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

Postcards from Barbara Anderson and James L. Shively

92-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

93-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

oy
1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
prodnced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the Tiver.
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
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . )
E : Name: Dredneas Annseson
Address: 328 Hillgins dve
City/State/Zip: PisnmontT LA Gubh

I Lo et e

o o = - -

Official Public Comntent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membeis: 4

1 suppost 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 timited by
an assumption about the amount of yater that could be available for the river.
i Eegistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

s clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any w

; to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far esough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

MR, JAMES L. SHIVELY
SMonillt.
Moraga, CA 34556

Address:
City/State/Zip:

AN\ = °
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

| Postcards from Bertha L. Barocco and Charles Hammerstad

94-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

‘ 95-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Teain Members:

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

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:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Official Pg_bﬁc Comnpent ;
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & divession of no more that 3G percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, “While I suppont 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 legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: Llades Mammersizd
Address: wide) ﬁ(ﬂl‘sw’f)t}& DY\

City/State/Zip: _ S Jose 4 ‘?S)J-q

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

Official Public Comment .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: qb Postcards from Eleonore Boese, Michael A. Ungersma, and
James A. Lazavotti

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 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, 96-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water : - atic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10 97-1 Please see them p

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

98-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: ELE INORE PBOESE

Address: 7] _STONESHIRE CT.

City/State/Zip: SAN JOSE CA 9513

Official Prbdic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: q

. 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
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thai could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation

] clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watar
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem.

} Thank You, ¥ :
'} Name: k ]I_Ec,- ({Q& ( A //(m Frar Aok .
! Address: i 2 o T[ o ]Ph s

CityiStete/Zip: (o 2 bilt CH 55805

Official Public Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Teamt Members: s

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basim. Whilc I support the science and study 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 ereating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legislation
S clearly gives Trinity fish and wildkife 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, . ,i
Thank Yoe, &’-W
Name: James A, Ldzdrol B !

Address: 2522 F m'l;’.‘}"ﬁ (rrady
City/Stateszip.  Saulaluz, 4 Q5060

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

Officiai Public Comment qq _ Postcards from Louise Saufly, Barbara A. Ungersma, and Dave Hickson
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: :
L support a diversion of o more that 30 percent of the namwsal water flow 99-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by |
an assumplion 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 ‘ 101-1
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to -
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

100-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Name:
Address:

[ - i g 1P 2 .
City/Stzte/Zip: a,é @— ‘fs—-m |

Officiaf Public Comment o
Dear EIS/EIR Teamn Members: o

[ suppost a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional Tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pdority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, /:,
Name: Fek <o) d[;{ ia /‘ZL/«'!“}’@U/,/’ L
Address: 7 7‘]1 Kfi‘j frie £ J/;Ldé-

Cigrsaaterzip: (g gun2fe N CH G (ﬁg

Official Pubiic Contmtent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: l o ‘
e, ]

o MEED WA i
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fiom the Trinity River Basin. While I 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 ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally dated restoratio (uf the ecosystem.

Thank Y ou,
Name:
Address: Z990 Mol owe Ave
City/Siate/Zip: g Untuer Ca,
R ~ ;l
RDD/TRINITY0092-168.D0C g D3-59

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

‘ %
f Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team’Memhers: l OL

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow POStcards from S-P- Anderson, JOhn RyzanyCh, and Jlm Jardlne

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study 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. 102-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P -
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough to 103-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.
Thank You,

Name: SR levdorsee.

Address; 33-3 H W g
City/State/Zip: d?-WQ’( Syl

104-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Publie Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: l o

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the seicnce and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were litited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trirfty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tirinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandatecrestiration of the ecosystem. ..

e "r:-ef""'?‘,-‘i’;

Thank You, e L
e L /"'\'/ .

Name: Solies € 2 :;64

Address: 22090 At Lpeard Acoc

City/State/Zip.  { AL %r'r‘) L’,/A—//é A ‘?{'/‘-/_3 ey

Official Public Comment l o 4
: Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an a_ssu@ption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the £COSyStem.

Thank You,

Namea: _\jfrm \j,&:’dfné
Address: 172 Grant Steeet
City/State/Zip: _gbltcfe? ca oz

) N ° s
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Kembers: '

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturel water flow Postcards from Kurt Modarelli, Richard Williams, and Willie Knapp
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by

an assumpeion abourt the amount of water that could be available for the river, 105-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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 snough o 106-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, KU(Z/T“ MDBM@”,\

Name:

Address: (33¢ ) = A‘V{M SE
City/State/Zip: A~ ‘l‘rﬂ“"‘f——faor {4, Sy

107-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

[ 3-

Official Public Conttment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no mare 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 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, snd addirional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, : ) \A/
Mame: /ﬁ‘.’ ﬁA{{D H ({{ AMg

Address: 26 ToLAN WAY .
City/StatelZip: L-lq’f'ﬂ Y iTE/, C}b g«fﬁ

Qfficial Pudlic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ,a

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural 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 Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tty fish and wildhfc prionity 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.

e e e
Address: 9’79 F‘%{éb fs‘}?#’ M
Ciry/State/Zip: /%M (f',ﬁ}« qﬁ%

) N ° s
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

o peiuble .‘7""”"“""'\/08 Postcards from Chris Shutes, Kokatai Water Sportswear, and
Dear EIS/EIRLeam Membe# ts. Teman Johnson

I support a diversion of no m\g}';e‘that 30 percent of the Ealural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scierice and slu(_iy _1hai
s produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomnimendations were limited by 108-1
. an assumption about the amount of water that could be g\l'aﬂable f_or ii_:e river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. . " : : ”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any watar 109-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to . . . .
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern. 110-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thark You, '

Name: Cj?n(( SAW!&S
Address: /éﬁ @'? ﬁ-"/‘l (illes 5/)’
City/State/Zip: - B&Jﬁ 0{ c,; ¢ /} 6_"{?03

R . £

_ $
: Official Public Commeni / o
. : Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: g

1 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
Pmd'l‘:“?j' the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
=7 dn assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional degislation
- clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of euy water -
) ta the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Aliemative does not go f4f ¢nongh to
achieve a legally mandated reswration of the ecosystem. { « i

Thark You,
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment ,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Menzhers:

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 th_e: Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limiled by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far eno[;gh sl
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the Ecosyslem.

Thank You, é/;] —
Narme: LI L PR i
Address: - Teman Johnson

) - 845 Brookdale Dr,
City/State/Zip: Merced, CA 95340-1445

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

Official Public Comment ' Postcards from Catherine Woskow, Tina Edmond, and Robert Farrelly
Dear EIS/EIR Teem Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin, While ] support the scicnee and study that 111-1
produged the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the mount of water that could be available for the river, 112-2 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlsfe priority over the diversion of any water s 5 “13 o ”
to the CVP. Thorefore, the Praferred Altermacive doss ot 2o fir enough (o 113-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

e B ——————— g b

Thank You,
Name: CATHER (ME W 05 K|
Address: 2C70 WESTERLY PLALE

Ciy/State/Zip: ;_Ukafpl (A G487

A, iz

[

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no morte that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Beport, the recommendations wera limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River IDMvision, 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 mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: L P - VP T
Address: ZaDS Poaracitsedr

City/Slate/Zip: —f‘uormc A DAS7 &

Official Public Commeni 3
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the selence and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were iimited by
an assumption sbout the amount of warter that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narme: RpberT eaereely
Address: T2 WERTERIY PLAE

City/StateiZip: _{Uciil (A G545,

) N ° s
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment l ’ 4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhers:

I support & 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

Legislation wreating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to tha CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
: achieve a legally mendated restoration of the ecosystem.

i Thank You,

D e Paex £ Crepocy

. Address: ‘—7%2 é = ﬁ&&:@Ez_ AL
City/State/Zip: £ & B} (/B q’.r“;(:/o

-
Gfficial Public Comment ,,’
Diar EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ho mote 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 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Bivision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tuinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MNarme: 1 "C». ¥
Address: T fter Zot®
City/StateiZip: _vhpos CA SEIOT]

: Official Public Corment ’, 6
) Degr EIS/EIR Tcam Members:
. Al g .

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 assumption about the amount of water that could be available f_or L}.'C river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therelore, the Preferred Alternative w
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

v Qod Mo the s

Address: y_jg g L Y 0; n '[f/"l Y 5
CityistaeiZipr _Achven . CA 9 5675

RDD/TRINITY0092-168.D00C

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

Postcards from Mark R. Gregory, Patricia Robinson, and Rod Matthews

114-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

115-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

116-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w < N _l
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Official Public Comment , ’ ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: )

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scicrp:c and slutjy VthaL
produced the Flow Eveluation Report, the recommendations were timited by -~ ic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 117-1 Please see thematic resp

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) ) . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 118-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
ta the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 119-1

Thank ¥You,

Name: n m

Address: Eé%m M B Buons
: I3 0 e?m a
City/Srare/Zip: S Sacmmenta, CA ohiis

IRV

Offtcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere 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 recemmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisior, 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 ro
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You, ] .
e M\“\\Kw‘r—* A Fsiaerme—
Address: ?rr; '{6 o AJ ’4
Ciry/State/Zip: DU&T‘ = T s 3

e b T A pfaeats (RTY T as Y

. Cfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural warer 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 legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watcr
to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name: ‘-L..! 1A G}(L‘E-M St s
Address: V17 720 12‘& ‘%“{_fi‘-
City/State/Zin: e mac Jb—mﬁ, C@ P65

[PERPESN

Postcards from B. Burrows, William A. Newsom, and Jim Crenshaw

JTS———

S

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

<~ o) vs
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

'I Qfficial Public Comment o
i Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of ne mere 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 . . s .
an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river, 120-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearty gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority ever the diversion of any water 121-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CV¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern. 122-1

Thank You,
Name: C n Ca/bf?_.‘)

d \
Address: an Lonaea e WO
City/State/Zip: Bobara (# 356073

Postcards from Guy Cables, Colleen McKinnon, and Dan Crandall

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Commernt , l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! support a diversion of no more thar 30 pereent 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 asgumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat 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 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: (Tf“//(’f:d'b- }/}/Cé{fu;ﬁ?}‘

Address: f'aﬁ)c' ,ch‘i?
City/Stare/Zip: HL[Z'.’{,‘—’—‘ /‘/[ . f%’éé‘f

Official Public Comment Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natuzal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciznce and study that
produced the Flow Evazluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislaton creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Don (Cranpal
Address: ’17. O . E@x ﬁ 3‘5

Ciisweizi. hotus CR. 4565

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY0092-168.D0C g D3-66

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

fflcial Public Comment 3
Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Members:

[ support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
i from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
] produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Postcards from Happy Newhall, Dennis Irwin, and Emmett J. Murphy

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river 123-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 124-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosysmem.

Thank You, .
Name: :"/l’./ ﬂ‘ﬂ-‘- (..4

Addrass:

City/State/Zip: 9?6’?/7
Official Public Comment ' z 4

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 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recomnmendations were limited by
an assemplion 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 Preferred Altemative does net go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu, . - '.’
Name: rIDG‘\"Ng-g E’f\’W. f\'/
Address: V2 b (Tol o Aw
City/StateZip: {Jﬁ("& RLTDI} CA - CH?UG

125-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment
Dear EFS/EIR Team Members:

T suppart 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
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 Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem.

Thank You,

Name: £—;'7’ME 7T v/, YU PP Y
Address: Ziby wAZY LR
CityiState/Zip: WorDe v/ A Fof O ez

e
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T Mmi,z::a;pumc Comment ' z b Postcards from Cdr. F.C. Taylor, Carl Rubens, and William S. Lindsly

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natral water flow

from the Frinity River Basin. While I support the science 2nd seudy that 126-1 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. . . . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 127-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watsr

tor the CWP. Therelors, the Preferred Alternative does aot go far enough 1o 128-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
actueve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Cdr F.C. Taylar, USN [Ret}
Address: 815 Slivergate Ave,
City/State/Zip: San Diege, CA 82106

Official Pubiic 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 1 support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repart. the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion shout the amount of water that could be avaiisble for the rver,
Legtslation creating the Trinity River Bivision, and addiional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
ta the C¥P. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeou,
Name: CARY, FROEENE
Address: s Gk ST

CitwiState’Zip 52w ¥ vmep peon 4 1T
7

Official Public Comment / 28
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 1 support the seience and stuc}y that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited py
an assumption about the amount of water that could be a\_'allable for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and adlemnal lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nor go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Address: 2 35 Ceopes Lon,
CiyStateZio: S o be, (B

G LT
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Offcial Public Canment Izv Postcards from Jack Ferguson, Kevin Wolf, and Charlotte Parker

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow _ . . P .
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppott the science and study that 129-1 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, 130-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 131-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CWP, Therefre, the Preferred Alwernative does not go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: e ML ‘:HZL::t.‘uf;cyd
Address: S232 SaThes e

City/State/Zip: SHe5TA S oA <A TRCS0

Official Public Commient / o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 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 Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an 4ssumption about the amount of water that conld he available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandsted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name; KEU”’\' (JUOJ[
Address: ?’Euff A S+

City'State/Zips /A

Qfficiat Pnblic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the namwral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reeommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer thar could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislution
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, X

Name: C:'féf//?/’% /é/'éfl -
Address; v g f/{—.,:g?:
City/State/Zip: e, s 4 75¢/é
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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 I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

" Legisfation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionz] legislation

; clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity 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: @D EQR_T ﬂ' @f@,ﬂ?‘
Address: .,/3 G S- / sl S’?_

CityfStare/Zip LIt ir s srrente  CHRTEOE

fficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ;

I support & diversion of ne maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem,

Thank You,

Name:

ClyiStateiZip  hoszrcrorden(£.9605 3

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimty Raver Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations wers limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additionsl legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
io the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,
o MName e{—&-iargaa ? RL\MZ\'

RDD/TRINITY0092-168.D00C

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

Mo Bl [T N eiioAy )

Postcards from Robert A. Knight, Lurline Webster, and Thomas P. Raney

132-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
133-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
134-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Pubtic Comment Postcards from William J. Zahary, Wade Adams, and John Drew
Dear ENS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 135-1
from the Trinity River Basine While T support the scienoe and study thar -
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . i .
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 136-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water - s 5 “13 o ”
to the CWP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to 1371 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Name: M&M&n“a
Address: Lf 22X Ccu)t‘ {1 -R(\!@ .

City/State/Zip: M 1

. ) . Official Pub;’; 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 I suppont 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.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doees not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystom.

Thank Yoo,

MName: ,(' /fr ! é //;/aw ks
Address: SEE A mé/ 5
City'StateiZip: _ 5t S e Iees

Gfficial Public Comment 3
Dear EES/ETR Team Members:

1 suppart 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppott the science and study that
preduced 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 legislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dees not go far enough w
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the scosystem.

Thank You, 5

MName: L c‘(-u-_ @ ‘(\e“-—\’

Address: ‘;t?o }gu}o- LY e @\&
City/State/Zip: z -&—g LMAJA (LA IR
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Officiai Public Comment , .’ Postcards from Richard Vaviato, John D. Williamson, and Daniel N. Ward
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no maore that 30 pecceat of the natural water flow 138-1
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. . ‘o s
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 139-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water 140-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative dogy not go far enough te
achieve a legally mandated restgration ofkhfcos 1,

Thank Yo, /7/(/
Name; 5//4 ,/4
Address: £y Zx ;

City/State/Zip:

Officiel Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water figw
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 river,
Legisiation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif: prierity over the diversion of any water
ta the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restwration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
ane: J;HH D [:J\{l‘lf_;‘-\ﬂﬁm
Address: Box 4%

City/State/Zip: Weave ey ILL 5 (A o3

Official Public Comment , 4
Dear ETS/ETR 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 Repert, the recommendarions were Timited by
an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Toimly fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermanve does not go far crough ta

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ﬂt. !'l"a '{'LQ-

Name: }%J adﬁnf w:hﬂi. c, EL';

Address: 2FF- S Sheed ast cuffec =
Lene £t

City/StatesZip: @nHmlJ cA Tl

L
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Mombers: 1T Postcards from Melissa Miller, Steve Shaffer, and Susan Green

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

from the Triniey River Basin, While I support the science and study that 141-1
1 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 ¢reating the Trondty River Division, and additional legislation 142-1 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 cnough to 143-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: mmhssa Malioyr

Address: 3R % Bew ASTES
City/State/Zip: e Edﬂm‘-\.ﬁ o, CA 92N

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fiom the Trinity River Basin. While ] support the science and study 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 lepislation
clearty 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: g'{_e'“‘"‘ —C\Lq‘rlg.&('
Addrass: e *
City/State/Zip: Viouar \m ) c—'Y'\(

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

(fficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namural 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 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 aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Allemnative does ot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
MName: Susan GDEE:“J
Address; SHE ALAEACD =T

City/State/Zip:  _SAv Fram, s CaSG 1

é/\l N :l
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. Official Public Comment 4
: Dear EIS/EIR Teaiz Members:

1 support & 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 re¢commendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therafors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster.

Thank You,
Name: e orsen
Address: Sug ALVAERLO ST.

City/Staww/Zip:  SAn mEanCITCD G/ 994G

Official Public Commert I 6’
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the namral water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumpticn about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation créating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prinriry 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, . /
Narme: TEIAT Lol % _a.—’
P 4 :
Address: /7 : /
City/State/Zip:
ity/StatefZip o

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart 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 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additignal 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
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, N - -
Name; ,{/é){fh f )61%:55060
Address: (505 Coergja K-

A k¥
City/State/Zip: AL 200 A 24555

RDD/TRINITY0092-168.D00C

Postcards from Dave Green, Sheila Gropper Neslon, and
Charles L. Baracco

144-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
145-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
146-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _l
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g 1w i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' ' 7

L support a Siversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow Postcards from Andre’ M. Puyans, Karla Meixner-Pitts, and Peter Morgan

from the Trinity River Basin. While I 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 legislation 147-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to 148-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . 149-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name: Aot 7, /ééf/M

Address: bz Lbemec 22, T
CityiState/Zip: W@g

) Offtcial Pubiic Comment l
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support & 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 assumpticn about 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 aver the diversion of any water
ta the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Akemnative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip: 2_' l

Official Public Camment I
Desr EIS/ETR Team Members:

[ suppott a diversion of ne more that 39 percant of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t¢ the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, O
Name: / @Ep / %ﬁﬁx//i
Address: b /Qa,;/’:j: JC

CitiState'zip: A Elingin/ A /2 Frosd e
7
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UfIcia FRANC CORMERE I 7 U
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow Postcards from Gloria Chen, James D. Thatcher, and Larry Drew

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppost the science and stucily Ithat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommenciauon% were limited b\.
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

. . “" : : ”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionz| logislation 150-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildfife priority over the diversion of any water ) . s o,
to the CVE. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enough to 151-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.
Thank You 152-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Narme:
Address:

City/State/Zip:

Oﬁ?ciai')"ngiic‘ Comment .
- Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: i .

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trimty River Basin. While'L support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoxﬁ%felgcommendmons were Iimired by
8N assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Tnnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife prority 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 ecosystam.

Thank You,
Name: L/F;EMFJ ‘8- (B BTCH =7
% Address: (97X L3 s a7l Bewn),

CiyStateiZip:  Los Garrps, (2 G5077

*

Qfficial 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 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the ameunt 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 CYP. Therefors, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough o
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, S
Name: LOIJ“ Ny e .
—
Address: LB\Jk gﬂcs-_u.;\.k\. 1m.
[
Ciry/State/Zip: Th gon (A U9 2g

) N ° s
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Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Pubiic Comment ,5'-3 Postcards from O.W. Burton, Beth Ahels, and W.J. Waksvik

[ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water fiow : : uR; fa
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 153-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amoudt of water thar could be available for the river. 154-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water 155-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Préferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name; d é(/ Bﬂ /Z?é’(/ -
Address: 'A7"/ g MM fgf; g A

Ciry/State/Zip: £
T 7

Official Public Comment
" Dear FIS/EIR Team Bembers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the siver.
Legiskation 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 dacs nol go far enough to
achneve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: _-Re 7% 44‘7’{5
Address: 76‘ [4 'L'l/."l P «O_

CityStaterzip: __ flrtatn (B G521

Official Pablic Comntent ’
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity 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 legislation
glearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far encugh 1o
achieve & legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - .
Name: W‘Zﬁé‘d
Address: _‘j/”)ﬁ Bl S50 o¥ _ Y
City/State/Zip: ,»441'1‘ /%ﬂn)—/ pA gez/5 - 4707

) N ° s
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omes puoic Conment. QY 6 Postcards from Karen Knight, Royal Miller, Jr., and Robyn Hidas

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 I support the science and study that 156-1 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. 157-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
! Lepislation creating the Trnity VRiver Division, and addipional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prienty over the diversion of any water 158-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
MName: -{J’@l’f:h{ sd\ir (Zatd
Address: s Flleda Lt ions E/.-“/ﬁj

CityfState/Zip: ST B GSER0

Official Public Comment
- Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram 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 tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fsh and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally randared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name, . Royal Milter, jr,

’ 240 Eslgtes Drlv: %2 -
Address: _ Chlen, CA 95925 _
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert 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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tomity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierty 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 ecosysiem.

Thank You, N

Name: !ec}b!jﬂ /‘7&’&{4 s

Address: 33? 0 mﬂﬁﬁwﬂﬂ D)/
City/State/Zip: _SAA P [Rosa, L7 G 0

) N ° s
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N A T | Postcards from R.L. Wescoatt, Ted Sullivan, and Carl B. Franzen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 159-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 160-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addit[onall tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watet . . s .,
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daes not go far encugh to 161-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢vosystem.

Thank You, -

Name: /%/eum

. L. Wescoatt
Address: 1196 Mm%"s%az .;va
o o jco, CA.
City/State/Zip: Ehice —_—

tficial Public Comment 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppore a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced 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 Trnity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem. =

Thank You,
Name: _Zl_‘_f) SULid Yodr
Address: (Lo E5ltfre DRde

CiryiState/Zip: Ohrns did GSTo8

-

Official Public Comment b /
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the atmount 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
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, m,/’y:;:_.‘._____,—d'-——
Name: CF?JQL. I FRA N ZER
Address: 179 ARBoLape DA

City/StateZips _MAeniT CRegi, Ca G949F

) N ° s
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Ogfcial Public Comment / bz Postcards from Ron Rose, Sandra Oseguera, and Jannifer Lee

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 162-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that

oduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited b, . . . .
prou F v 163-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water 164-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CYP. Therafors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You,

Name: (m feﬂﬂ:—-
Address: c’? / q Gl Ctaj{’ :,-i(‘mc

CiyiSteZio: (U alnact Caccl CA

CAITE

Gfficial Public Comment t "
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amcunt of water that could be available for the river.,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlafe prionity 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 ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name: \f

Address: Ll o T S(7\4
City/State/Zip: ﬁﬁ,@zﬂ/)’b&// /{ & ?6‘(@5?

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river,
Leg|slaugn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation '
clearly gives Trinity fisk and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve 4 legatly mandated restoration of the Crosystem. ¢

Thank Yaou
! B e
Wame: Sl E i_df:é,)

Address: g‘é&‘f) CA’f?{‘_‘ T f f;?gf P i

ChyiS/Zio: Witnlicr CREGH [T} s gL

é/\l N ;l
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— _ . Letter from Brandin Splitcane Fishing Rods Dated November 11, 1999
/ﬁ

i)

165-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
BRANDIN SPLITCANE FISHING RODS

10234 San Fable Ave,, El Cerrite, CA 9453 Phone 3100 527-4486 Fax 310 525-7807

Official Public Comment ' b {

EIS/EIR Team Member

Mr. Joe Polos

United States Fish & wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Room 209

Arcata, CA 93521

Nov. 17, 1999
Dear EIS/EIR Team Member,

The original action of diverting water from the Trinity
watershed to the central valley was supposed to not be detrimental
to Trinity River fish and wildlife resources. Such has clearly not
been the case as is summarized in the Envircnmental Impact
Statement/Report Executive Summary. Iapplaud the recognition
that something must be done to rectify this wrong, butIam
concerned that the Trinity fish and wildlife are not given priority
over CVP diversion, I feel that fish and wildlife must be given 165-1
priority and urge vou to allow the diversinn.of no more than 30% of
the flow from the Trinity River Basin.

The restoration of fisheries in California is also very much an
economic necessity, for sport and commercial fishing. You see by my
letterhead that [ owe my livelihood to sport fishing. I look forward
to a better future for fisheries in the Trinity River in the future. [
caught my first steelhead on the upper Trinity and now hope 1o catch
many more! Thank you for your attention,

Sincerely,
2 I
Per Brandin

V ~ \:)’l D3-81
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S Letter from Department of Transportation Dated November 8, 1999

ATATE OF CAUFORMIA —AUSINESS,_TRANSPORTATIQNAND HouSma aceteyY

DEPARTMENT QF TRANSPORTATION
P.0. BOX 498073
REDOING, CA 96048-8073
PHONE {530 225-3236
. FAX {53p) 275.3271

166-1 Channel rehabilitation sites noted by the commentor would be
subject to site-specific environmental review. The California
Department of Transportation would be notified during these
review processes. Additionally, the California Department of
Transportation would be notified prior to restoration actions that

Past-it* Fax Note

IGR/CECQA Review

TRI-Var-Var : ORI )
Trinfty River Mainstem Fishery may affect roads under Department jurisdiction, and bridge

R b i ) . .

Draft FIRFELS modifications that may be necessary to 1rpplement flow schedules
SCH #94123609 under the Maximum Flow, Flow Evaluation, or Percent Inflow

o 1682 Alternatives. Please see thematic response titled “Description of the

‘ b b Proposed Action/Segmenting.”
Mr. Tom Stokely

Trinity County Pianning Department
PO, Box 155
Hayfork, CA 960410158

Dear Mr. Stokey:

Caltrans District 2 has completed review of the Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration
Ernvironmental Impact Statemert/Report submitted on behalf of the U.S. Fish and Wildlifa
Service, LS. Bursau of Reclamation, Hoopa Valley Tribe and Trinity County, for the restaration
of the natural production of anadromous fish an the Trinity River mainstem of Lewistan Dam
through managed flows combine with mechanical rehabilitation projects,

Based on the project information submitted, approvat of this action could impact facilities undar

aur jurisdiction. The project identifies various potential chennel rehabilitation sites near State

Route 295 and State Route 3 in Trinity County. Becauss stream modifications in these areas 166-1
could impact Calirzns bridge structures, we request notification of any channe! rehabilitation or

alteration 1 mile upstream or downslream of our facilitios.

Thank you for providing us the oppertunity to review this project. If yau have any queslions, or
# the scope of this project changes, please call me at {530) 225-3369.

Sincerely,

ANDREA REDAMONTI
Local Development Review
Bistrict 2

V 7 Ko \:)’l D3-82
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Letter from Ted Trichilo Dated November 14, 1999

167-1 Regarding the adequacy of the Preferred Alternative, please see
thematic response titled “No Action Alternative/Existing
Conditions Scenario and Range of Alternatives.”

Fovambar 1%, 1999

znd ¥1ldlife Zervice
Street, Ac-v 200
Are=zta, Jalifgorniz G5521
Jear Mr, Polos ard EIS/IIR Team Mambersa

I fe2l that Trinify Riv ish 2nd wildlife
erould- be zis LorLty over ths diversizn of zay
water o

It's ne recognize the
rights of other livinag tihinzs
that Lry tnis planzt with us.

The Preferrad Altgrnstive is not 2ds2quzte for :} 167-1

=aiz purvose,

. ) +
Sinceraly yours,
t ekl
Ted Trichilo
0. Zox 462
Tortuna, California
F55RG

" ' I
QS‘\’} éﬁy A~
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Letter from Hope Jauna

168-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Mr. Toe Polos .
U.5. Fish & Wildlife Service

1125 16" Street, Room 209

Arcata, CA 95521

Diear Mr. Polos,

T arn writing you today to express my concern ¢ver the Draft Trinity River
Restoration Envirormental Impact Statement. 1n order to restore the Trinity River and its
entire ecosystem, I urge you to adopt a management system that returns at least 70%
of the flow for the Trinity River. Science has demonstrated that a river needs at least 168-1
70% of its flow to maintain a healthy fishery.

The Trimiry River Act of 1955 states that it i3 essential that fish and wikdlife not
face extinction. Unfortunately, extinction is exactly what is happening for fish -
populations of the Trinity River, where ccho salman are Hsted as an endangered spacies
and steelhead are a candidate for listing. Overall, fish populations have declined by $0%
since the Trinity River Act was enacted into law in 1955. Further misguided management
of the Trinity River ecosystem should be avoided. Restoration of the Trinity River is
mandated through the Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildlife Management Act of 1984,

In addition, as a result of excessive water diversion, two American Indian tribes, the
Hoopa Valley and Yuro, have been denjed water rights to the Triniry River. The time is
now 1o respect past laws and restore the Trinity River to at least 70% of its flow capacity.

I urge you to make restoration a top priority for the entire Trinity River
ecosystem. Only when the Trinity River is restored, will the commercial and sport

fishing, vafting, and fourism economies of Northern California rebound. Thank you
for your time and consideration in this matter, ®

—_—
Sincerely, ;
[ S W WY

Do, ey 5%

Comp Maddi, Lo gpi0
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