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

Postcards from Jim Edmondson and William V. Archuleta

265-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

266-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Offteial Public Comtment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I R
ms}:s;:g:_? dlyer51911 of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flg
N . ar r -
o e [}:zﬂ;{u\fjtgr ]Ba:,m 1;-J\-hﬂe I'suppor the sciense angd study that
: ¢ Evaluation Report, the reconumenda; mi
. ! cndalions we zd hy
?1; a_ss[.unjptmn abeut the amount of warer that could he ey rturiehe
L&Eis i i i .
gistation ceeating the Trinity River Division and additional loerislar
clearty gives Trinity fish and ildlife i fiverdion St e
Io the o oD ¥ nd wildlife priosity aver the diversion of any water
- Therefure, the Preferred Alternative dees no: o far e-oL«h ¢
tga AT enough

“ailable for the river.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem ©
Thank You, -
Name:

Address: 66 7

AR .
e
City/StateiZip:  Swpends 4 3_3;&3

Qfficial Puﬁh‘c Comment Z‘ ‘
Dear EI%EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 pereeh of the 2atural waser f‘](m
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils | sunport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, te recommendations were limiled by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabic for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislulion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any watwer
o the CVP, Thersfore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough ta
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

S s Lt s 2 ALE
Pl , 7

) Address: 3
! City/State/Zip: 5;; ;é %7

Fd

S D3-121

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C



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

Official Public Comment 267 Postcards from Nada Kovalik, Paul Johnson, and Erik C Bell

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . -

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . us P
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppert the science and study that 267-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption abeut the amount af water that could be available far the river. 268-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearly gives Triity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water 269-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVI. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, .
Name: 7 {:fa‘édi %z"a_,{‘,/c
Address: /5‘/3 Orpimdd

CityState/Zip: /é?_ciﬁ(:z/g'ﬂﬁw C:f-{‘} GRG ST

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

I suppert 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 civer.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystemn,

Thank You, Vi i

MName: ;

Address: TP 2E AN P
City/Srate/Zip:

?@ﬁ?«f f&;ﬂ@ﬂd,/

fficial Public Comment b q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Metnhers:

I support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
H clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife pricrity over the diversion of any warer
J to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
: achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

i Thank You, -

Na:e: > Efil'L Cg’{ (/

) Address: 7.0 %Bﬂ( 2466
City/State/Zip: el G\, Ca .

qdasH)

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

Official Public Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

z 1 o Postcards from Larry Fisher, Brian Wolf, and O. D. Russell

. . u: . ”
1 support a diversion of po more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 270-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the sciener and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by 271-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the gmeunt-of water that could be av_ai]able iiur the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2791 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does aot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yeu,
Name: é_A.y’Y‘L; P’;Hf@
Address: JHI2 ﬁ} LA DE.

Clty/Srate'Zip: DAVIS  CA. G5l lp

Gfficial Public Contment '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the naraca] water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
producad the Tlaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation erearing ehe Triaity River Division, and addiicns] lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversien of any water
oy the OWF, Thersfors, the Preferred Alwemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ﬁg &Ej ' F’

Address: T W Freld Srega. Dﬂ.
CityiStareZip: e ridren) T dehe CBSM[L

Official Public Commeni z '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mors 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 Timited by
an assumption ghout the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislatian
clearly gives Trmty fish and wildlife pricsity over the diversion of any water

; to the CVP. Therefore, the Freferred Aliernarive does not zo far enough to

; achigve a legally mandated restbration of the ecasystem

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

LU AOSSen

City/State/Zip: 19 Sail Cout
Sacramento, CA 35T
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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:

Z -7 3 Postcards from John Bullock, David F. Lloyd, and Carroll Braas

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percant of the natural water flow 273-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppon the science and stuc_iy ltha[
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recontmendations were limited by 274-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation cecating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation . . s . .
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 275-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i f
Name: - d}\.\\r\:\%\a\\ G—J < . r) 4
Address: HL{‘: i{ \i{ﬂhﬂicﬁb\(v@@‘( \( .

City/State/Zip: FOTT R C(4‘ q@@% o

Official Public Commaent z ' 4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aawral water flow
from the Trniry 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 Preferred Alternarive does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the scosysten.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: ‘-.):\\J T Ly

Address: 5B TE Bl i 22
City/State/ Zip: Tt o SILEL 70

Officiaf Public Comment z l ¢
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no mere that 30 pareent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sciznce end study that
peoduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, 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 printty over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: CARROL L BLAAS
Address: SRAEFT iiNE aoMTﬁ\f AVE.
City:State/Zip: NAPA, LA FG4ss5

K./'Q = -
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

IS~ A W Postcards from Leland H. Jordan, Matt Allaire, and Virginia Parke

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basia. While | support the science and study that 276-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommenduﬁons_ were limited ]3}'
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river. 2771 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 watcr . . P o
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Altermative does not go far ¢nough to 278-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Wame: . / é— é;f%}a,
Addrass e, i L il
City/State/Zip: "{ﬁﬂ #&/ C7 4‘?{'?53

Offtcial Public Comment Z 7 1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
{rom the Trinity 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 thet could be avajlable for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priosity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,

—

Name:

Address: @ﬁ:ﬂ( 7553’

City/State/Zip: @féﬂi}ﬁ?{ff@ o1

Official Public Comument z 1 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversien of no mere that 30 percent of the natura] water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations weee limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of zny water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alrernative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City/State/7ip;
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment z " Gl Postcards from Suzanne and John Wyatt, Rachel LePell, and Bob and
Dear EIS/LIR Team Members: Yvette Aron

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 perceat of the natwral watsr flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the sciznce and study that

preduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recomimzndations were limited by 279-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. .
Legislation craating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] legislation

elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority ever the diversion of any water 280-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated sestoration of the ecosystern. 281-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You N - i

’ [ ~ &;C )
Name: 3 7 dnrwr j}f’“ Hv\"l{d‘-ﬂ arh A%
Address: Sl t (ot Aye.  Bast

City/StateiZip: "@.vw ; 'ﬂ'\ﬁl’ﬂ’ﬂ

§33358

Efficial Public Conment z 8 o
Brear 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 | suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Toinity fish and wildiife prioeity over the diversion of any water
t¢ the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Ahwmanve does not go far engugh to
achieve a legally mandaied restorarion of the ecesystem

Thank You,

Name: ﬁ‘cﬂib -LE?‘LL‘
Address: 20 [ ExEAL AVE.

City/State/Zip: M%quo'
Official Public Comment z '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of ne more thar 30 percant of the natueal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppert the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the ameunt of water thut could ke available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, snd additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority aver the diversion of any warer
to 1‘Inc CVP. Tharstore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enohgh 103
achigve a fegally mandated restoration of the ECOSYHIaMm. B

Thank You, f
Name: %“f’ r.ﬂ'ﬁvi‘ \(‘;rﬁ' o ﬂ@:’“
Address: [:57 _UMiDidgd De.

CitwStaeizip. _ Sl T Of {502Y
. f

) N ;l
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Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C



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

Dear E15/E1R Team Members:

Official Public Comment Z 8 Z Postcards from Cecilia Browne-Rosefield, Maribel Kho, and Isaiah Dufort

1 suppart a divarsion of no mote that 30 pe.rcen[ aof the natural water flow . : up: fe
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 282-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river. 283-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislatzon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinicy fish and wildlife prioeity over the diversion of any water 284-1 Please see thematic responses tlﬂed ”Fisheries 7

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alremative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

v (ltilin Bryume- £ fose-ﬂglol

Address: ?&O lmu'h' -
City/State/Zip:
?75 68

Offieiat Public Comment z " 8 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
cleatly 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
achicve 3 legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You,

Name: /‘{ L:g;i;_ﬁ}' fg 12 -
Address: g ?:}“Jf{u/,{m /A/y.,f/
Cryiswezip 06, 14 Vadyg

Official Public Conument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ supporl a diversion of no moré 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 amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Allemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Teemh  Doft
Address: A5 By 51
City/State/Zip: SF A G414

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-127
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Cficial Public Comment z 8 s
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wikdiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enowgh to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yau, o
Mame: % ykﬂ' C‘?egs &7
Addrass: [ X @f(rﬁ i Yl [

Ciry/State/Zip: Q‘m/é;;,ﬂ{/;('c;(}. S S

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppars the sciente 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 ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislanon
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dows not go far enough o
achieve & legelly mandated rostoration of the gcosystem.

Thank You, R .
Name: Gl ST

Address: 1E Ly LoFeld= pie
City/State/Zip: Bl tosfgree <A

C(L(Ojo

- Offictal 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 Repert, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You

! aarsl ~ [
Name J&/‘Cﬁa, !.p.-a-g,}. 5
Address: RS o) f’?’.,r 5L e .’:7 4&,(1_ 3
City/State/Zip: PR | _CA gy

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C

Officiat Public Comment z 9 b

Postcards from Mark Gleason, Gary Seput, and Jared Tijunelis

285-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
286-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
287-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment ..‘ a D
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no maore that 30 pereent of the natwal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
peoduced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumiption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistarion creating the Triafry River Division, and additions] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prieity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred AMernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,
Name: B EELY R ﬁ/’a"bff?ﬁﬁi{
Address: Lol o A4 Y $ /e A2

City/Siae/Zips _BEAE 4 L. 3y 57d

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tomity River Basin, Whils I suppen ihe science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the eeommendations were limited by
an assumptioit about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crzating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal Jegislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thereforz, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 3 . T3 o
Name: C[ﬁ%m SDKW 3
Address: ‘ZOL[?) W ::'?d :??L_‘.
City/State/Zip: Ut’tmd/ 0'1‘('} / GM‘:'ﬂ%

Offivial Public Comment i O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watar flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While { support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assumistion about the amount af water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinlty River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altsrnative dees not go far enough o
achivve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaak You, ~

Name: lh{ QJ‘L‘W
M i

Address: i

City/ St Zip: gb . ?m -4 Cﬂ
TY4nge

(L

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C

Postcards from Andrew Cravacho, Cristina Solorio, and Tim Halligan

288-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
289-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
290-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-129

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Official Public Camment 1 ‘
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Now
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assuraption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altwmative dees not g far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster,

Thank You, W é 7
Name: é chg Qg g%@
Address: 23 L_S____&ﬂ‘mx_:_ﬂ_g.ée'

CityiStatesZip: Acrata, & b 455 20

Official Public Comment q z .
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and soudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of warer that could be availabie for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislaiion
clearly gives Trinity fisn and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Prefered Aliemative does not go far encugh 1o
ackieve a [egatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narne: DAY AR AAS
Address: 2 W47 LP;"NF Eﬁfm}/ﬂ VE-

City/State/Zip: 4 i

Official Public Comment 3
Dear E15/EIR, Team Members: .

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amouni of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternativie does not go far enough to
achieve o legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: —A\D@ Hn ﬁeéﬁ E
Address: i C‘DLE ot

City/SwateiZip: 98521 -£417

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C

Postcards from Richard Engel, David Braas, and Dan Hauser

291-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
292-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
293-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

T Qfficial Public Comment zqq
Dear EIS/ETR Team Memhers:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
froem the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recamemendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lugislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwrmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

WName: M.ﬂ."c,u.f Qhwn
Address: l{'gb )B‘VJI-Q’& l'u
CityiStatelZip: _ Aveads  OdF TEEH

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural waser flow
from the Trimty River Basin, ‘While I support the science and study that
produeed 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 additione] legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity 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 ecosystam,

Thank You,

Name: LQ.C. M'I'}Zzé O{/
Address: {2 B; creél 'g Li{j
City/StateiZip; A—m (’jil 45‘5—}1

Official Public Comment ﬁb
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more thal 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basia. While I support the scisnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legisiation
cleaely gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwemative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legully mandated restoration of the erosysten

Thank You,

Name; _a ] / . vig
e T 1
Address: 1325 :45; o A LA __Z{,/
iy

City/State/Zip: .('m [)Cﬂ- g e

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C

Official Public Commaent z qr

Postcards from Marcus Brown, Lee Mitchell, and Carol Clendenning

294-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
295-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
296-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w < N _vl
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Gfficial Public Comment Z 1 +
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support & 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 Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assamption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daes not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: ,;Dﬂm%_f)' Wwdré.km
Address: R sL pid CS’J;L

CityiState/Zip: (Do ads A GS52/~41170

Official Public Comment z q 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversiun of no more that 30 percent of the datural water flow
rom 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 Teinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,

Mame: //',"v'\.{«\-e J’Lf_gi_—{,hiii,q/‘
Address: 1B 2 TFeeche e

City/State/Zip: (1 \npinkumis | oA G55
;

Offivial Public Comment z I

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 pervent of the natral water flow
feomn the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an gssumption about the amoun: of water that could be available for the river.
Lemslation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a Tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystermn.

Thank You,
Name: 6w§fﬂ Huren’ Dy LeFs
Address: }ﬂ&. Box  FAE

Clty/State/Zip: C:A-/Q/F/\_ﬁ lf CK . 73 7&/

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C

Postcards from Donna Hauser, Julie Neander, and George Allen Dubets

297-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
298-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
299-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Comment " oo Postcards from Edd Meadows, Patrick Swafford, and Lee Swafford

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow . . P .y
fromm the Trinty River Basin. While T support the science and sdy that 300-1 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, 301-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 302-1 Please see thematic responses tlﬂed ”Fisheries.”

to the CVP. TFherefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: 4’:&:[ ///w:F VJT}VJS
Address: 75‘“ -?_:J el :‘J‘G C 7:"

City/State/Zip: _p 01y )"--; Ce-FYEFYy -

Cfficial Public Comment o l
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 swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of waler 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 legallv mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .
Name: E)g £ H_IS':K. SMH;WD
Address: 353 GwwweHd A-f

City/Suate/Zip: L ASpey w%. 3 2609

Offficial Public Conment 3 o z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred -Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvatem,

Thank You,

Name: /}?7’—‘ ] (%&E’J M&f
Address: 53/ ;AD WER %D?T
City'Swteszip: 7 (BLOCE, 04 95350

é/\l N ;l
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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:

3 a 3 Postcards from Robert Hurd, Thomas J. Ravizza, and William Lenardson

. . “" : : ”
i support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the 1-1auuracl1 watcztzr f:'cw 303-1 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 304-1 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 lepsslation 305-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

cleady gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough (o
achieve a lagally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, j q

Name: ﬂﬁ M *(" VD/
Address: i ﬂoj
City/State/Zip:

FHALD

Official Pablic Comment 5 o 4
Dear EIS/ELR Team Members:

1 support & 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 Eveluation 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 legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, th ed Alternative does not go far enough ta
achieve a Jegally man 1 the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name:

—
Addrass: _ Thomas J. Rontora _
City/State/Zip: 1931 Shatta deros R,

Mz Shasta, CA 96067 -

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

1 support a di_versmn 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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of warter that ¢ould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the TCosystem,

Thank You,
WiLLesm LENMA EDSoN

Name:

Address: 5506 ForesT LovE LANVE
CiySuteizip. S EOULL HHLL S, C4 9/30/

é/\l N ;l
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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:

3 o (’ Postcards from Allen E. Rumbaugh, Clarence Barger, and
Harold A. Keelen Jr.

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . s P
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the resommendations were limited by 306-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amount of water that could be aveilable for the river. . . . .,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 307-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs net 2o far enoush to 308-1
achieve & Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yo,

Name: ﬁ]ﬁfﬂ = KU!:HBGUQ‘[I

Address: Zeoyn LAY

City'SuneiZip: _floweond 4 FES S O564

Qfficial Public Commen: 304

Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natiral 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 zssumption about the amonnt of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prdority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve § legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: %Zr,‘?%{h :0’4 76”’?"4
Address: Bofde 5%
Cityw/State/Zip: @esf 573 Fwnrcn Frals

§HASTAR Cy

Official Public Comment 3 08
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura) water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study (hat
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 Prefermed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

larence Bacger
£.0, Box 55
Qld Satign, ¢& 55071

Thank You, L . _ P
s 8A 0 L)
Address: L ek 7)}(-“? (fj) / W

CiyiSuriZip. B (A 4 ASDL L FGx. P00

<~ N, ° :
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart 2 diversion of no more 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 abowt 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 encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name /@////g;u‘&é ;ﬁ' Mﬂ«m
Address: Frad se a//:‘:,f g
CityiState/Zip: /% 7Y

S5 T e o TR A floe FEELs Ky T

Offictal Public Camment 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 Basin, While | suppont 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 Dhvision, 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 o
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: g[5$¢ J ; Zz %i)fﬂn
Address: 7.2 [/ N 57—'

Ciry/State/Zip: }Qy‘_r'[, (A Sii/4

Officicl Public Comment 3 ‘ ‘
Dezr EIS/ELR Team Meruhers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the scieace and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by
a1l assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Triniry River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: :-Té‘{:p S@}'F
Address:

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C

Postcards from Harold N. Robinson, Richard D. Thompson, and Jeff Self

309-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
310-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
311-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offciai Public Comment 5 lz Postcards from Pat Self, Dr. Richard Hector, and James N. Sheldon

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 312-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the selence and study that

producad the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by . . P . W
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 313-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water . . e . .
to theyca\v"PA Ther?;hre, the Preferred Ij\hemative does not go far enough to 314-1 Please see thematlc responses tlﬂed Flsherles_
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You,

Name: :Pad_ g@l’? :PM CSC%(
Address: 51 { R}\.
City/State/Zip: CP{ QJ]

Gfficial Public Comment 5 ‘ 3
Tear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I_support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the naturai water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While T support the scienve 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,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and waldlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred AMemnative does not zo far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: PDFIEW Ql\od‘) L‘RKLJLDJ\
Address: E‘) Y K} b{)g \}E E.ifcx_ 5_\'
City/State/Zip: W\ D ’?}-ia(L\ . CJQ. C}H@E‘S

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

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, o

Wame: cﬁ}lﬁgﬂe[ Q Sl“-_@g‘ e
Address: \2[6 G}J{‘q‘{& W/. ‘Aﬁ’- ]
CityfStateizip: Neww York, PY oo

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

Official Public Commient 3 'S
i Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a divetsion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river.
Legislation cieating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You,
Name: Siephed Tyeyrer
Address: 2857 Lawtnmunite

City/State/Zip:  Dont Fremiciace , 04 99075

. - Official Public Comment 3 ' G
Dear EIS/EIR, Team Members: .

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
fromt the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legstation creating the Trinity River Division, snd additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

m‘—aﬂ%;,
Address: e T 1etiet.

CitylSae/2ip: __ ATKATA (A . 4E52]

Cficial Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnption abeut the amount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 20d 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 enpugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster.

Thank You, o

Name: 3 ¢ P Ll f.

Address: /‘3 4. 86){ T 7P .
City/State/Zip: é{_ﬂg,; .’.égﬁ‘éég l{fé'l../’

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C

Postcards from Stephen Dexter, Sue Holt, and Leone Costa

315-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
316-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
317-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w < N _l
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: SO Postcards from Larry Miller, No Signature, and Michael Ives
I support a !:lwersit_)n of no more H_zat 30 percent of ll}e natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that 318-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be gvailable for the river. . . . o,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 319-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 320-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of (he ecogystem.

Thank You, ; /
Mame: ’ ~w /{ﬁ' { r
Address: DL i x4
City/Srawe/Zip: ]}Q\r(.c\T'-. 1 ( }4
75177

. Offfciat Public Comment 3 'q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While T 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, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
Caty/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment 3 z o

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mor that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seignce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
4an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of anv water
ta the CVP. Thecefore, the Preferred Alternative does nut go far enaugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ﬂGZﬂ-—/ _'Z/-g._g

Address: _6'55'—0 /%/,/:7«: Zo\/
City/Staie/Zip: Slditadlers, W it Ery s

. . ’
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Postcards from Harold M. Thomas, Jennifer Knight, and Kathleen Cleary

T T - & I =, (i
o fj MY 'f., Officiad Pablic g
ear EIS/\%‘IR-"&@M fembersi = A

. L EHE
1 supporz a dwemon &Fno more that"?(} pe‘rcem of the natural water flow 321-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recomtnendations were limited by : : 4 ioc
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 322-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P— s
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water 323-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CWVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: H““""Lv( ]"\/ T/me-q&
Address: 2635 P""’h !s. w

City/State/Zip: & Aty ahm OFF a;w £

Cfffcial Public Comment 3 z L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the matuml 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 asswmption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
cIcarly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternalive dees not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame:
Address: : Ao

CityiState/Zip:  “Puy- dhgute . oA Forcu 7

- T
. f- Official Public { Cammem 3 z 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 Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimty River Division, and additional 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 enaugh o
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, /
Name; M
Address: Z

City/State/Zip:

| Fs5s50/

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

Offcial Pubic Comment 3 zq Postcards from Tom Cleary, Pamela Miller, and Joe Miller

) Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -
T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 324-1 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 recomnmendations were limited by 325-1 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 Iegistation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water 326-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thaok You, -
Name: ,Tﬁ)—’lr_L, Q@%
Address: /_@ o 95 ﬂ JA’?’F 74—

CiyisueZip fZiceba o £552/

Qfficial Public Comment 5 z s

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Tnnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluztion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avatlable 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
w the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosyswem,

Thank You,
Name:

Address: .4

City/State/Z1p: "lmm! (

Official Pu_!'i‘h'c Conument 3 z ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membersrs™

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repost, 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 legisletion
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priorty over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

2

Name: RE Y .
Address: y 7/;é £ (JC Lo
City/State/Zip: -Ir/‘[f Jéy\ (/i ‘?r'j?_’i

) N ° s
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Official Pubfic Comment
Dear EIS/EXR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 3¢ percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Bazin. While [ support the science and study that
ptoduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assamption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .
Natne: Flizalbdh mf.i{f. Hr{t'!'_
Address: ASE ﬂ\&{"fi” [

Brredn, Ow 9 CSS;\.{

City/Seate/Zip:

Official Public Comment 3 z
Dear EIS/EIR Tearn Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppore the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an asgumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional kegislation
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 a3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R o
Name: Sted i Cestelle
Address: i :'X}] ~e i =7
CitStaeizip; WY Y 000K

Gifficivl Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the ratural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science ang study that
produced thie Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the mver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of amy water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Name; &LDQQ_CQL%CL

Address: pree O@S (-hQ Qﬂd
cisuerzin _F2rndale, €A g5536

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C
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328-1
329-1
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Postcards from Elizabeth Meilander, Stacey Costello, and

Donna Calimpong

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Official Public Comment 3 3 o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

T support a diversion of ne more _{.’lnjat 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Witile I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repéft, the recommendations were limited ]Jy
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty 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 ecosystern.

Thank You,

Name: | -ﬂ—'
Address: \Jm nlmQ Sf %’: # }a
City/State/Zip: 1 b 9.4 n ﬁ CIS (QQB

Official Public Comment 3 5 '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: B

-,

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 study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available {or the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife Priority over the diversion of ary water
to the CVE. Therefors, the Preferred Allernative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

ank You, ”\,.L .
veeGH_Lindogen)
sims APy s ia D H 10
City/State/Zip: i ¥y _CH QS@O_:’D

Official Public Comiment 3 3 z "
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Busin. While | support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption zbout 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 legaly rmandared restoration of the ECOSYStEMm,

Thank You, 3 - /
Name: PSR fﬁxf&%"
Address: Fe BN A7 L

CitSate/zip: _\4)d fiaidhan £fe. T 0253

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C

Postcards from Jenning Steger, Scott Lindgren, and Joe Costa

330-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
331-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
332-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
é/\x N _l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Prcblic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

3 S Postcards from Jackie Angulo, Roger Barker, and Glen Pudwill

. . . .
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 333-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that . . e .,
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 334-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 335-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly givis Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go far encugh

achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystent

Thank You,
MName: /Z?.c,éu. &\/nc}u.a)
Address: i@x /_,,2'7‘:{: 4

CityisuteiZip: {sdoaverville, (4 Y053

Official Pukfic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basie. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the smount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trimty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
lo the CVE. Therefors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legafly mandated restoration of the ¢cosystsm.

Thank ¥ou,
Name: v/?a;rf(’\ ﬁv’ A"/-
Address: 5’ )‘:5/ f o

City/StatesZip: ﬁ/f ﬁ; s %Z{Z{j él\

! amm—
Mficial Public Comment ’ 5 s
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I 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 timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabic for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinsty 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 ot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: g L EN PU‘QMJ‘LL_
Address: T4 50 }?.:}5.}'4#054 £ AnE
Cityrstawiziy: RELD/nG, CA FE o0/

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

Official Public Comment H
e SEIR Toan spor , ,(‘ Postcards from Harold J. Knight, Dave Boucher, and
James B. Swinerton

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naweral 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 could be available For the river. 336-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water 337-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, 338-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, ’

Natne: Aanaid () #w A5
Address: Pobat’iaup
City/State/Zip: w74 %m A Qrce s

Official Public Comment 3 3 4
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ 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 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: //&VE /3¢J¢/wf
bl il

Address: Qi M le  Ees

7 7 - bl
CityStateiZip: o or?s_ SA4 TS5 3

Qfficial Public Comment 3 8
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 | 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.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearty 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,
Warmne: J}?ME,{ g- /(J’(/f,fjg/?rﬂ-&"
Address: 1921 SHCRAMELTO ;2—_

CityiStateZip: _SAA FRA e con CF 4 [09

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

: Official Public Comment ') 5"' Postcards from Timothy K. Devine, Gael Tess Gossage,
* Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Kim Gagnon

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of tl-}e natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations_ were limited by 339-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be Ia\‘rmlabie flor the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaion 340-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversian of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative dous not go far encugh to

achieva a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystenm. 341-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank ¥You,
Name: ey Y- Davine
Address: ‘f 29 / N Thane ST
- City/State/Zip: s/ m 4"55 af
Ty

PR TR . Ojﬁ‘ﬂml Pubhc Comment 3 o
1 m ,v ear«EISFEIR Team \Iembm -

’ I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
ar assumption about the amount of watsr 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 Afternative does nor go far enouwgh to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . /‘
Name: (:rr?{ Jesiumeer

Address: '\3]'-}4— %\ & f Dl Py QS‘it “]L ?Mﬂj 4.
City/State/Zip: ;: L lE .Clx C_.-k Q5

. Qfficial Pubfic Comment 3 4/

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a 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 Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislauon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefm'e the Preferred Alternative does not go far engugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Hliinn f-.éamt)‘ﬂ
Address: 3/2C A, ba/(/h"c? ff(.

CityiSuteiZip: At 4 G T

T

<~ N, ° :
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

et Puttic Comment ’q& Postcards from Kathey Ryan, Paula Sunn, and L. M. Arndt

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . ur: . ”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 342-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar . . - o
produced the Flow Evatuation Repart, the recommendations were limited by 343-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabic for the river.
Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation . . ue . 7
clearly gives Trinil?' fish and wildlife priovity ever the diversion of any water 344-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,

Name: } (fW\KlJn —

Addrass: /«.\DO\t%g#\}§f % A
Cizy-'State.fZip:_.Iﬁ(nr?z A 0:913" N
\\

Offtcial Public Conment 3 43

Dear EIS/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 Evaiuation Report, the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver.
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. Therefure, the Preferred Alternative dees nor go far enough w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: l)& wia fS Lislil
Address: SLt? flen D6y

CityiStateiZip: _Poprodiss ([ 4504

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

I suppost a diversion of no more that 38 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scienve and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be avaitable 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 Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandajed restoration of the srosystern.

Thank You, /Q/kf/ ) -
Narme: V/Lf// W ~

Address; 04(7 /(”J//é?VZF"' i(‘/'
City/State/Zip: 5'/}5‘4 Zg?g_/zgz( 0/{ QSZQOS

<~ N, ° :
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ofcit bl Commert . <) Gy Postcards from Robert C. Grace, Joseph Mercier,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ) .
and Diane K. Mercier

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

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver, 345-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) ) . o,
clearly gives Trinigy fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 346-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

chieve a fegally mandated restoration of the scosyster. 347-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Name: '/'i‘?()ﬁr":t?_'r G: & RACE
Address: PO Box 54

City/State/Z1p: I i mllg OA EZ(@{! Z‘:)J

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water How
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smudy that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does aot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ewosystem.

Thank You,

Wame: T%(‘d,,/? APER o
Address: Ao Bed 2T
City/State/Zip: CSEN IR I, (. GhoF3

Official Public Comment 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Bow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could ba availabie for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough to
achieve a lzgally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You, N -
Name: B\Q-T‘b K . Vl‘(}ncrud
Address: ? &) ?DDL 2820

Ciny/Staterzip: _\heowyeruly, (o 9 (o7
T 1

AN\ N

LoD

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C —p D3-148

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Officiat Public Commens 3? 8 Postcards from Royal Miller lll, Joe Kimsey, and Jeannine Gillan

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow 348-1 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 . . e .,
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 349-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislatien creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water 350-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoratien of the ecosysiem,

Thaak You,
Name: EO“\’JBL., M‘ILK}:SC T
Address: HRAL ALMerD Wista T

City/State/Zip: SHito_  CA ASAe

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 [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptlion about the amount of water that could he availsble for the dver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: AL B 9’9_}!
Address:

City/State/Zip:  [laos o 5{5 Cplré= ‘?ﬁﬂ;!jr

Official Public Comment o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversian of no move that 30 percent of the natueal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I 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 ereating 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 Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You,

- Oalk
Name: R - T
Address: P2 By g

N cT
CityiState/Zip: Lllparyroe e EA Soe 73

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

(fficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

’{ , Postcards from, Jeff Ramsdell, Betty Kolarik, and John Kolarik

I support a diversion of no more thaf 30 percent of the natural water flow 351-1 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 recommuendations were limited by 352-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.

Legislation crearng the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife poority over the diversion ?Jfany water 353-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You, i l lL

Name:

Addresa: '{ {524 SQU.} Ql' 24 2-
City/State/Zip: '~

. Official Public Comment 3 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 Tnmty River Division, and additional legislanon
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a lezally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name:

Haﬂy 7 mﬁn& —
Address: I_j( Vﬂﬁm T 94591-6705 [

Ciry/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment 3 3
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 § support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repeont, 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 CV¥P, Themefore, the Preferred Altemative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: \-.Johu'l- KO&PJ‘ f’/

Address: A&ﬁﬁu@&uf
Ciysteizips  Mallg, p- A 945D

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

Lpp e 3 sesin e

Dear EISEIR Team Mombers: 22 7 Postcards from Bob Vyenielo, George A. Durand, and Robert Dayton

I supporl 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 ~ . . s .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by 354-1 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 355-1 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 doss not go far enough to 356-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, (\

Name: _.J:‘_"Jﬂ Urﬁfr‘ 2izle

Address: Sy salr (Ao ALK

City/State/Zip: _ Sl Do (A avyey

p—

Gfficiul Public Commnent 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the patwral water flow
fram 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.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislution
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,
Teaine:
Address:

A
City/State/Zip: q/ﬁlﬂifﬂ [% £ 7 Q : ?(,(,é,‘f

Offtcial Public Comment 6
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppott & fﬂwersion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow

- {rom the Triaity River Basin. While [ suppatt the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Ewvaluation Report, the recommendations wete limited by
an assumption aboyt the amount of warter that could be available for the river.
Legxslaugn creating the Yrinity River Division, and additional legislation ’
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priotity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative docs not go far cnohgh i
achieve a legally manduted restoration of the eCcosysiem,

Thank You,
Name;
Addre_ss:

N
City'State/Zip:  (APMel &4 FEGar

) =

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

Official Pablic Compent 5 5 7— Postcards from Gene A. Adams, Charles H. Bloom & Family,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and John Leach

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 357-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
&n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Ttinity River Division, and additional legislation

. : “ : : ”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 358-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Altemalive does not go far enough to . .
achieve & legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem. 359-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Nawme: qu_,m 4 %"W
Address: P20 W @;{.
City/State/Zip: W G GY |

Official Public Comment 3 (8
Dear EIS/EIR Tecam Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Frinity fish and wildlife priceity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefecred Altemative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, — .
Name: %/ﬁs /7/ /5/50;{ [ %mﬁ
Address: Mﬁ%&

CityiStueeiZiv: & Jg Paam cndbe_ (20

7 TS

i
Qfficial Public Comment 3 r?
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 scierce 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
o the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restotation of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: /j;)/]f\ L/-Q,O\CL‘\

Address: U243 Dy $1<Ljin7\e\ Alvd -
City/State/Zip: Pcv.fﬂgw\cl,l oL

T35

<~ N, ° :
RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C —p D3-152

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page
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Postcards from Bruce Farrell, D.D.S, and Karen Wartburg

360-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

DIIaL Public Commans 36 o 361-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoct & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namrsl water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the seicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that conid be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the BCOSYSIEM. 7 Apfiypr ol whe

Fhank You, lrim in fe pobonsted
Name: Kroce Farpaff DAs Ao s e b et
Address: G278 DEach v ixs ) L A

CityState/Zip: Poto LE DAL, 0f Ggp73 “hat 4 frvy o

{ fouw Creel Hoo Sand | B Cid Lo
D Tnddo ocr sy bos @ Oceen soe fud s @gfff;:w;i X

coar Fuzaia

Ojficial Public Comment 3 b l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne mdre thag 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be availablz for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prigrity over the diversion of ary water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
MName: ’ SJ\Y‘EJJ hj”l Y'* \D U
Address: = EN o

= 2 Dz
City/State/Zip: M’t %[._ 1-&5'\‘ L fcb\
Glamie R
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ot busic comment - ey e Postcards from Andrew Skonberg, Greg Hengel, and Donald B. Webster

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

. . " : : ”
from the Teinity River Basin, While  suppert the science and smdy that 362-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recornmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver. 363-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water . . P— s
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nat go far enough 1o 364-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandatsd restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You, b g
Name: A sl Nihes %%@’
Address: 5 it 7

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppuct & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sciencs 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 Bivision, and additional kegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative docs not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated re tion of the ecosylem.

Thank You,
Name: B REG Hil

0. BUA ST
Address: LT, SHASTA CA 88067-0510
City/State/Z1ip:

Official Public Comment ’6

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Nembers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Frinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recorpmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alremnative does not go far snough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

B 70
City/State/Zip: C"# 7éd fO

é/\l 8 :l
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Official Public Comment ”s Postcards from Ken Reichard, Marg Billings, and Larry Billings

Dear EIS/ETR Team ¥embers:

1 support a diversion of ro more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 365-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppurt the science and study that

duced the Flow Evaleation Report, th mendations were limited b . . . .
o assummption abo naunt of water that £ avaflable for the rive 366-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water 367-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVWP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystent.

Thank You, .

Name:
Kan Reirhord

Addres§
City/State/Zi p:(‘,.3 26 Corte Madera Avenue

Official Pubiic Comment b ‘ g
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare 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.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu,
Name: s

Address: J k4 { N rt,&.,
Citysmwzip:  Poby [ v (O ﬁMT%

Official Public Commeny ;
Dear EIS/ETR Team Mermbers:

1 support-a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
irom the Trinity River Basie, While | support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an a_ssurpption abont the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated testoration of the ecosysten

Thank You,
Name: Lariyg ﬁ’){/):‘m&;
Address: sk e :

N
City/State/Zip: Pﬁ Ui g [t. IQ} fl/ﬁ-%

é/\l N ;l
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: )(‘ 6 Postcards from Mary Kathryn Bates, Tom Armstrong,
and Jack D. Coleman

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience 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, 368-1 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 369-1 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:

Address: /JDO » ‘55

CityStare/Zip: MO ﬁ%ﬂ\d% %@?‘02’55

370-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Commaent Saq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
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 lagislation
clearly gives Tnmty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thetefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the geosystem.

Thank You, —_—

Name: {f A /}TZM S{yeehr--.
e 420 OUHEMB2A WA
City/State/Zig: M@g@@z’_m_qq 553

! Official Public Comment 3 ? o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werg limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could ba available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearty 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 she ecosystem,

Thank You,
Namae: il D - te—r\)
Address: (P SN cmn e

Ciy/Sae/Zip: LONINND  Zpt Y5 7 (o

) N ° s
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Ylembers:

3" l Postcards from Harold J. Bates, Jr., Daniel H. Wiegand,
and Geoffrey Gicker

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

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

produged the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were Timited by 371-1
an asswmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation - 372-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

ta the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to . : V28 o] e
achieve a legally mandated restorztion of the ecosystert, 373-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Tharnk You,
Lol L3585

Address:

Cily/Staterzip:  Hgiend M€ (OA Foob7-03855
fficial Public Comment 5 7 Z

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 T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
ar, assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimty 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 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: L L'% M. bl s 5A:L._,

Address:

City/State/Zip: GeL T W
_;;%j tﬁfﬂfﬁ“&ﬁ%&ns

Official Public Comment ’ 3
Dear EIS/EIR, Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 pereent of the natural watee flow
from the Triuty River Basin. While I support the sclence 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 wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
o the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far saough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

cavrn;

Thank You,
Neme: G EOS FE T Cmt s
Address: SLOB S ALt T2,

CityiState/Zip. Aldyestv=e ( pate f-;t?sf;

é/\l N ;l
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S T e ¢ Postcards from Susan Barnstein, Benta Addeman,
' . and Richard Stanewick
I suppert a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 374-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 375-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far engugh to

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

Mame: gbLSHr\) %ﬂﬂbs—lEla\.ﬁ
Address: Po a4

CiwSate/zip. Blug 1ake Ca 9552%

376-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

' Official Public Comment ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Jimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation
cleaely gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank Yeu,
Name: E«MZZ; é«fﬁim
Address; Bz o /M . /?G{f .

City/State/Zip: ﬂjL_ﬁg oot st b sy [ G557

Vo 520, 195

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: 6

1 support a‘d&rséon of no more that 30 pereent of the patural water flow |

o from the Trinity River Basir, While 1 support the seience and study that |
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legisfation
cl carly gives wand wﬂdllfep_omy over the diversion of any water
"o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alémative does nai oo_far enouoh o
achieve a lemtcd restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You

Mame: - C’\)A@,g\@ '

Address:

CityiState/Zip: M—@m 650

Q m_cx u_;-tcz[Q,

<~ ~, =\

RDD/TRINITY0265-0378.D0C Rt D3-158

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page
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Postcard from Betsy Harrell

377-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment 3 , . ,

Dear EIS/EIR Tesm Members:

I suppert a diversion of no mare than30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and swudy that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisiongand additiona! legislation
clearly giveg 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 ecogysiem. Lt J:C
Thank You, i
Name: a'f‘qﬁ;f: ifnnneid

Addrass: Vs

City/State/Zip: ¢ A e \

L —
 Warke(® oW
F.0. BOX 386 %

RCATA, CA 85518,

Mr. Joc Polos
United States Fish & Wildhife Service
1125 16™ Street, Room 209
Arcara, CA 93521  REGEIVER

0Y 24 1900
U FisR & Wildife Sarvica
Arcata, CA

Hsuhsliahidriddsdvedibebii

K.A N v
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Postcard from Patrick D. Bryant

378-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. ) e

i T " Officiut Publie Comment 3

.. Deer EIS/EIR Téaiy Members?™"
1 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 Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legslation
clemly 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 tegally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, ‘

Name: G M A N W
Address: P[, Bax LIO : .
City/State/Zip: W o e Cirvek oA g5€73

* » ; o :
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