




Subject: Public Comment: 2 - Riverside

From: Jan Burdick <

Date: 7/22/2011 3:41 PM

To: 

From: Jan Burdick <
Subject: getting information

Message Body:
Your maps are so small, I can"t be sure of anything except that it is in California
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Subject: Public Comment: 2 - Riverside

From: Sheila Ehrlich <

Date: 7/22/2011 9:17 PM

To: 

From: Sheila Ehrlich <
Subject: City of Jurupa Valley

Message Body:
I oppose the Commission to divide the City of Jurupa Valley into separate Counties and 
Congressional election boundaries. This would be an outrage and absolutely doesn't make 
sense.  PLEASE KEEP ALL OF THE CITY OF JURUPA VALLEY INTO ONE CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT AND 
WITHIN RIVERSIDE COUNTY. THANK YOU.

Sincerely,
Sheila Ehrlich
Voter and citizen of the City of Jurupa Valley

--
This mail is sent via contact form on Citizens Redistricting Commission
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Subject: Public Comment: 2 - Riverside

From: Ingrid LeMasters <

Date: 7/22/2011 11:06 AM

To: 

From: Ingrid LeMasters <
Subject: Jurupa redistricting

Message Body:
Our local paper shows redistricting dividing the newly incorporated City of Jurupa Valley 
between Riverside County and San Bernardino County Representation. I was trying to see if 
your maps have been updated to reflect our status as a cohesive entity. I strongly feel 
that it would not be in the best interests of our community to have divided 
representation. Jurupa Valley includes the communities of Mira Loma, Pedley, Glen Avon, 
Belltown, Crestmore, Sunny Slope, Rubidoux, and Indian Hills.
I feel that our citizens would be best served by knowing that we are all represented by 
the same persons. 
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Subject: Public Comment: 2 - Riverside

From: Sala Ponnech <

Date: 7/22/2011 4:31 PM

To: 

From: Sala Ponnech <
Subject: RVMVN Congressional District

Message Body:
Thank you for including Perris in this district along with the cities of Riverside and 
Moreno Valley.  Those of us who spoke in favor of this arrangement are grateful that our 
voices were heard.
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Subject: Public Comment: 2 - Riverside

From: Sheila Ehrlich <

Date: 7/22/2011 9:07 PM

To: 

From: Sheila Ehrlich <
Subject: City of Jurupa Valley

Message Body:
I oppose the Commission to divide the City of Jurupa Valley into separate Congressional 
election boundaries. It would be an outrage and absolutely doesn't make sense. PLEASE KEEP 
ALL OF THE CITY OF JURUPA VALLEY INTO ONE CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION DISTRICT AND MOST 
IMPORTANTLY WITHIN RIVERSIDE COUNTY. THANK YOU.

SINCERELY,

SHEILA EHRLICH
VOTER AND CITIZEN OF THE CITY OF JURUPA VALLEY WITHIN RIVERSIDE COUNTY.
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Subject: 

From: "Mavis B Prince" <

Date: 7/22/2011 9:31 AM

To: <

Gree ngs,

I think Temecula, Riverside County should be included in the so called Perris Con. district, that covers

Southwest Riverside County...(the PRS Congressional district).

Then remove and add Corona to the Northwestern (Riverside Con. District RCMW).

It would seem to make more sense that way, with Temecula in it's "home" county  of Riverside with

it's twin city Murrieta, instead of being separated again in a San Diego County district.  That would

definitely be an impovement!

Thank you,

Name:Mavis B. Prince

City: Menifee
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