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

Postcards from Paula Mushrush and John Triska

169-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

170-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of ne 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 Report. the recommendations were limited by
2n assumption about the amount of water 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 warer
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrsd Alizmative daoes not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You, R
N Rt Mlckeust
Address: 2444 Iﬂ&."ﬂl Street

City/Staw/Zip: _Furaite LA 95503
7

OQfficial Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Meinbers: |

I support a diversion of no mors 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 waer 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 does not go fur enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Nams: ’),OH’\J /!/ﬁ i LA

Address: LY b Old Ariads Eord
City/State/Zip: Ea ':\J;.' Ae M “H—:.f'?/‘f

i
i
i
i
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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:

'1 ' Postcards from Robert Brockman, Sue Ghilotti, and Mary Walton-Simons

. : “ : : ”
[ support = diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 171-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and siudy that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by 172-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption abourt the amoune of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal lzgislation 173-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefermed Aliernative does ot go far engugh to

achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You,

Name: A BERET BRa RN

Address: 36 C.#ACLE /V:ng/)‘?
City/State/Zip: AN CHD M RBIFE A 72,27&

Official Public Comment 1 L
Dear EIS/ETR Team Menhers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives TMMMT_F‘&‘EFEMLMWF
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preterred Alternarive does not go far enough to

athieve & [egally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, Ty . )

Name: 6’&.@ *:"VLJ“-J(:)H’L

Address: n GP(E"X §C=R

Gityrserzip: LOLEAX Ca G5 7 2

Official Pablic Comment l 1 3
Dear EIS/ETR 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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the srnount 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. Therefure, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lagally mandated restoration of the ecusystem.

Thank You,
Name: T’\mm Walfm - S-‘mrf‘rrs
Address: 23 Nwﬂl‘.k Lorcde

City/State/Zip: S&M_‘__Ci‘j_.‘;fj ] MysS— —

é/\l N ;l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offciat Putise Comment ' "? Postcards from Linda L. Peak, Jay Lippman, and Wayne Alan Rush

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 ort a diversion of no more that 34 percent of the natural water flow . . led ”Fisheries."
f:;‘:ﬂhe Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 174-1 Please see thematic responses tit

roduced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were limited by . . P A ”
E.n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 175-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addltionall legislation . up: faa
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 176-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,

Mame: . G lc‘
Address: —P [ % e 64T
City/State/Zin: avie b i Pre

3

!
' Official Public Comment ' ' q
) Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptlion about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
H Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
i clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
i to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not #o far enough to
‘1 achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyslem.

i Thank You, \J"" .
; s L =, -
Ty Name: ""\ /\?Wﬂxd

Address: é’ i{n FK’%.U\,‘-[’L; CT
City/State/Zip: o0 G s CA 9% {7

Official Publie Comiment .
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 scienice and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enpugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: (ﬁ’us@ &ﬂ%g& /4‘{44/\/ ?LIS H )
Address: IEh_JINCALA LOAY I

City/State/Zip:  AQBURA (A F5cosx J

é/\l a8 :l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

- I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 177-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
trom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluatien Report, the recommendations were limited by 178-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amoumt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation

i clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 179-1
1 to the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough o

achieve a legaliy mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You,
Name: oh H’ - -Q"Mos.s

Address: §3 Mefiide Covfe
City/State/Zip: Saccatngun o CA q5%37,

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the fatural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that

produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recornmendations were [imited by
an_assumptio ut the amount of water that could be gvatlabie for the river.

Riw dgjon. and additional iegisiation

Officiat Public Comment l‘? 7 Postcards from John H. Simons, Dan Buckley, and Colleen Whalen

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

! . Therefore, the Prefenred Alternative does not go Tar enough o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: by BUCKLEY

Address: Zo4Ysy l..;g&; BURY M.
City/State/Zip: GRASS VALLEY L CA . 35945

25 PusLic TrusT ReQuiegs ramT SALmow & STEELHew
8E RESTORED T4 THE Thres X PEOPLE OF

|
: Official Public Comment / 7 ?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membhers:

T support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the nawral 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 CVE. Thetefore, the Prefemed Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i : Q S g ﬂ

Name: :

Address: D\c:)[cf ;/‘ i %’ %
RN EsEl

City/Srate/Z ip: o
U\

é/\l ) :A,
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiat Public Comment / 0 Postcards from Dan Bacher, Allen Bonslett, and Richard Cottrell

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3@ percent of the natural water flow 180-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the scicnce and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were {imited by 181-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assurnption about the ameuit 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 182-1
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh w

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

— “ r
Thank You, @H_C“ié VS
Name: BN Bua (e (L
Address; A0V A ATuotady &Y

City/State/Zipr S, & ¢ A B TG, WALG G g2y

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

fficial Public Compient
Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly grves Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
e the CWP, Therefore, the Proferred Alternarive docs not go far enpugh ta
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiam.

Thank You,
Narne: A o LUt i S T
Address: O (O aTs e [,
CityState'Zips (o do v, Coa . RG22
r
. Official Public Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
_ 1 support a fiiversion of no more that 30 percent of the natiral water flow
i from the Trinity River Basgin, While | support the science and study that
: produced tl?e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
- Legnslahpn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
i clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prictity over the diversion of anv water
| to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
: achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.
? Thank You,
i i
Name: R 1eHARD  Copgfece,
; Address: (5 opic: [Liﬁzzﬂg ,@6
i
i City/State/Zip: @E@ e rCh m—?m
i
|
-
<\ ) :l
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment , 8 3 Postcards from Zack Hansen, Frank Brown, and Thad Glass

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the ramral water flow 183-1 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 184-1 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 185-1 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 restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, JLLM

Name: 'ZAO< - ’_‘ Gv\_f
Address: ZS’X / KO 74

Ciysweizipy Sosa/ily Ob— Gk

’ ) Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no tnore 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 Toinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nor go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Jhank You,
Name: ﬁ’%t/k &auh\./
Address: 7214 36‘/141-/6-}.—"72. Lwt o /(C/

Ciry/State/Zip; /‘/ﬁ’fe’—?&‘/}/ A TS0 g

Offfcial 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 I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by
an assempticn about the amount of water that could be available far the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional 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 man ‘ﬁres oration of the ecosystem.
Thank You
—

Name: G, (.-A& =
Address: mss—\fou Dats Of, w700 P
City/State/Zip: SAx) LACAT CA FH503

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

b CGcal Pabic omment / 8 6 Postcards from Ray Hanson, Rudolph DeMay, and John Sterling
! Dcar ElSJ’EIR Tcxm Mr.mﬁ“en - -

] 1 support & dl\ersu)n of no mare that 30 ]:E'rcem of the natural water flow 186-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

El I 1 - 1 ! . . . .

1 preduced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3 “ 7

1 an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 187-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversicn of any water 188-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Altemarive does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You,
: Raw SHanden

e bt

Name: :
Address: + 5480
City/Seate/Zip: m%96787 /

. Official Public Comment / ?
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

1 suppott a diversion of ne more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Repori, the recornmendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish angd wildhife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altzrnative do=s not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: dal, .
Address: 7 Dtg Kes l//lfrz_) Crma e

City/State/Zip: Geeenh rae (CA. G4 F0%

Official Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nairal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whils [ 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 availabte for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional fegislation
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not zo far enough to
achieve a icgally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: \5?%?\5 §TL~'7Z(JJUC:‘—

Address: iYz2d CoAdpen) <z #’?
310

City/State/Zip: oA ?ﬁ%g& 4

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

ociat Patlic Comment / 8 Postcards from Kevin L. McCoy, Evelyn Ward, and John R. Ward

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

clearly gives Tonity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

. : “" : : ”
1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 189-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
] from the Trinity. River Basin. Whils I support the science and study that . . P o
i produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wete limited by 190-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1 an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
1! Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionzt legistation 191-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
i

Thank You,
Name: !(Etﬁmk LoECey
Address: 2440 C vPRess B

City/StareiZip: L LS }Ep\. G HIO

Official Public Comment , 9 o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

E support 2 diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whils | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amoent of water that could bz available for the tiver.
Legislanion cecating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricricy 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 Yeou,
. Name: EUdJIuh JU'.;{??/‘
Address: foﬂ )%’K @'7

City/State/Zip: _ Lée/stm  CF Fposn

Qffficial Public Comment /
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

U support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I suppert 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 avajlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversien of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: ‘dé’[m /éj AJ:(K!/
Address: FJ’ ;,Q,m &37
Citv/State/Zip: L, ‘5‘7%,1 L CF Fresx
) N ;l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Conment ?z- Postcards from Melodee Sewell, Stewart A. McNeilly,
Dear EIS/EER Team Members: and Richard L. Wi"iams

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and stady that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 192-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
j Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 193-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

i clearly gives Trinity fish end wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . <‘ A

Name: Hl'?_jjh r‘li" 00 UJJJ'QJJUV
Address: “—LQ< 1.\ At AT § L :?3
City/State/Zip: MLK L ¥ 4 ity ,-C‘{:\‘ (JI:.:;;' lq

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repuort, the recommendations were limited by
an assumapiion 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
0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: < mgz é (H; A[Ef/é/

- .
Address: S F T e iy [

City/State/Zip: E’ﬁﬁ ;'ii;z' ¢ 'ﬁ Zé::ﬂ/

‘ Y .

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppaort a fii_version of no maore that 39 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 assumptien about the ameunt 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 eno:ugh e
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You, T -

Name: -{?C,g't[-.f A ,Z . /{/ //’6’%‘7} -
Address: 3/)/3;’ /’i{,l:\//-a f/'r/:‘"// /('0("
City/State/Zip: Affor‘.lﬁc_/ k/:ﬂ’& (/ﬁf

194-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Oyffciat Public Comment Postcards from Hilary Crawford, Nancy Harris Dalwin,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Patricia Pensico

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 _ . . u; P
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 195-1 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, 2nd additional fegistation 196-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warter

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to 197-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yo,

Name: Hiealy R0

Address: (T3 04K Apniat 2R

City/State/Zip: ,@g@% o Cfiiz;?a

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/ELIR Team Members:

I 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 swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited ?Jy
an assumption abaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diverston of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Prefered Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated reslorzftion of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu, ’

Name: MH&&&@@LJ: a
Address: &QMM

City/State/Zip: &_.,‘-\_ [ -ucist;.: C!e_ c?"///"?/

! ¥fficial Public Comrment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ng 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 amownt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creatimg the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . A
Name: 7/2"771{ Al fmﬂg/‘f@
Address: 287 ez B
Ciy/SuteZip: /ALl i S (i ?_S‘—H[? o

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

. Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

/ 9 Postcards from Georgia Stewart, Bob Morris, and Mark Schmid

. 198-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no morz that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that . . “ps s
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 199-1 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 additionat lzgislation 200-1 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 encugh 1o

achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, éﬁ ﬁJ L)[gap y )}%{

Name:

Address: ﬁﬁ cﬁé?//?//’/fféfﬂ&
City/State/Zip: f(/ﬂ’]{(ffmﬁ i ?‘(@%

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 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 Evaluaticon Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be z_xv_-anlable f_cr tl_1e river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addn_ttonaﬁ legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversien of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Bos HarxsS_

Address: Po. Bex (32

CitylStae/Zip: W P ERVIGE, £4 -
G693

Official Pablic Comnient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a |I:lilvcxsion of no maore 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 liggited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Leglslatu_:m crcating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
elearly gives Trinity fizh 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,
Mame:

SeaR M. e D
Address: 221429 Yo banlcs P
whilide €A asyae

Ciry/State/Zip:

) N ° s
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Postcards from Richard Stewart, Bob Webster, and Stephen Arelt

Official Public Camment ol
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

versi 201-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ 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 . . P -
produced the Flow Evaluation: Report, the recommendations were limitzd by 202-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . 3 i .
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional ligislation 203-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlift: 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 ecosystam,

Thank You, e .
R

Name:

Address: 35"5/?9 e c?/ﬁ/k%é”/’/{/
CiylSueizip:  JLHAEECEDY (4 G

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percem of the natral water flow
frotn the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommzndations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly grives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu,

Nams: aﬁf é-./gffffﬁﬂ
Address: P Heoy (744
City/State/Zip: (-J EAVEAY Lt €A

F4043

Official Public Comment s
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tonity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the erosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: S-TffHﬁJ MEL—C’—
Addrass: el f"]lfd\]GI) Hlu._ E@Vﬁ‘o
City/State/Zip: <DJ\.‘IOM G, 95474

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-96
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment zM Postcards from Alfred Willmann, Al Latour, and Kirk Latour

L suppert a diversion of no mare that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow 204-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While 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, 205-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and addi_ttona_l legislation ) ) ) o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 206-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,
Name: & 1£|,g g.cﬂ !Q ) i h M iy
Address: P 0L Rew QL7

City/State/Zip _Derwns p;otlra.ell. CA TY =

Official Public Comment o s
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ;4:._. \’-/«fﬁl_ra’v/(‘_
Address: ErNig /"’70 AITERS Y \L

Ciry/State/Zip: Sa~ /eres G
Fhlrs

Official Public Comment )
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

1 support 3 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 ameunt of water that cauld 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 waier
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: MM 4] FatA
Address: 1720 Lzt Aye pra
City/Stare/Zip: s @-a C@ey m—
?ono
R ~ ;l
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e = e e =
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ‘o *

I support a daversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppost the scicnce 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 Trinity fish and wildlife prierity ever 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/Zig: @ﬂm@_@ Qf//rgy

' K (e T
o o MG w—?—'?g:: h
> Qfffeial Public Comntonts 3 2
> st
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: e

R

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the scienee 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 crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trniry fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh te
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: MicdieL- ELLERY
Address: Y Garmlv | wine

City/State/Zip: Phragicg pa  Geody

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 I support the science and study thal
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 2nd 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 1o
achieve g legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: h‘l\f p\l V\hl-..usﬁﬂ‘

Address: IQ%’ GJ\&‘N v

City/State/Zip: S T A 6 A9z

RDD/TRINITY0169-264.00C

Postcards from Mary Jo Gauer, Michael Ellery, and lan R. Wilson

207-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
208-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
209-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w < N _l
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Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

Offcial Pubtic Conment z ' O Postcards from Derek Latour, Ellen Latour, and Kathy Lowrey

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 210-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the sciencs and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

. . up P
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 211-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . Peer PR
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority over the divession of sny water 212-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far encugh to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: Q‘é“/‘—férﬂ/‘-
Address: /2 ﬁt..r EAr 14:/4_
CinvSwe/Zip: _Afayuisad €A

Fedsos

Qfficial Public Comment l
Dear EIS/EER 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
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, end additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yeu,

Name: &. (IR »A?’M
Address: B2 e ro 7 €2tn Jr
CityiState’Zip: ~Jaa Ao 7ey A

T g

Official Public Comment | L
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of ti?e natural watet flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study lthat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and adleaona_L legistation "
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrsd Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yoo, ‘n&
Nams: Ha'
Address:

City/State/Zip: N L

<~ N, ° :
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Official Public Comment ' 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whils T supporr the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the secommendations 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 legislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife pdenty over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Jm 3%9@Lﬁ'%fi\]ﬁ . p
Address: 2503 Fubger 9’

CityiSwte/Zip: _ S PRABM /803 AR 412D

3
'

Cfficiat Public Comment 4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legishation
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 legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name: —ﬁﬂd@m
Address: _mmw?_
%Mmr CAM43

City/Seate/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY0169-264.00C

Postcards from J.M. Stubblebine, M.D., and Jeff and Jackie Madison

213-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

214-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

K.N N v
V - ‘\--J’l D3-100
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Postcards from S. R. Klein and Linda Kosciolec

215-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

216-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

C - Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert 2 diversion of no more that 30 perecnt of the ratural water 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 water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of BILY Water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the, COSySIEm.

Thank You,

Name:

Address: /’55}0 K %{;"{&iﬂjﬁf E g.
City/State/Zip: ’//)’{ f‘t Peatild P (}4

apry

Officigf Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppott the seisnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitsd by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be availabte for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enongh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ;-fﬂdm. = S fek
Address: 2SN ey Jﬂ/.-? e
City/State/Zip: s tate Ta i (4 ey

) v =)
S D3-101
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Official Public Comment z' 7 Postcards from Jim Ferguson, Neil Miller, and Bill and Caryl Dickens

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. : “" : : ”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 217-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

inity Riv i ‘hile T support the science and study that . . . o
;ﬁrgui%zgén;;{oiI‘ﬁ?aﬁii;zﬁ I\?cglcﬁfl,lthepfecommendaticns were Jimited }ay 218-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . - o
Legislation creating the Teinity River Di_vis_:on, and add1‘nona'l legislation 219-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWFE, Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough io
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem,

Thank You,
Name: I A L5 0 D

Address: /‘D-G oy AL
City/State/Zip: 80 £ Aratl 274000 P eSS

Official Public Comment l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alteruative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - _

Name: Puﬂ' : Ni,u.. MLLL@L
Address: iZ12 T’#r&-&o =
CityStateiZip: A% ¢4 930}

Qfficial Public Commens
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 limired by
&n assumplion 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 pdarity over the diversion of any wawr
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achigve 2 legally mandated restoration of the scasystem,

Thank Yeu,

Namme: Lic < C;«Z&,{ L A eas
Address: 71 N 2o &0
City/State/Zip: ﬁ; Li=tTer. . C;}\ ‘:1‘2)0;?3

v -y D3-102
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Postcards from Brian Hill, Bob Struve, and Steve Harding

Qfficial Public Commaent o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

- ic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 220-1 Please see themati p

from the Trmity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . e « n
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 221-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation 222-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildfife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough
achleve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,

Narne: Vgﬁ-a A LLL Li

Address: 260 Zio ses e
CitySute/zip: __Shr.iiky, @A 9370

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

[ support a diversion of no more 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 zould be availabie 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
to the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a Tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: %ﬂ) 57:3-0\!"[_

Address; 813 BI0Fcen Dy,
City/State/Zip: Shv e, (4 Do

Official Public Coniment z L
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
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 fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You,

Name: STENL gt

Addresss 0P _smmusnesad Ao
City/State/Zip Ho Lotucs FoFeress £f So /50

<~ v 2\

e D3-103
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Postcards from Joe Ferguson, Rick Moresco, and Rod Reynolds

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. 223-1 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 seience and study that . . up P
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 224-1 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 legislation 225-1 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

achugve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Natne: = /:.Z;wféuj OA./
Address: VO LA omre s i DB

City/Stale/Zip. _RETITrects ciazere P 003

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

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 for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priovity 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: X)/C w e dss € O
Address: Y IG P eSS

City/State/Zip; _SOL LA Sav B & ogecr™ 7 53

Officiat Public Camment {
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
prodeced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
&n 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 Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: et BEronlns
Address: fo Box 37

City/State/Zip: Lo ST L FEOT 3

<~ v =\

T b D3-104
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Qfficial Public Comurent z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members; z

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Ewaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the nver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tunity fish and wildlife pdority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: =ebar¥ Marep
Address: fo,go‘fi 1377
Citw/State/Zip: LEuwrsten th FoT >

Official Public Comment z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memtbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Bvuluation Repore, the recommendations were limited by
an asswmption 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 pricrity over the diversion of any waler
1o the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

3 Thank You,

Name: /}f /L&Wwﬂ;) %/C/Ld/
Address: "7@%' ff';?.c'u'?u; \{M

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Camment
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 science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited 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 wildife priority over 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, v .
Name: ) wA C/ (Z—zéjduvt/
Address: ;5(?)( LS_Zjé' =

City/Srate/Zip: ,/j‘.’,’,|mu /) A fﬁf‘&?‘.}/

RDD/TRINITY0169-264.00C

Postcards from Robert Hagen, Melinda Myers, and Linda C. Anderson

226-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
227-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
228-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

< Ve
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Postcards from Clayton Anderson, Mary P. Condry, and Jean A. Seput

Qfficial Public Comment z
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 seicnce and study that - . . e ies.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by 230-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) ) ) .
Legislation creating the Trintty River Division, and additional legislation 231-1 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 dues not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

et oL aNTol) AreRsel
Address: A ﬂ} v \f{}/{,“;}q .f;':‘j T
Ciysmerzipn _ CARMEL (A 7390/

229-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

J I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water {low

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.
Legislaticn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clealy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
b 0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

) ~
Name; 1 !ﬁg ‘ f g coath & ]
Address: Q. Per V ‘

CityStateizipr CARM=r OB 3% 0

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 Busin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatiens were Jlimited by
an assumption about the amount of watgr that could be avajlable far 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 te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: 0 oo C:? s 3

Address: {2 o Zﬁgﬂ .

City/State/Zip: @&M'_fe. 7EIIF

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-106
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Postcards from Manuel M. Gutierrez, C. William Kahiman,
Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: $3L and Nora Kuhlman

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 stu(_ly _1hat 232-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 233-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Tomity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water . . . . .,
10 the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o 234-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Dhopk s 3 = 7
Address: /2 f"?ﬂéﬁgﬁ Al ST

City/State/Zip:  Sasfrn CpUZ, 00, B58)

Official Public Comnsent 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 Evaluation Repaort, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould 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
tw the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doas not go far enough to
achigve & logally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You,
Name: ottt n e Kol mea
Address: ES|  OAWERND JE ZE

CitviState/Zip:  (ARMEND, £ sy

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
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations weee limited by
an asswinption 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 wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Aliernative does not go Bar enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: v Kegirhsse,
Address: 4 /l/e"ﬂ{/é Sotae

City'State/Zip:  _ Sopem /’W}EO( o FEyoy
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Public Comment 2 5 S Postcards from Rebecca J. Blair, Carl W. Kuhiman, and Michael Fong

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i
1 1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flaw 235-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
: from the Teinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study _that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were hmited by 236-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for tl}c river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . s o
clearly gives Trinig' fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 237-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,
Name; ehacce 5 Alai o
Address: S| O LB e AE

City/StateiZip: _(O/IKEANE, 19 o9y

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Memhbers:

I 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
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 Tringty River Division, and addiional legistatien
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemnative does not go far cnough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
Name: CARL ik Kt a i Bnr
Address: 24 ‘/’/E’gfﬂf/\? ff-dc{?t’ c7

City/State/Zip: SEAS /'/"7/4 TEC oF d;ﬁ"?{_.?_\

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 Bagin, 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.
i Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly ghves Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough o
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name: Michae! Fong
Address: 390 Bella Vista Way

City/State/Zip: %an Francisco, CA 35127

é/\l N ;l
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Official Public Commeni 3 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pearcent of the natueal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
peoduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption abowt the amcunt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far cnough to
achieve a legally manduted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: {Mr)Eimn Camphell
Address: PO Box 127

Cuy/State/Zip: ¥enrfield California D4914

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team: Members:

I support 2 diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural warer 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 avatlabie for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, 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, ~ N
Name: P\ . (_,t'r‘; o @—IO [ \]"\ E.\l \
Address: e’ \?)3&._ 525

CityistateZip. ~oveckele €3 Q3G 2

Official Public Comment z o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - —. ?\ _

SO
1 supportt a diversion of no more éhat 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. WhTEFsupport 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 tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the scosystaimn.

Thank You, . —

Name: @ T { KA

Address: 1 AALST rv\c_.,_l‘.f\(_; G
City/State/Zip: @c., s 3 i

RDD/TRINITY0169-264.00C

Postcards from Kimo Campbell, Mick and Deb Micheli, and Kathy Ries

238-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
239-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
240-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _vl
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Offcial Public Comment zq I Postcards from Peter Johnson, Lena Walsh, and Galy Kelly

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw 241-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2421 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation . . s o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 243-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, Ty ( . )

Name: /’ij‘f)\’ AS ,?L "'\\\ ";‘(/\,n\_ ‘i’:{,i .
Address: lﬁr/\CC/ C{J"f}. ":t{zl:\“P‘L ' [ —D— S_‘
CityStateizip: 0= TR TR A

Dffecial Public Comment z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a divevsion 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
w the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandatad reswration of the acosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Z ;ﬂ Wﬁz -

Addrass: 2o Gdle Bocedete
CityStateZip: _ Stonpan~ Heacls G, 570

Qfficinl Public Commens 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. 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 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,
MName:
Address: o
CityState/Zip: = TatSe aeach_ Cors BF7o
R ) ;l
RDD/TRINITY0169-264.D0C g D3-110
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Officint Public Comment zq q Postcards from Bob Vyenielo, George F. Crispo, and Joe Rychetnik

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent af the natural water flow B se see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basint. While I support the science and study that 244-1 Plea p

produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . i .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 245-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) ) . o,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority over the diversion of any water 246-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,
Mame: {1 olr) "\.}‘.'e A |eJ L
Address: Cho ek Labe f,(b{

Clity/State/Zip: Seaka Repr (4 78y ([

Official Public Comment z S
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no miore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
prodused the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were Timited by
an assumption about the amount of water thar 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 dues not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the acosvster,

Thank You,

Name: é’&ﬁ@ g&f.fﬁo
Address: FF /—f/’//f el ¥ 4

City/StawiZipsn A, »r,é'?ﬁ,f/ (ot FaEro

Offtciat Public Comarent 6
* Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

-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 stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatien creating the Trimity River Division, ard 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 ¢naugh to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, " d@\ Faychetnik

. P TR Shooting Mag.

Name: 13‘u b
Address: Poird Richmand, A 24801

City/State/Zip:

) N ° s
g D3-111
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Ce g P e T T AN
(S whd C‘i’-?{d 6/530 Official Public Comment

’ Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2
[ support a diversion of no more that £V percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the science and shudy that
producad the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitad by
an assumiption 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 pricrity over the diversion of any water

o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough tw
achieve a lagally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .
T gl SedelTer
s [7€8 Sop Ramgn, P

City/Staie/Zip: '\f.'} £ 'fca /@5 ] Ca'! /I"‘/: - S“;’C? '\3 ?f‘

Offtcial Public Comment 24 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumiption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildhfe priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough 1o
achieve 2 legally mandatad resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )

Name: %}‘ MM—-—
Address: 25 { Q!EE 4‘ Q Dec M
City/$tate!/Zip: STinwn, Bead fo. P20

Official Public Comment 4
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repory, 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 Trnity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
w the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not an far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: &‘_wm{lﬂ—ﬂ.

Address: 20 Cutls Lot ocgedelle.

City/State/Zip: Sim g,g“.éq. ‘e PeFe
RDD/TRINITY0169-264.D0C

Postcards from Charlie Schelter, Lena Walsh, and Peter Walsh

247-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
248-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
249-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _l

R D3-112

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

s comnen. v Gy € Postcards from Roy Slayton, Chris Irwin, and Al E. Bowen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

15
[ support a diversion of no more that }6 percent of the naturai water flow . . P .,
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 250-1 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. 251-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Ttinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . i .
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not =o far enough to 252-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )

Narme: ,QG\J 6 | "c‘; +0n

Address: o ' 1
City/State/Zip: _Sdpg & GH0A

e

Official Public Commenr
Dear ELS/EIR Team Members:

[ 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 recomimendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division. and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watcr
to the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam,

Name: - S
Address: 1 - ‘f .
City/State/Zip: jgg AR Cﬂ ¥ 5? 9 P

Offficial Public Comment L
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pevcent of the natural water flow
from 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 couid be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisio, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhfe prierity aver 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 Yuu,
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

é/\l N :l
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Official Public Comment ‘5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of ne mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . P .,
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by 254-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislatian creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 255-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferted Alternarive does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystern,

Thank Yau, ) Lo
Name: MW

Address: LGS O] A /ﬁéé: Rl ad
City'Stareizip: (ki fengl L2 25 SIO

Postcards from Terita Harner, Robert S. Condry, and H. Laney

253-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment f
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 recommendetions 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
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enoush to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: Zv Ln_r.i— = C' Bt s

Address: To©. Rax

City'State/Zip: [ 4 wom = . 8a oz <2,

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
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allcmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: -, ’{7/. qu v

Address: Po Box R F?_
CitySate/Zip: _ (AR gl {4 g392>

é/\l N ;l
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Postcards from John Regan, Leon Lane, and Nathan Shishido, M.D.

Official Public Comnent g
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

“ew. 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 257-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . P s
Legislali(f)n creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 258-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w
achieve a Iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

256-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Name:

_frhn ()’@’fm«
Address: N f?_fd Jmiw}ﬁ
CityiState/Zip: i bl teioe CF GSUT

Official Public Comment (
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ar assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not 2o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

wame: LPO&L; [_d b €

Address: 208 Fakl Place Do
City/State/Zip: {Pe_f’al cma, CATY G 45"

Qfficial 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 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 additionsl legislation
clearly zives Trinity fish and wildlife priorty 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, R
Mame: k/Q{iuw. Sfr’L}Sithb M'D.
Address: 8675 Jgesby Cr Ry

City/State/Zip: E&G sidy LA G334
i 4

é/\l N :l
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- Official Public Comnent Z{q Postcards from Maria Mehegan-O’Donnell, M. Smith, and John Stokes

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . “" : : ”
I support a diversion ¢f no more that 30 percent of the natucal water fow 259-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scicoce and study that
produced the: Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were limited by 260-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 261-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therebore, the Preferred Altemnative does not g0 far enough to

achieve a legally mangated resgpration ¥ BCOSVStEm.
1
Thank You, % -
; r

Name:

£ ¥
Address: (S SEagibe L,
City/State/Zip: -TJIE;MMS CA F35TFS

’ - s Official Pubtic Comment ‘ o
Dear BIS/EIR Team Bembers: ..

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available Tor the Tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiomal [egislatien
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alicmarive does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, .

Name: vl Sad Mo

Address: R Y N ar T by
City/State/Zip; Sa b e . '/(.,\. -

’ Official Public Comnient ¢ '
DPear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legrslanon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternarive doss not go far encugh w
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: J-EJ H I'U S 7-0 kES %
Address: /%70 b <=, ?H

City/State/Zip: ﬁ'ACA’ 774-{ (/4 qg.S'Z/

V ~ \:)’l D3-116
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uz- Letter from Lauren Baiocchi

o ) _ e 262-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
US ﬁsk and. p %S@w@ - S5hEgS.
125 fit St. Lo 08 95101
o g Ui i Azgasds 1 P
Thayoyumantud [;@a" Sm&m% f@iﬂ&ct AL

oo d obond 7%2 T»fmi”ta Kiven s Qusmﬂbén

CL‘ Sﬂmmfb Z&im oV, 2 §
MM Fha tvieundt & wotse noede )

’m tn o i sl The ) { aliesotive

dety fur R o intgase. W U OnDus

’ﬁ) frwfli a Q(j/,sﬁé&u'\f’ itﬁ).mnc_,q____’fﬂ W/WS Fﬂzc»éuuau

U}rﬁux 2Mepotive. of Slﬁodz‘,i Hhed D7 )
;?If:,h%?{h U~ Hhe lake %Wﬂ—@i 1o
Mas  nirai i . HE Remdeen (0
#%x Ssienbtfrz fernet WM %W b 262
RN Hin E{j}\i’
Wb~ (s Tt Q,GaugL b prades fgrfw?q a}vé
firirce W fﬂvfé"PWtﬁ Ceonenez fﬁaé:dc%y

& é\{? —~,
RDD/TRINITY0169-264.D0C e D3-117

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

zb'S

e Jo= Polog L ils Przivand
Us Froh - W e e T3
Hus [6+L ‘;‘}”{«_é’- IR UiiDoLu._‘g
vedo, ChoB5S2 Dy S, 46l €

Dese me Pdog
d.l.- 23 W"i_\’}‘}"? a4 Aol J"f‘\f— Els FEPa/f’Cw:’&»}

O

b

(L‘C Friniie Fyen fn Flhe fef)oﬁ' one. ﬁ\e,

CE COME, ua HoawS  uas TLGE- +he  Au “n /gigu.fe
qyome ”{' tHe . 2a itz 200y done g e
UW& ismfmi e Siece bebul -;rz@_ repadand

1
P

K

T st feed Het

s i T e mea
1%\2"; TS mar \‘Ewﬁdﬂ?-\ vu“"*é.f
Tiwes a e oh #hu.l called o wonpel
TATRS wmw« AT ;'Lc+ o vives ﬁpeq‘»s o Louf
70%,’) 5L "*5 PV R S S A5 E—ﬂ,“ﬂf ‘“‘Sf-ef‘fg R
:ln.iﬁm.z:i ‘/A;*r'c“ i\ fgeé tn Tle f&;‘o«;, Tte
qu‘?,g P(Vv u\—ﬁ\.\rle véoufc pragsiue f »“f-uv\FJG’é
RACEN M e oneel o ﬁpﬁ‘wn.v& bele qu Thg Safnan
/\\E Pl f?ﬂr/‘u" PR, hesic L"‘d L‘\Jﬂ@?ﬁﬁ bcALe

P\tf&éé be teb ok o Tna v f‘,()uu
[ | . L
1/\“(9“1 iﬂ ~& Ao S *'if‘e Tfrvv‘?ﬁ7 f[\j‘ff,
v Toe & fw}
SYFIVEGI STV W I

RDD/TRINITY0169-264.00C

263-1

¥ 263-1

Main TOC

Letter from Darius Paziradeh

AN\
Comments TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

V'i"w"\sl

Next Page

D3-118



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

< Letter from Phillip E. Fischer Dated October 26, 1999

. . . s
ofober 26, 1656 264-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Clayton, California

264-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

Mr. Joe Polos

WS Fish and Wildlife Servica
1125 15th §t, Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521

RE:  Trinity River Fisheries Restoration Environmental Impact
Statement and Report (EIS/R)

Dear Mr. Polos:

Fhe Trinity River Fisheries Restoration Envircnmental Impact
Statement and Report {EIS/R) has been reieased and now is open for Pubiic } 264-1
Comment, | support efforts to restore the Trinity River and its entire ecosystern by

implementing a flow regitre which zllows the Trinity to keep at least 70 percent of its flow.

Sinee Trinfty Dam was completed in 1963, up to 90 percent of the Trinity River's water has

beer diverted for agriculture principally 1o the western

San Joaquin Valley. As a result of decreased fiows, fish popuiations

declined by nearly 90 percert by the early 1960's. Next spring. the

interior Secretary will make & decision on how much mare water will flow

inta the: river to restore and maintain a healthy ecosystert and fishery. It is my hope that his
recommendations will place the river first and ensure healthy stream flows to support this

valuable fishery. Several points to consider during the public debate an this topic:

1. The Tninity River Act of 1858, autherizing the dams, specifically mandated

that the fish and wikllife of the basin not be harmed. The Interior

Secretary was directed to ensure that fish and wild(ife in the basin were

protacted. However, since the dams were completed in 1963, water

diversions have led to sericus degradation of the entire fishery. The coha salmon now is
listed under the Endangerad Species Act, and s!eelge'ead are a candidate for listing,

2. The federal government's trust obligations to two Native American Tribes

has gone unfulfilled for more than 36 years because of excessive watar

diversians from the Trinity River. The time has come for the federal 264-2
government to begin fulfilling its legally mandated responsibiities to the

Hoopa Valley and Yurok Tribes.

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the needed
information 1o make a good decision for the Trinity. While the sciemcs and

study that produced the Flow Evaluation Repaort are sound, the
recommendations were limited by an assumption about the amount of water that
eould be available for the river. However, more water can be made available
since the legislation craating the Trinity River Division, and later

tegislation, clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the

diversion of any water to the CVP.

4. Whan the Trinity is restored, the commarcial and spore fishing, rafting.
and tourism economies of the Northern California and Scuthern Qregon will
rebournd.

5. The Trinity River and its restoration program are complstely independent

° Py :l
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- Letter from Phillip E. Fischer continued

of the CALFED process. Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the
1955 |egislation autharizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the '
Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildlife Management Act of 1884, and the Z
Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffirms the
Trinity's inique position within the Central Valley Project {CWP} and

clearly sets forth that resteration of the Trinily is to be considerad
independently from other California water issues,

8. The federal government's promise to maintain a healthy fishery in the
Trinity River has been disregarded for the last 38 years, and past

legisiation mandated a flow decision by the end of 1996. |f these

iegfstated promises ara not finally fulfiied, why should we befieve any
promises developed through CALFED? A restorad Trinity River will allow
Californians ta have faith that the ongoing CALFED negotiations will produce
meaningful improvemant in our state water policies.

| appraciate in advance your consideration of these comments, As an avid fiy fisherman
and conservationist. I'd fike to live to see the Trinity River ecosystem return to health and
well being and support the fishery we know the river can sustain

?’ncgrely‘ LM _Ltﬁ
hillip E. Fi?c-her : A
140 Mount Whitney Way
Clayton, California 84517
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