COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Gordon Ehrman and Manual Gerardo

Co - ) o ' 22-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
o . ) Official Public Comment T . ) s o,
B Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members: ’ _ . 23-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

1 support a dwerswn of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and stedy that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
) Leglslahf)n creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona legisiation
S clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorily over the diversion of any water
P totpeCVP. Thuefore,ﬂmPrefermdAlmativedoesnotgofa:enoughm
; achieve a legally mandated restoration of stem. -

Fle ey - 0 ————

Name: Iﬁﬂﬁzﬁ ¥ 1'5 s
Address: Mmﬂ_;;

City/State/Zip:

L L

Se e e e e o et W L T 4 LD e e i em e o Smar s o

- ' ; Official Public Commaent zs :
: Dear EES/EIR Team Members: o

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppors the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. .
Legistation creating the Frinity River Division, and additional legislation :
clearly gives Trinity fish énd wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosyster.

Thank You, _
Name: MAW UL CZ%@D
Address: !3;}?(' ZA | #

Ciylstaee/Zip: _lM[LL. URLLEY Ch G4942

<~ Ve

e D3-25

RDD/TRINITY0022-91.D0C g
Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Martina Gogelmann and John Pizza

Offictal Public Comment 24-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

i .

) Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 25-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
H I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation v
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough 1

B PR P S P —

!
i
i
-
'

achieve a legally mandated ion of the ystam. ,_,
Thank You, . -
Name: 4/&02( f’#l PAY~4 %MM

Address: Fo-Bex /223 g
City/State/zip: /L7 Y V{?//»dj;r CA995y 2

e e e ————

Cem e i e em L e e e e i e - m e e e L

; Official Public Comment z
' Dear EISEIR Team Members; y

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

: from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

| produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by

: an assumption about the amiount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

hieve & legally dated restogation of the scosystem,

Thank You,
Name:

Address: C!'{Q-O(D &NA)@D cfr‘l
_ Citylstte/Zip: _<SANTA KosA (A 957

<~ Vv AY
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

¥ YWORLD ' )
STEWARDSHIP “; )

3 Letter from World Stewardship Institute
INSTITUTE J* | -

BUSINESS =~ SCIENCE w== FAITH

26-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

M. Joe Polos

US Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16° Street, Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos, .

- ~The Trinity River Act of 1555 specifically mandated that fish znd wildlife be
. protected. Today, the Coho Salmon is listed as an endangered species, and the Steethead
- are a-candidate for listing. I urge you to restore the Trinity River and its entire .
_ ecosystem by implementing a flow management system of atieast 70%.

26-1

Clearly, restoration of the Trinity River is a top priority. The 1955 Trinity River
law specifically states that fish and wildlife must be protected. The Trinity River Basin
Fish and Wildlife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement
Act both call for restoration of the Trinity River ecosystem, However, since the dams
were completed by 1963, water diversions on the Trinity River have led to 2 90% decline -
in fish populations. - ' '

) When the Trinity River is restored, the commerctal and sport fishing, rafting, and
toufism econemies of the Northern California and Southern Oregon region will rebound.
- Lurge you to increase the flow of the Trinity River to at least 70% in order to ensure .
protection of the Coho Salmon and increase the recreational value of the Frinity '
River, Thank you for your time. * ) o

Sincerely, -

e en KD
12360 BN ST
REY- (LTS LT
/ L "C‘_E:J';K' [‘{/’} : -/—
@.Lm-“ E_L'.QWQ'L?“ “5‘.5

CANTA ROn CALIRORNIA 93401 -

Phone: 707.573.3160 Fax: 707.578.7702

Email: wsi@ccostewards.org |
100% post consumer recycled paper @
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from World Stewardship Institute

WORI.D
STEWARDSHIP {
INSTITUTE .

BUSINESS s m5CIENCE »=w FAITH

27-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Mr. Joe Polos )

US Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16™ Street, Room 209
Arcata, CA 9552

Dear Mr. Polos,

The Trinity vaer Act of 1955 spec:ﬁca]ly mandated Lhat fish and wildtife ba ) T
protected. Today, the Coklo Salmon is listed as an endangered species, and the S!eelhea.d L 271
are a candidate for listing. 1 urge you to restore the Trinity River and its entire :
ecosystem by pl mg aflow ma t system of af least 70%,;

Clearly, restoration of the Trinity River is a top priotty, The 1955 Tnmty River
law specifically states that fish and wildlife must be protected. The Trinity River Basin
Fish and Wildlifs Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement

. Act both tall for restoration of the Trinity River ecosystem. However, since the dams
were completed by 1963, water divérsiornis on the Trinity River have led to a 90% decline’
in fish populations. -

When the Trinity River is resmred., the commercaa.I and spon ﬁshmg, raﬂmg and
tourism economies of the Northern California and Southern Oregon region will rebound-
- Large you to intrease the flow of the Trinity Riverto at least 70% in order to ensure
protection of the Coho Salmon and increase the recreational value of the Tnmty
River. Tha.n.k you for your time.

- [t e
_jj’tmn “\v@o\e%u\nsﬁ

\') i Q\r é{_u L‘/\
Tarkal NPT

409 MENDOCINO AVENUE, SUITE A
SANTA ROSA, CALIFORNIA 25401
TPhone: 707.573.3160 Fax: 707.578.7702
Email: wsi@ccostewards.arg
100% post consumer recycled paper @
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

~B

| support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natrad water Do
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and stady that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the reenmmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife poiority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a fegally mgndated resworation of the ecasvstemn,

/Zv

Thank You, R

Name: fét{d&j /Qﬂf?‘{f

Address: 3784 CZ-//\I:;:‘A ‘= féﬁ-(
City/StatesZip: /@fcay#.:‘ oA T3/

Cfficial Public Comment 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membhers:

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membhbers:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scisnce apd study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitad by
an #Esumplion abouk the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 20 far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: Richard S. Jenne
Address: Fall River Mills, CA

B -7 S —

City/State/Zip:

(Hficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoer, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _
Narme: “InEE L DSl
Addresst Ho& ¢ Box el

City/State/Zip: *@mlr‘r‘ GEnTEE O, ﬁboq |
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Postcards from Rudy Ramp, Richard S. Jenne, and Janice L. Wisz

28-1
29-1
30-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Dave Semling and James H. McKenna

31-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

 Official Public Commment %‘ 32-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppon & diversion of no mare that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assuraption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: c__hwe &EML—f}J tr

Address: T BoyY [7—(

City'SiateZip: -G NTTAS ; CA “?g/'?_j"y

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppert the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendztions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o tpc CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not £o fat cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank ¥ou,

y 7 7 :
Name: ok, ﬁ%fﬂ/:/d,z,m._
Address: Bl 5 e LA

e P 7 .
City/State/Zip: (’éu,:;‘fﬂy’/_nm( A g
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Dr. C. S. Ritchie and Richard Anderson
33-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Patiic Comprant . 34-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: % :

[ suppert a diversion of ne more thar 30 percent of the namral water flaw

from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppart the science and studyv that

produced 1]-_19 Flow Evalyation Report, the recommendations were fir’m’lcd by

a0 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river

Legwlat:gn creanng the Trinity River Division, and additjonal tegislation ’

clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o

achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: - "
Address:

(8 GY Lfreek Dy
ClrviStaeZio: A wuls favkyChe 94625

Official Pudlic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Aow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly goves Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred Alternative daes not go far enough o
achieve 1 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: BAAND Aot
Address: 24 (U P

Ciy'SwelZips  SA FracTbD A0S
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Edward Gleason, Victor Emery, and Jerome Lengych

Dear.EIS."'ElR Team Members:

- 1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . . .
from: the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 35-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

- praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the r dations were limited by
an assuimption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 6-1 Pl thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 3 case see the P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diverston of 2ny water 71
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to 37-
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Ene ARl (Seansed

Address: {632 Borrmey vtoy
City/Staw/Zip: haewxerey CA TYT>T

Official Public Comment 3 ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were lirmited by
an assumption about the armount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

) clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water

i to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss aot go far enough to

i achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

; Thank You,
o Name: Vietve Lmegy
‘ Address: . PE2L i Seiders

CitySute/Zip: S RNTo5 & of. 75738

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

Lsupport a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

) produced the Flow Evaluation Rspon the recommendations were limited by

jon gbout the t of water that could be availabie for the river.

Leg1stauon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough to
achieve a lfegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narme: Muﬁ;%_g\-_

Address:

City/State/Zip: Eﬁ& . ﬂm

<N v =\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

>8

Letter from Micah Schwabrow

38-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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RDD/TRINITY0022-91.D0C

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amout of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does aot go far ¢nough to
achieve 2 lzgally mandated rostoration of the ecosvstem,

Thank You, )

Name: g/&ﬂ\ O/fﬂjzf._.

Address: TLo55 e AAH 1Pk
CitySae/Zip.  (heeis O Fye

Ofﬁ‘ci:zt"f’ublic Comment -
Dear EES/EIR Tearn Members:

1 support a diversion of no mars that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnety River Basin, While 1 suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluanon Feport, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Tririty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity aver the diversion of any water
to the CWPF. Therefore, the Praterred Alternative doas not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the scosysiem,

Thank You,

Wame: , l.? . *—,—??A—"{?

Address: ,:}3 = é‘_ \:&)J - ‘? g;
City/State/2ip: }::':;_-_“w’ — N “_3 = 2—0

Official Public Comprent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warter flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandited resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Namg: Lraegy &1 gue L3FST
=

Address: Hiy=m < Pa

City/State/Zip: Clovng Ca a9y

Postcards from Stan Phuen, Liz Zemke, and Larry and Lynne West

39-1
40-1
41-1

Main TOC
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear E15/E1R Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warter flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about tha amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandmed restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank Yau,

] jf B
Name: \ !"‘-—] *-‘4._
Address: 22 (6“ t'j,,.u;, - /\\

Cliy/State/Zip !77:_‘ e e g g 5 7 -

= .{__,.@

ficial Public Comment ; 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membeys: !

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural watcr flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warter that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnartive does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name: F/ /d-; & oty ?—-__:( C’}"MI u :D A
Address: Z 3/3 ' [ L_,‘k C/ Y I o]
City/Srate/Zip: f: R . N D 7o W‘J-*“-.?//

OFP Clogm T Romy Tha

Ty TR L

Gficial Public Commeni
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

: clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

H to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dass not go far enough to

: achicve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yo,

, . ~
Name: S‘ ST, I\&K’M et e
Address: PR & ;},997-&5__{1

City/State/Zip: r”pa,,cm (} ,L, 2P o 20

RDD/TRINITY0022-91.D0C

Postcards from Phil Zemke, Fly Fishers for Conservation, and Siarra

Bergmann
42-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
43-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
44-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
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-City/State/Zip;

Postcards from Peter W. Tampone, Andy Wade, and Leanne Zunigen

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EER Team Members:
45-1
[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tiinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 46-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaonnt of water that could be available for the river. 471

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
claarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
swer | AETER L) Tampore
Address: (?4‘6( ) NALALSD

City/Staie/Zip: /,f" DEEND A FFT0S

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Tririty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: Ao od -t QL
Address: o5 =i
City/State/Zip: v v M JETRO

Offtcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced lh_e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enrfugh to
achieve a legally tnandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
MName:
Address:
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Postcards from Michele Barberi, Marvin Humphrey, and Tom Baretta

Qfficial Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ) ) ) ]
48-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that _ . . ups s
produccd the Flow Ewvaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by 49-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amotnt of water that could be available for the river. . . . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 50-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearky gives Trinity Tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

e o
Address: o0 4 _ ;
cij;smm;zm; =1 HiLAE, £74 \f\_’le

Mficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

" assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVWP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative decs not go far enough to

achieve a [ggally mandated restoration of the ecosyst
Thank You, /(_/’Wz//% W

Name: A a2 rs ;-’-/V/Vf AT
Address: e ¥ WerTE L/
CiyiSwe/Zip: v ffmrmn i Ca 774

- Official Pubfic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Teain Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppert the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the viver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, snd additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diverston of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: /EM. V*‘&-H-au
Address: STk sl

City/StateiZip:  _ (9 L. ,C‘g FelySef

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-37
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Postcards from John R. Devine, Maureen Choi, and Jim Connelly
Official Public Comment ‘ :

Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members: . 51-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . .

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 52-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount c_uf water that could be g\:’ailable for the river. 53-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional lugislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative does not go far enough 1o

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
MName: df.lﬂa z BZVM N
Address: fZﬂ Loy d ‘Db-
5
CitySte/Zip: o G Finn. C TS0

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [-support the science and study that
praguced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of watcr that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Triniy River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, i .
™Name: m A‘U {.?Jﬁ\’ Q HD[
Address: el GEA@JD ME-
City/State/Zip: g@ 5,4?\/ Fﬁﬁrj ‘( CA

74050

Official Public Comiment s
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limnited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additipnal fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You
' T
Namne; vy (ﬁ—)ﬂ/ﬁf/

Address:

ST Ewen) S
City/State/Zip: o Sont iRt foce, (g T2
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Official Public Comment . . .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ﬂ Postcards from Gordon Stallings, Mill Valley Services, and Peter Mennen

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water florw

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 54-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limiied by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 55-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far erough to 56-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern. !
Thank ¥ou,

Name: Gordpa Shall WG

Address: Eflll nolie. fk”

City/State/Zip: _Aheve ed, oD a% 40

Official Public Comment (
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppott a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited ?J}"
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avilable for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yaou, . ) P
Name: H\\\‘ \Q{’\.\QL‘\ ij l.@fqa/
Address: e, E - %ch\z% ;\QE:
ciysueZip: _OVANNQUIN S L (e T

p -GG )

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trmity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaiiable for the river.
Legislation creating the Frimity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doos not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecoswstem.

Thank You,
Nagne: @_}é{(‘ /é’,«am
Address: P Loy §2.4

City/State/Zip: SELt . e e FEE —¢/

) N ° s
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Postcards from Daniel DeBonis, Vince Wolfe, and Roger Miller

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Tear: Members:

[ support & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 58-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by ;
an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 59-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cncJu.gh s

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysient.

Thank You,

57-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Name: b AIfE L L(:— oAl T
Address tox CFrworra c8)

City/State/Zip: Lor e 822, T Do urw 2

Official Public Comment
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. . While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not zo far enough to

achieve a legally mandated fERETamon of the scosvstem.

Thank You, 3
Name: Winte e T
Address: 10 _Bagar

City/Smate/Zip:  Tiawss  Cf A560L

Official Pubife Comnient
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an gssurmption about the amount of warer that could be available [or the river.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough (o
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

A
Name: /4
Address: fo]

HoR s Fpoas
Ciy/State/Zi: _FAER AN At F3 2ol

= =
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Official Pablic Comament ‘ o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of ng mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frotn the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefecved Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the reosystem.

- MIRIE Mu&scﬁ
Address: MM
K< G99 A

City/State/Zip: LJA!R igB 2’[2 LY Eﬁ

Official Pablic Comment ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilz 1 suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Eepor, the revommendations wers Hinited by

Postcards from Mikle Daves, Roz Tampone, and Neal Pultz

60-1
61-1
62-1

an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river.

Lepgislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

¥
Thank ¥You, ) e
Nome: Raz Erone
Address: FH N L f‘—)'chUchp ’4‘)‘6

City/State/Zip: !:;\es AT i Cf&?@sﬂ

Official Public Comment z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the viver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly grves Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
{o the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: NERL L=
Address: o THE P RAYC S

City/Siate/Zip: Lrérad As 3774
¥

Main TOC
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

iciat Publi Commert b's Postcards from Don Shuda, Sandra Miller, and Lindsey Merritt

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trimty River Basin, While I support the seience and study that 63-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . P . P
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 64-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . ) . o,
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go fer enough to 65-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated vestoration of the ecosystem.

Tharnk You, .
Name: ;\’\n [ \t‘,ﬂﬁ_&fd\
- e
Address: SZ‘S W lenavs
City/State/Zip: {0 1oui3 (o G =

Official Public Comment Q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommiendations were limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Thersfore, the Prefemred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ceesystem.

Thank You,
Name: QA}N{)Q@ MTéc.&‘fé.__
Address: o7 = FEddrRA

City/State/Zip: Fk;_-;m ap Q3204

Officia! Public Comment {
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the ecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Triniry River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem

Thank You,
Name: L fDDSE:"? /\'EQRJTT_
Address: }

Jila WARDsT 3% 77
CityiSrawe/Zip:  AJICSPLOR - CA q4q3€3

<~ N, vs
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Official Public Comment bb
Dear BISEIR Team Members: Postcards from Gerald G. Hoytt, Jeffrey Green, and
1 suppott a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow The JOhn F Watkins CO

I

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and swdy that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
] an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 66-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
] clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to . . . .
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem. 67-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

N 68-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
ame:

<52 kir. Garnly & 1
Address: S Pt vl

City/StatefZip, _ S ReeCasiginaoy

Official Public Comment 1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
arl assurmption about the amount of water that could be availahle for the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You,

Neme: Mﬂ%@q
Address: )‘?0 Kox // 6/

City/State/Zip: ﬂ.ﬂ-ﬂ;;ﬂa.rﬂ‘ (014 ?‘:_Jgd’

Official Public Comment %
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

T suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
woduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were {imited by
L assumption abaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . . "
Name: TFig JONN F. Waflcng Ue.
Address: _Modesto, CA 05356
City/State!Zip:

K./'Q = -
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Letter from LaDuboir Dated November 7, 1999

1177745
69-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

cefols response is required.
= Fish & Wodiife Service

L1285 1910 3. - Room 20¢

.

aid, Ca U852

[}
]
.

A e

Dear Mr, Folos:
B 'I IL:ncierstand there are 10 be hearings Leld 10 delermine whether flows down )
ihe Trinity River will be increased from 30% for less) 10 a standard flow of about
70
When © . . - o
o When Senator Jfair Engle plumped for the Trintty Dam project in 1he late
#5312, e stated that not one bucket of water would go inio the Sacramenta if it was
the Trimi o
Dion t take an expert waterologist 10 see destruction done 10 the river earfv
Erowii. though not quite as bad as lower Putah Creek below > 69-1
r, e Trinftv oo s the unseen demolilion’ dramic re

held 1o regarding restr

mit projeciion o 200
tons by the U, Ivice, Bureau of

oit, & Dureas of Lund Management fave proved that that 200 auile fmit

» showid now be reversed & extend inland a full 200 miles
1ermors, Interior 2hould, a1 las, honor 1hat long-d2ad senatar's
2¢ & Norih Coast are mors than just 3 few huckets be

Sincerely, .
i
m Q_/L)-&M

Legaslators: To mv Lntrained mind, the Bureau of Reclamation's sale of water

X
Eppears 1o b2 a contneing. costiv. unfair, reverse Robin Hood action. That is,

from 1he poor. enriching the rich,
You 3HOULD be represented ar these alleged hearings,

<\ V > -’l

N D3-44
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Letter from Stanislaus Fly Fishermen, Inc. Dated November 10, 1999

p—
Stanisteus HHy TFishermen, Sue. . o
1012 Esvanth Sireat, Suite 103 70-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Whodote, C_A 95554.0842 70-2 The effects of a range of flow schedules and levels of mechanical
flz‘ipfma Vs 209.527.6242 restoration are discussed in Section 3.2 Geomorphic Environment.
ibecopier Pho.c 209.527.6251 The effects of the same range of flow schedules and mechanical

November 10, 1099 restoration efforts on fisheries are discugsed .in Sectlon 3.5. The
MR, JOE POLGS , commentor’s recommended alternative is within the range of
ﬁg;{;ﬁ.‘ g‘;‘igﬂ;;g;i%r; ice alternatives considered in the DEIS/EIR.
Arcata, CA 95521

Bear Mr. Polos:

I 'am writing this as the conservation chairman of the Stanislaus Fly Fishermen, a non-profit
corporation located in Modesto, California with approximately 75 mermbers. Many of our members
have fished and Gontinue to fish the Trinity River. It is the recommendation of the Stanislaus Fly 70-1
Fishermen that 70% of the natural river flows be retained in the rver as oppose o 48% as per the
preferred alternative.

We recognize that the salmon and steelhead runs have been devastated by the heavy
diversions from the river for crop irrigation in the Central Valley. This devastation has come about 70-2
not only because of the diminution of water in river but because of the effect of the lower flow
regimes on riverine and riparian habitat.

Restoration of these fisheries is of critieal importance, not just to sport fishermen, but to the
commercial salmon industry, tibal members, and residents of Trinity, Humboldt, and Del Norte
counties whose economies have been significantly and adversely affected by the devastation of the
salmon and steelhead rng.

The preferred recommendation of 48% will not be effective to restore these fisheries without
continuing congressional appropriations for habitat restoration, projects. Itis much iess expensive,
and considerably less chancy, to let the river restore itself by retaining 70% of the flow tn the river.
As we all know, congress is fickle-it giveth and it taketh away.

It seems simply unconscicnabie to rob Peter (commercial fishermen, Tndians, and residents
of the northern counties) to pay Paul (Central Valley water users).

We do thank you for the opportunity to submit these comments.
Very truly vours,
STANISLAUS FLY FISHERMEN, INC.

By & L
JOHN T. MURPHY, Conservation Chairman

ITM:ms
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Letter from Frost Saufley dated November 8, 1999

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

response is required.

2y
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Oficial Public Commet Postcards from Gregory McKinney, R. Allen, and Susan Billings

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 b “" : : ”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 72-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stuc}y that 731
produced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were fimited Iby -
an assumption about the amount of water that could be a\jﬁil&hlc for the river. . . . o
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and addmona_l legislation 74-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mendated restoration of the ecosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
MName: G#"ch@r‘\l /7 f'k J))‘J/Uf ¥
Address: D g 72

City/StawZips QM cp T5C3y

R Official Public Comment '

Déa:r EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of uo mere thar 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppors the science and study that
produecd the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crzating the Trinity River Divisien, 2nd additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1 the CVF. Thereforz, the Preferred Alernative docs not go far emovgh w
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You. .

Name: ,Q . r/; //f I8

Address: ?0.' &x &S5

CiwsSterzip: G Reks & FE oL

Qficial Public Comment qq

Dear EIS/EIR Team N.Iembers:

I support & diversion of no mare thal 30 parcent of the natueal water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asivmption about the ameount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cigarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferced Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restotetion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: el T2 0 Mg
Address: FAE A iRBaAng €D

City/StateiZip: _~FS e Loy A 5w 76S

<~ v AY
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) - QOfficiai Public Corment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Vicky N. Turner, Tina Wahlund, and Hillary Ross

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . . .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 75-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendanons_ were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

. . e P
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additionzl legislaﬁon 76-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water ) ) ) ) B
10 theyﬁVP. 'I‘hergfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 771 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

T , - v ;
W Yoy 7 Jura]
Address: 576', ﬁ GC&;’Q’DM el

CityiState/Zip: Qacala | T LY

s

' ' ! T Official Pudlic Comment
! Dear FIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water fow
from the Teinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tonity River Division, and additiona) fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 80 far encugh 1
achieve # legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You, \
Name: T.ﬂ 8 m i‘-‘é- ‘I’! L‘-&"\C{
Address: 2120 Hally S
City/State/Zip: ;\fj rf%ﬁ ('pq-J
- q

£303

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppott the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Bmited by
an assumption about the wmount of water that cauld be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Namar '—Gﬂ,ta—m ‘[&)g\g
Address: o DOY SIS

City/State/Zip: __ /rrode  C4 GE5Tg,

é/\l N ;l
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Official Public Comment Postcards from Amy E. Brennan, Kathy Ryan, and Janet Helen Morrison

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
f ' : - 78-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
: I support & diversion of no more ¢hat 30 percent of the nataral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . up P
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recormendations were limited by 79-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the emount of water that could be available for the river, . . P .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 80-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, :
Name: _&n\u 0 Brennean
Address: i
City/Stete/Zip:  Faave Mol Cr FSH0L - Ll
’ Lo X -t
. R T P s
}
o . .
' Official Public Comment

. Pear EIS/EIR Team Metnbers;

< I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

, to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
zchieve @ legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ﬁ/av‘h\f /Jya-"; -
Address: H3dh Mcteheti Bogd

City/State/Zip: _Lpyp by o2 95303

Offtciel Public Comment o

" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
i . 4o assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
i+ . Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

[ Thank You, —_— ) ‘
C Name Jrnet Yelew Marvison
; Address: {93 Huim S

CitysueiZip: A vteks CA %521

<~ v 2\
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P -Ojfidial Public Cammen: Postcards from Melvin McKinney, James Ritter, and Roxanna Roberts
' . - P ; ’ ’
: Dear EIS/EIR Team Mefnbevs:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow 81-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While { support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 821 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation . . P .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water 83-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
ta the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the wosystem.

Thank You,
Name:; %ﬁf«.‘: Wﬁ;—a/&,
Address:

M. ME KINNEY

City/State/Zip: | A

. o o Gfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mémbers:

e =

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assemption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional leyislation
clearly gives Tonity fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough w©
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, — *

Wame: quc's Q\ -He('

Address: C. o Zox 91
City/State/Zip: ;;'3\-{

Officief Public Comment 5

Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the resommendations were limited by
an a_ssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystent.

Thank Yeu,
Mame: LAY Ta Vsl “P‘OQ—?I‘T 5
Address: 1£5%  Kastr 1 i)

City/State/Zip: ﬂ/’l fLAA Al 4] CIQS?})

) N ° s
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: Official Public Comment Bq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: o
. 1 suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow Postcards from Tim Chauver’ Janeen R. Evans, and Cori Sisemore

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciel}ce and study _Ihal
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

tion about the amaount of water that could be available for the river. . . P .,
ﬁgaiii:{?opn“cjreating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legistation 84-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far €nough 10 85-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You, 86-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name: T QA M

Address: Lo B UL Eomaus AVE

Ciny/State/Zip:  Aflewria, CH—AR5g1

- —ee—

e m———

l’fllctﬂl}’_ wblic Commient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mefmperyl .

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural watsr flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Eveluation Rapost, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tjver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

-
Name: (_}fmua _ A{/ éfi:f/ T,
Address: h/,.r's?‘:?T Pl g oo Kt #0300

City/State/Zip: ﬁﬁ-fﬁﬁ A FS2s

- Qfficial Public Comment b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Triniry River Basin, While I suppari the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fisk and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemmed Alternative does not go Far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i
Name: {or Sisemore,
Address: 'P() P_))( Oi'r}4

CiySueizip Prnddle, (4. 955300

) N ;l
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Postcards from Florence Allen and Gerald K. White

-

i So o e

j Ofcta Fubli Comipend - 87-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

g 88-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limiited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CWDP, Therefore, the Prefermed Altemnative does not go far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narmne: /z:g e PP
Address: /jj? - A

— 2
' City/State/Zip: o e sl e - N

e .
[

Oficial Public: Comment

[P —y

- Dear EASEIR Taam Mermhers: -

Isuppert a .ciiy'ersion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
irom the Trinity River Basin. While | SUppOrT the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
n assumption a}?out the amount of water that could be available for the river
Leglslatlgn creating the Trinity River Division, aad additional legislation .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the €cosysiem, v

Thank You,

Matne: 4 L

Address: ey ;1i9 4T
= e T

.
City'StateZip: 40 073, (4. 455

< v AY
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Letter from Eight Signatories

89-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Mr, Joe Polos )

U.8. Fish and Wildtife Service .
1125 16th St Room 209

Arcata, CA 95521

"Dear Mr. Polos,

River management is an important part of maintaining healthy fisheries zod )
snsuring adeguate water supply to communitics. 1am weriting in supporf of rest.nrmg 89-1
the Trinity River and ifs entire ecosystem by implementing a flow regime hich
allows the Trinity to keep at least 70 percent of its flow, However, since n the )
Trinity River were completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90 percent decline
in the fisheries by the early 199¢s. The coho salmon now is listed undex the Endsmigerad
Species Act, and steelhead ave a candidate for listing. The decline o_f 90 percent of the
fish population by the 1990's is canse 1o increase the flow of the Trinity River to at least
70% of its original capacity. .

Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1953 legislation authorizing
canstruetion of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildlife -
Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA). L
urge you to take steps toward restoring the Trinity River. Whean the Trinity River is
tesiored, the commercial and sport fishing, rafting, and tourism economies of the
Northem California and Southern Oregon will rebound. Take steps to increase the health

of fisheties and to increase water flow in the Trinity River. Thank you for your time and
consideration.

) S ° 3
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e o Letter from Five Signatories

90-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Mr. Joe Polos ‘4 -
1.8, Fish and Wildlife Service )
1125 16th St,, Room 209 ' -

Arcata, CA 95521
Dear M. Poles,

River management is an importani part of maintaining healthy fisheries and
ensuring adequate watcr supply to communities, [ am writing in support of restoring
the Trinity River and its enfire ecosystem by implementing a flow regime which
allows the Trinity to keep at least 70 percent of its fiow, However, since tHiGR the
Trinity River were completzd in 1963, water diversions led to  neatly 90 percent dechine 90-1
in the fisheries by the early 1990s. The ¢oho salmon now is listed undes the Endangered
Species Act, und steelhead are a candidate for listing, The decline of 90 percent of the
fisk popeiation by the 1990's is cause to increase the flow of the Trinity River to at least
70% of its otiginal capacity. . -

Restt-aration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1953 legislation authorizing
construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildlife
Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvetnent Act (CVPIA). 1
urge you to take steps toward restoring the Triity Miver. When the Trinity River is
restored, the commercial and sport fishing, rafiing, and tourism econosmies of the
Northern California and Southem Oregon will rebound, Teke steps to increase the health
of fisheries and to increase water flow in the Trinity River. Thank you for your time and

consideration.

Rou pap
‘-—-‘/{.’\.-‘kﬂ( mL&.?j&

é/\l S~ °
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

o Postcard from Paul S. Bohrer
Trinity Leiter Page 1 of 1

e

: 91
Mz Joe Polos, United States Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th Street, Room 209, Arcata, CA. 95521,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . q ‘

L support a diversion of no more than 30 percent of the natural water fiow Fom the
Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study ihat produced the Fiow
Evaluation Repont, the recommendations were limited by an assumption about the
amount of water that could be available for the river. Legislation creating the Trinity
River Division and additional legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority
over the diversion of any water to the Central Valley Project {CVP). Therefore, the
Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to achizve a legally mandated restoration of
the ecosystem.

-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You

Name:/%# /6'{? ,é)d"g&ﬁe/

Address; i, JEand T T K

Ciity/State/Zip: via-o}zéupc\zfc—!’?‘% P

Back

http:iwww. tishsmatter.com/bacher/trimityprint. | ] 111489
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