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

Official Pablic Comment ’ ’ ,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of nv more that 30 percent of the natural warsr flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limiled }:y
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for t‘r}e Tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, —

Name: .-"‘)///féﬁ( . [t g /
Address: ESO Lot ‘%y ﬂ? a
CiwSaeizip: ireha , Gf FIR02

Official Public Comment 3 8 o
Dear E1S/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 stedy that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Altlernative does notgofar envugh ta
achieve a legally mandsted restoration of the ecosystel

Thank ¥ou,

Address: an/’ EZ ;A.f-’&c' i S;L
City/State/Zip:  Fopeloc A . foso=

Officiat Public Comment 3 % '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart 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.
Legislation ereating the Trinity Rivet Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enolgh to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Neme: Duwesnt
Address; 415 AR iaig Bovs.

City/State/Zip:  _Sutsen Ciry, P4, I¥SES . xe

RDD/TRINITY0379-433.00C
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Postcards from Michael Turner, Charisma Goudreau, and Mark Duncan

379-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
380-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
381-1 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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

naatpis Conmert . ) e -~ Postcards from Dick Leahy, Steve L. Brown, and Marjorie Hurd

1 suppart & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the TFrinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 382-1 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. . . Py . P
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lesistation 383-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

cleatly gives Tonity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not ge far enough to 384-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandared restosation of the ecosystem

Thark You,

Name: T \.E—ﬁk\"\t/
Address: A LB LJ’CT‘-“(J:’« '\‘\ e‘::
City/State/Zip:  Fra 0% o B [ LN §Tey

Qfffcial Pablic Comment 38 .’

Dear ELS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scignce and stedy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative doss not 26 far encugh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosvstem,

Thank You,
Name: i &aggé
Address: For S S

City/State/Zip: _ALABY e G S50

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Tetam Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amoont of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and additional egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . i i
|{\ - .
Name: . H & IPIDK' & iy

Address: [248 e C:c‘“‘}/r_?h {ZA’
Citv/Stale/Zip: ﬂfr 20 fore b, CA
93020
<~ ~ <\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - / o W

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prerity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystent.

Thank You, il
vt Frank Coppel
Address: 1890 Star Crest Brive

Grants Pass, OR 97527

Official Public Comment ?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

City/State/Zip

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation crearing the Triniry River Division, and additional legisiation
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: (Cheratsire. %éb{j
" Address: Bon (Fells st Wy
-

City/State/Zip:  _ g :‘:;”E'It‘?c.n_g/(_‘: erj &

Official Public Comiment 3 1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the dver.
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. There¢fore, the Preferred Alternative does aot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandzted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: '-JA-*-E Ct——! 1"1‘&.'\]
Address: Do V2 i pesrm o O

City/State/Zip: Peog S Low G ead

RDD/TRINITY0379-433.00C

Postcards from Frank Coppel, Christine Fong, and Jan Clifton

385-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
386-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
387-1 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

N § ~ J - Postcards from Frank K. Coppel, Frank K. Coppell, and Michael G. Foster

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Bazin. While I support the science and study that . . " s
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 388-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . - o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 389-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefuore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far encugh to . . P . P
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, 390-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, Frank K. Coppe!

White Wazer Manufacturing, Ine
700 S, W. Nebrasks Ave.,

Address: Granits Pass, OR 97527

City/State/Zip: FS0046T62T Exr. 715

Name:

’ Oficiel Public Comment 3
! Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppott a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount_of water that could be available for the river,

- Legislalion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, B 5. Cappef
Narae: Whire Water Manufacturing, Inc
. E700 5, W Nebraska Ave.,
Address: Grants Pase. OR 97527
City/State/Zip: FBOOAGA6327 By, £15

Official Public Conyment ' o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced tl}e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatinng were lmited 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 wildtife priority over the diversion of any water
o tpe CVD. Thercfore, the Preferred Alicrnative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem "

Thank You,

Name: Metper %. frorme
Address: En dox /93

City/StareiZip: 4}, [+, A 558

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

Official Public Comment 57 , ’
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppaort a diversion of no rore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limiled by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional fegislation
clealy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Narne: SHIHEY C. ,6’:}!55
Address: Lo. dov T3
City/State/Zip: ﬂm[né Ci 74353

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

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scfence and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water thar conld be available for the river,

Legislation ereating 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 enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of Ihc;:ps tem.

Thank You, %5‘@ f Lty

Name: Kt A B . (o I J\-;é_.
address: 3RO NreiseR L usen  Foe D
City/State/Zip: H_L,o(ps Lol , (P Psae

o Official Public Comment 3 I ' 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 seience 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 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 lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: @‘m‘“{_

Address: (1 Ancyicns
i [efviay 1\)3
City/State/Zip: £60 Byt DE,
McKinizywiie
Calif, 955719-9225
RDD/TRINITY0379-433.D0C

Postcards from Shirley C. Foster, Claude E. Young, and Andy Lane

391-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
392-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
393-1 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

Offteial Public Comment 7 "-"

' Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no mare that 10 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Sasin. While [ support the science and sluc_ly Ilhat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Timited by
an assumplion abeut the amaunt of water Fh_at could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivee Division. and addlpuna_l !eg?lanonl )
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any wamr
to the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far encugh to
achieve a Tegally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
CityiState/Zip:

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team DMembers:

L suppaort a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouat of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legis)ation
clearly gives Trimty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss net eo far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mams (;_a fﬂ[‘(m ﬁﬂz@ﬂ

Address: 472 3P A paan A rZC\'
Chy/Suane'Zip: A= foaehe a4 05

I
: Official Public Comment qo
i 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
ar assumption about the amount of water that could be avajlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefirred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily dated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, L]

Address:
Ciiy/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY0379-433.00C

Name: }54_4 £ v /‘k? s> é}"‘\_—f
7 &

Postcards from Willard Thompson, Carolyn Frazee, and June Thompson

394-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
395-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
396-1 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

Postcards from Carl Tuck and Michael Morrison

397-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Official Public Comment

EIS/EIR Team Members: 398-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear B :

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watdm? 10?,
from ihe Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and 5th1 ¥ tt zé e
produced the Flow Evaluaiion Report, the recummenganonswxv]:ire{1mt|hee by
5 1 f waler that could be available lor i .
an assumption about the amount o r ih B T
islati i i rer Division, and additional legisla
Lepislation creating the Trinicy River Divis tignal »
-2 i ipi sldli ; the diversion of any water
- gives Tripity fish and wildlife priority aver
(l:(l)e?}{?CEVP There)fore, the Preferred Altemmative docs not g0 far enaugh to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the gcosystem.

Thank You,
Naime: M
A ddress: B075_Echo b

. City/State/Zip: Bﬁ"g‘)rﬁ C_,ﬁ; Sgl\-k

Cficial Public Comment 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

E
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 assumpticn about the amownt of watcr 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
e the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does mot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoraiion of the ecosystem.
Thank You, /L
Name: {tcHAET oozeZcsahS
Address: po ’501’( s g S/_

City/State/Zip: &5/?;/ Sl LA G52y

w V "~ ) s s
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from Paul Springer

399-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment qq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from The Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnption 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 C¥P. Therefore, the Me_n_edﬂ&h@giva dogs not go far cnough to
achisve a legally mandated Testoration of the ecosysigm_ T

Thank You, - )
Name: e, b S, {45 Fws netiad )
Address: fb 20 FHnrr By i

City/State/Zip: reate CTHh 755724
Freey Besg mocling U Tty 19 i fort Goiaaoo . fnd
PRI ey Iy S P S8 S Y
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

i riictonmer. SRS Postcards from Jeanne Hobar, Eric White, and Hilary Hacker

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinily River Besin While 1 support the scicnee and study that 400-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

ar assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the tiver,

. . up P
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 401-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . o
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemarive does not go far ensugh to 402-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve 2 legally mandated sestoration of the esusystem.

Thank You, /
Name: Jﬁ Bt -"LA}&L‘/

Address: @r&}i?fy
Ciy/StatelZip: _ MNirusnent (oo Gl 7

Officie] Public Camment ,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stdy 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,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prafarred Altemative does not go far enough to

achi legally man Testorat] f the ecosystem,
ieve a legally )/dmcﬁ)’ﬂ oTati p/T y
Thank You, 7 -=7 T

Name: R
Address: bW R Ll P

City/State/Zip: 07 Spaget oo 540407

Saspi vy Lo y

Official Public Comment 0 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 Report, the recommendations were limited by’
an a'ssur_npliuﬂ about the amount of water that could be aveilable for the HIVET.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversicn of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alicrmative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of e ecosystem,

Thank You, —.4,&9,_—\

Name: YulARy wacwia
— AEY nsAckEs
Address: PO A VS el

City/State/Zip: BEnway (A ASseq

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

Official Public Comment q o ’ Postcards from Tom Clifton, Karen Tenbroeck, and Greg Tenbroeck

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4031 Please see thematic responses (itled “Fisherics.”
'fmnl'n]pthe Tuinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by ¢

3 3 " : : ”
or assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 404-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi_nona_l Izgislation | o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water 405-1 Please see thematic responses e
o [heYCgVP. Therefare, the Prefsrred Alternative does not ga far ¢nough to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: 7o »;1 Chm ;-_—"-rr_uJ
Address: Do FRgmEsSye g D
City/State/Zip:  J=£D Yo, Ca Glood

Official Pubiic Comment o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Fow
from the Trinity River Busin. While I support the science and study that
produced 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 w0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Nama: I gy TEWRRUEC L,
Address: _P_O 30K 201 GI
Ciry/State/Zipr __PMIMDEW , MV BOYZT

Cfficial Public Comment
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L suppaort a diversion of ne more that 3) percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormendations were limited by
an assumplion gbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosyster.

Thank You,
Name: LReEl TENR RO W
Address: i '\3 q el smarel A

City/State/Zip: H 1‘\396\) ; [% %"C{LI 23
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Commen 1
Dear EXSEIR Team Memr ‘ qo b Postcards from Frank Coppel_, Sandy McKinley,
and Norman M. Christensen

[ support a Eii}'erm(_)n of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Tririty River Basin, While 1 suppott the science and study that

produced tl'}e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by ° i i “Fi ies.”
an assumption aboui the amount of water that could be available for the river. 406-1 Flease see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation gzeating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

eleacly gives®Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 407-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP_ngherefme, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You; :
Mame: (1131 1 Y P 1 P

Address: Frank Coppel
1830 Star Crest Drive
Grants Pass, OR 97527

408-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Clty/Stare/Zip:

Qfficial Public Camment 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percont of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evsluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Prafarred Alternative docs net go far enough to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: S indy !‘F/[N?t"‘l e

Address: 157 55??5«f)€&4¢j~\}{'¢/
City/State/Zip: p e Wres K (o FEUTY

- Official Public Conment o

. Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhers:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the mver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Name: /%fﬂﬁfd/% /_//?/jgzéﬂ/sfﬂ
Address: 2 /ﬁi’/?/?f/ A

CitylStaieiZip: A EsBed’ (OH F5595

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY0379-433.D0C g D3-171
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
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Letter from David Ross

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

Letter from Six Rivers Paddling Club Dated November 23, 1999

/ - 410-1 Thank you for your comments regarding leaving white—water.
' o canoeists out of Tables 3-32 and 3-33 of Section 3.8 Recreation in the
DEIS/EIR. Although not specifically called out, white-water

canoeists were assumed to be a subset of “white-water” activities in
these tables. Table 3-32 lists the preferred flow range for “white-

water (i.e. kayaking and rafting)” as 300-800 cfs. Accordingly,

impacts to white-water canoeists are summarized as a subset of
L”g “white water” in Tables 3-32 and 3-33. However, revisions have been
made to include white-water “canoeists” in these tables in the

FEIS/EIR. Please see Chapter 2 of the FEIS/EIR, Changes to the
€\0 3359 18th Strect, Burcka, CA 95501 DEIS/EIR.

November 23, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos'

S8 Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16™ Streer, Room 209
Arcata, California 953521

Dear Mr. Polos:

Thanik you for the opportunity to comment on the public draft of the Trinity River
Mainstem Fishery Restoration environmental impact statement/report {EIS/R).

We are going to comment on the recreational use of the Tonity as white water canoeists.
‘We think that white water canoeist where lef out of your list on recognized recreational
users iu Tables 3-32 and 3-33. In our opinion, there is a big difference between “canoeist
and white water canoeist” in their preferred flow ranges.

We believe that the habitat in the Ttinity River needs improvement, and from our 410-1
uneducated interpretation of the documen:, we are going to support the prefarred

aiternate. Along with the fisheries restoration, we think that the preferred alternative

would also improve the whitewater recreational opportunities on the Trinity River

My comments deal primarily with the analysis of whitewater recreation opportunities that
are affected by the proposals in the EIS/R.

As white water canceists, the three primary whitewater runs on the mainstem of the
Trinity River in the reach affected by these proposals are Pigeon Peint (iunction with
Nerth Fork of the Trinity to Big Flat); Hayden-Cedar (Hayden Flat campground to Cedar
Flat bridge); and the Hawkins Bar to Salyer (Hawkins Bar USFS river acoess to the

Trinity River Fishery Restoration FIS/R N
& Rivers Paddling Club
Arcaty, CA
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

public access at Sharbour (sp?) Slough on Fountain Ranch Read). Under the Intemational
Scale of Difficulty, Pigeon Foint is rated class 3, or imermediate; Hayden Cedar s tated
class 2, or advanced beginner; and Hawkins Bar is rated class 1+, or intermediate
beginoer,

These runs provide easily accessible whitewater for users at a variery of skitl tevels and
the first two are used extensively thraughout the year by whitewater boaters from
northern and central California, southern Oregon,

The increased flows into the river would provide addirional water that will increase the
opportunities for whitewater recrestion on all three of these runs. These increased flows
are particularly beneficial 1o recreation during criticalfy dry and dry years when other
regional rivers may not have boatable flows, and fate in the season (June-October) when
other snowmell ang rain-fed rivers no longer have boatable flows.

Recreational season of Memorial Day through Labor Day, the period defined as the
primary recreation season in the EIS/R, is not accurate in our opinion. Many whitewater
boaters who use the Trinity River believe that the whitewater recreation season can run
year around depending on how much winter rain runoff effects the flow into the Trinity.
Because the analysis defines the primary recreation scason as the sumer, the conclusion
is that the flow evaluation alternative constrains whitewater recreation for one week, If
the analbysis compared whitewater boating opportunities on the Trinity with opportunities
throughout the year at other regional tivers, the conglusion would likely be that the
increased flows under the maximum flow ané flow evaluation alternatives enhance rather
than constrain whitewater recreation. The analysis summarized in Table 3-33 shows only
constraints on recreation, but under NEPA | beneficial effects must also be considered.

}Ve believe thE}t the preferred recreation flow ranges/thresholds given in Table 3-32
incomectly assign 300 cubic feet per second (ofs) as the lower limit of the prefirred flow
range for kayaking, rafting or whitewater canoeists on these runs.

At 300 ofs, the whitewater muns on the mainstem of the Trinity are considered marginat
for all whitewater craft. At this low flow, rocks and other obstacles to navigate arotnd are
exposed or very ¢lose to the surface; some Toutes through rapids are not available; and
shallow reaches of the river may not have enough water to float 2 boat such as the rapid
on the. Hayden-Cedar mun commonly referred to as “Picket Fence. At 300 ofs, whitewater
canoeists have to porfage this long rapid as we can’t negotiate the tight turms at the very
bottom of the drop. Shallow water is more dangerous for whitewater canceists as when a
canoe tums over, the paddler is in danger of getting trapped under the canoe and getting
“beat up” by the rocks. Shallow water is also dangerous for kayakers as there may not be
fmcugh walter to complete an eskimo roll to bring the boat back upright. Inflatable rafts
in particutar have difficulty negotiating the shaflow rocks and narrow channels on any of
the three runs at 300 cfs. Inflatable rafls are susceptible to damage from shatp rocks that
become more prominent at Jow flows. ‘Fhe danger of foot entrapment for boaters who
have to exit their craft and swim fo shore increases at lower flows.

Trinity River Fishery Restoration EIS/R 2
& Rivers Paddling Club
Arcata, CA
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Letter from Six Rivers Paddling Club continued

For the purposes of the DEIS/EIR, the primary recreation season is
defined as Memorial Day to Labor Day, or approximately the last
week in May to the end of the first week in September, because the
majority of recreation use across all recreation user types takes place
during this period. It is acknowledged, however, that recreation
takes place on the Trinity River year-round. Please see page 3-263 of
the DEIS/EIR which states that “during the primary recreation
season, water-dependent and water-enhanced Trinity River recrea-
tion includes boating, kayaking, canoeing, rafting, inner-tubing,
fishing, swimming, wading, camping, gold panning, nature study,
picnicking, hiking and sight-seeing. In addition, fishing for chinook
salmon, steelhead, and rainbow and brown trout is a major recrea-
tional activity on the Trinity River throughout the remainder of the
year.” The last sentence has been modified in the FEIS/EIR to
include year-round boating activities as well. Please see Chapter 2 of
the FEIS/EIR, Changes to the DEIS/EIR.

Please note that the selection of the primary recreation season for
recreation opportunities analysis was meant to provide a summary
of impacts to a broad range of recreation opportunities on the Trinity
River throughout the summer months. The primary recreation
season was not intended to specifically capture the “primary white-
water recreation season.”

In addition, as the commentor accurately states, “many whitewater
boaters who use the Trinity River believe that the whitewater
recreation season can run year round depending on how much
winter rain runoff effects the flow into the Trinity.” It is very
important to note that winter rain runoff plays a very key role in
impacts to white-water activities on the Trinity River. During
periods of high run-off, impacts from Lewiston releases play a less
significant role in Trinity River flows. As stated on page 3-264 of the
DEIS/EIR, “during the primary recreation season, Trinity River
flows are most influenced by Lewiston releases in the summer
months given tributary flow is generally not much of a factor during
this period. Many of the recreation activities, in particular white-
water kayaking and rafting, are most prevalent downstream of the
river’s confluence with the North Fork of the Trinity River.” As such,
Lewiston releases play a minor role in Trinity River flows compared
to tributary inflows throughout the remainder of the year, especially
downstream of the confluence with the North Fork of the
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from Six Rivers Paddling Club continued

410-2 Trinity River where white-water activities generally occur.

cont’d Therefore, the primary recreation season, i.e., a period of generally
low rainfall and low tributary inflow, is the best period to evaluate
the most significant and direct impacts to white-water activities for
each of the alternatives because of the direct changes in the Lewiston
release schedule. In summary, impacts to white-water activities on
the Trinity River during the “non-primary” recreation season (i.e.,
late fall, winter, early spring) cannot be determined by strictly
analyzing Lewiston releases; tributary inflows would have to be
considered as well. Such a detailed analysis was determined to be
beyond the necessary scope of the DEIS/EIR by the lead agencies
because white-water impacts are already addressed in the DEIS/EIR
for the primary recreation season (the season when Lewiston
releases play the greatest role in impacts to white-water recreation).
Please also note that year-round Trinity River average weekly flow
data is available in Recreation Resources Appendix D for further
analysis.

In addition, the commentor is correct that under NEPA, beneficial
impacts to white-water activities must be considered, and are in fact
considered, in the DEIS/EIR. As such, potential beneficial impacts to
white-water activities are noted in the DEIS/EIR on page 3-269 of
the DEIS/EIR which states that “white water kayaking and rafting
are constrained during the same week at the end of May during
extremely wet water-year class when the Trinity River flows exceed
the upper preferred threshold of 8,000 cfs for white-water activities.
In general, however, those who prefer flows on the higher end of the
preferred range would experience improved conditions compared to
No Action.” This last week in May is the only period during the
primary recreation season under all the alternatives when the Trinity
River flows exceed the 8,000-cfs white-water threshold. As such, it is
noted in the DEIS/EIR that such an exceedance may indeed be
beneficial to some white-water user groups. In addition, a footnote
has been added to Table 3-33 to note this potential benefit more
clearly. Please see Chapter 2 of the FEIS/EIR, Changes to the
DEIS/EIR.
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Letter from Six Rivers Paddling Club continued

Table 3-32 conservatively assigns 300 cfs as the lowest threshold for
white-water activities because this flow range was intended to
encompass the broadest range of white-water users on the Trinity
River. In addition, by selecting a conservatively low threshold range,
the worst-case impacts to white-water activities could be
determined. However, the commentor’s recommendation has been
noted, and Tables 3-32 and 3-33 have been revised to incorporate a
revised minimum white-water threshold of 450 cfs. Please see
Chapter 2 of the FEIS/EIR, Changes to the DEIS/EIR.

It may be noted that using a higher minimum white-water threshold
of 450 cfs does not change white-water impacts for the Maximum
Flow Alternative, the Flow Evaluation Alternative, and the State
Permit Alternative as compared to using the 300-cfs threshold.
Please see the following tables.
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Totals for DEIS/EIR Whitewater Query (Preferred Threshold = 300-8,000 cfs)

Average Weekly Flow Data (cfs) Used for Recreation Opportunities Analysis - Proposed Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration EIS/EIR Flow Alternatives
(Excerpted from Recreation Resources Appendix D)

No Action/ Maximum Flow Alternative Flow Evaluation Alternative Percent Inflow Alternative State
Existing Permit
Conditions Alternative
Ex. Wet | Normal | Dry | Crit. | Ex. Wet | Normal | Dry | Crit. Ex. Wet | Normal | Dry | Crit.
Wet Dry | Wet Dry | Wet Dry
26-May 1086 7929 | 4286 2300 2000 | 2000 [[9810 '| 5285 2988 | 1503 | 1445 || 3745 | 2335 1241 1051 | 574 150
02-Jun 1000 5000 | 3714 2000 2000 | 2000 || 6476 | 3362 2309 | 1104 | 1104 | 3394 | 1813 1200 969 | 392 150
09-Jun 628 4286 | 2714 2000 2000 | 2000 || 5104 | 2179 2000 811 | 811 || 2805 | 1414 1041 723 | 303 150
16-Jun 450 2643 | 2400 2000 2000 | 2000 || 3464 | 2000 2000 596 | 596 || 2257 | 1088 745 573 | 267 150
23-Jun 450 2000 | 2000 2000 2000 | 2000 || 2355 | 2000 2000 461 | 461 | 1751 | 857 488 416 | 273 150
30-Jun 450 2000 | 2000 2000 2000 | 900 | 2000 | 2000 2000 450 | 450 [ 1400 | 593 342 285 | 146 150
07-Jul 450 2000 | 2000 1500 1500 | 900 || 1543 | 1543 1543 450 | 450 [ 1116 | 430 248 202 99 150
14-Jul 450 1700 | 1800 1200 1100 | 900 (| 696 | 696 696 450 | 450 || 818 313 189 150 73 150
21-Jul 450 1200 | 1000 800 700 | 900 || 450 | 450 450 450 | 450 | 579 | 237 147 118 61 150
28-Jul 450 629 900 650 700 | 900 | 450 | 450 450 450 | 450 || 443 181 115 93 51 150
04-Aug 450 450 900 650 700 | 900 | 450 | 450 450 450 | 450 || 312 145 96 83 42 150
11-Aug 450 450 800 650 700 | 900 || 450 | 450 450 450 | 450 || 233 118 84 72 38 150
18-Aug 450 450 670 650 700 | 900 | 450 | 450 450 450 | 450 187 102 75 65 34 150
25-Aug 450 450 650 650 700 | 900 || 450 | 450 450 450 | 450 172 93 70 58 33 150
01-Sep 450 450 650 650 700 | 900 | 450 | 450 450 450 | 450 148 97 64 55 33 150
# Weeks Out of 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 7 9 10 12 15
Preferred Range:
# Weeks In Preferred 15 15 15 15 15 15 14 15 15 15 15 1 8 6 5 3 0
Range (bolded above):

' Whitewater kayaking and rafting are constrained during the last week of May during the extremely wet water-year class when the Trinity River flows
exceed the upper preferred threshold of 8,000 cfs for white-water activities. In general, however, those who prefer flows on the higher end of the
preferred range would experience improved conditions compared to No Action.

45%7 7.
RDD/TRINITY0379-433.D0C V

N D3-177

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page




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

Totals for Revised FEIS/EIR Whitewater Query (New Preferred Threshold = 450-8,000 cfs)

Average Weekly Flow Data (cfs) Used for Recreation Opportunities Analysis

No Action/ Maximum Flow Alternative Flow Evaluation Alternative Percent Inflow Alternative State
Existing Permit
Conditions Alternative
Ex. Wet | Normal | Dry | Crit. | Ex. | Wet | Normal | Dry | Crit. | Ex. | Wet | Normal | Dry | Crit.
Wet Dry | Wet Dry | Wet Dry
26-May 1086 7929 | 4286 2300 2000 | 2000 | 9810' | 5285 2988 1503 | 1445 || 3745 | 2335 1241 1051 | 574 150
02-Jun 1000 5000 | 3714 2000 2000 | 2000 || 6476 | 3362 2309 1104 | 1104 || 3394 | 1813 1200 969 392 150
09-Jun 628 4286 | 2714 2000 2000 | 2000 (| 5104 | 2179 2000 811 811 2805 | 1414 1041 723 303 150
16-Jun 450 2643 | 2400 2000 2000 | 2000 (| 3464 | 2000 2000 596 | 596 | 2257 | 1088 745 573 267 150
23-Jun 450 2000 | 2000 2000 2000 | 2000 (| 2355 | 2000 2000 461 461 1751 857 488 416 273 150
30-Jun 450 2000 | 2000 2000 2000 | 900 (| 2000 | 2000 2000 450 | 450 | 1400 A 593 342 285 146 150
07-Jul 450 2000 | 2000 1500 1500 | 900 | 1543 | 1543 1543 450 | 450 (| 1116 | 430 248 202 929 150
14-Jul 450 1700 | 1800 1200 1100 | 900 696 696 696 450 | 450 818 313 189 150 73 150
21-Jul 450 1200 | 1000 800 700 9200 450 450 450 450 | 450 579 237 147 118 61 150
28-Jul 450 629 9200 650 700 9200 450 450 450 450 | 450 443 181 115 93 51 150
04-Aug 450 450 9200 650 700 9200 450 450 450 450 | 450 312 145 96 83 42 150
11-Aug 450 450 800 650 700 9200 450 450 450 450 | 450 233 118 84 72 38 150
18-Aug 450 450 670 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 | 450 187 102 75 65 34 150
25-Aug 450 450 650 650 700 200 450 450 450 450 | 450 172 93 70 58 33 150
01-Sep 450 450 650 650 700 9200 450 450 450 450 | 450 148 97 64 55 33 150
# Weeks Out of (1] 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 6 9 10 11 14 15
Preferred Range:
# Weeks In Preferred 15 15 15 15 15 15 14 15 15 15 15 9 6 5 4 1 0
Range (bolded above):

' Whitewater kayaking and rafting are constrained during the last week of May during the extremely wet water-year class when the Trinity River flows
exceed the upper preferred threshold of 8,000 cfs for white-water activities. In general, however, those who prefer flows on the higher end of the
preferred range would experience improved conditions compared to No Action.
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Average Weekly Flow Data® (cfs) Used for Recreation Opportunities Analysis - Proposed Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration EIS/EIR Flow Alternatives

Totals for Whitewater Query (Preferred Threshold = 300-8,000 cfs)

No Action/ Maximum Flow Alternative Flow Evaluation Alternative Percent Inflow Alternative State
Existing Refined Refined Permit

Conditions Ex. Wet Wet Normal Dry Crit. Dry Ex. Wet Wet Normal Dry Crit. Dry Ex. Wet Wet Normal Dry Crit. Dry Alternative
30-Sep 450 300 300 300 300 300 450 450 450 450 450 111 82 70 54 61 200
07-Oct 450 300 300 300 300 300 450 450 450 450 450 111 75 77 69 88 200
14-Oct 328 300 300 300 300 300 321 321 321 321 321 271 200 82 86 75 200
21-Oct 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 177 126 129 78 70 200
28-Oct 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 429 149 93 158 65 200
04-Nov 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 266 366 134 122 116 250
11-Nov 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 982 289 194 169 127 250
18-Nov 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1845 375 291 312 122 250
25-Nov 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1055 590 275 230 99 250
02-Dec 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 937 726 284 232 111 200
09-Dec 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 593 868 263 383 171 200
16-Dec 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1410 900 227 358 187 200
23-Dec 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1661 1595 324 268 118 200
30-Dec 300 3000 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1238 1019 311 241 125 200
06-Jan 300 3000 3000 3000 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 826 820 313 256 142 150
13-Jan 300 3000 3000 3000 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1064 859 770 273 149 150
20-Jan 300 3000 3000 3000 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 3123 1307 634 271 140 150
27-Jan 300 3000 3000 3000 1900 300 300 300 300 300 300 1421 1345 558 384 169 150
03-Feb 300 3000 3000 3000 1950 300 300 300 300 300 300 1231 1316 635 314 212 150
10-Feb 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 1666 1454 835 519 408 150
17-Feb 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 1872 1469 738 617 246 150
24-Feb 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 2132 1349 1110 513 245 150
03-Mar 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 2456 1401 1120 565 210 150
10-Mar 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 1788 1156 1311 763 381 150
17-Mar 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 1660 1038 1296 792 429 150
24-Mar 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 1582 1018 1156 770 567 150
31-Mar 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 2087 1429 1306 880 491 150
07-Apr 300 4441 3631 3000 2100 300 300 300 300 300 300 1982 1393 1406 1085 565 150
14-Apr 300 5882 4262 3000 2500 300 300 300 300 300 300 1788 1635 1563 1235 542 150
21-Apr 300 7323 4893 3000 2900 300 500 500 500 557 1243 1949 1873 1740 1282 518 150
28-Apr 300 8764 5524 4215 3800 300 1500 2000 2500 4071 1500 2202 2068 1551 1266 578 150
05-May 1714 10205 6155 5429 2500 300 2000 2500 5683 3788 1500 2613 1994 1569 1306 696 150
12-May 2000 11643 6786 4000 2300 1250 2000 5857 5006 2783 1500 2968 2287 1613 1234 608 150
19-May 1700 27857 6429 2714 2100 2000 7786 7071 3867 2045 1500 3164 2476 1555 1198 562 150

PRIMARY RECREATION SEASON FLOWS:

26-May 1086 7929 4286 2300 2000 2000 9810 ° 5285 2988 1503 1445 3745 2335 1241 1051 574 150
02-Jun 1000 5000 3714 2000 2000 2000 6476 3362 2309 1104 1104 3394 1813 1200 969 392 150
09-Jun 628 4286 2714 2000 2000 2000 5104 2179 2000 811 811 2805 1414 1041 723 303 150
16-Jun 450 2643 2400 2000 2000 2000 3464 2000 2000 596 596 2257 1088 745 573 267 150
23-Jun 450 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2355 2000 2000 461 461 1751 857 488 416 273 150
30-Jun 450 2000 2000 2000 2000 900 2000 2000 2000 450 450 1400 593 342 285 146 150
07-Jul 450 2000 2000 1500 1500 900 1543 1543 1543 450 450 1116 430 248 202 99 150
14-Jul 450 1700 1800 1200 1100 900 696 696 696 450 450 818 313 189 150 73 150
21-Jul 450 1200 1000 800 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 579 237 147 118 61 150
28-Jul 450 629 900 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 443 181 115 93 51 150
04-Aug 450 450 900 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 312 145 96 83 42 150
11-Aug 450 450 800 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 233 118 84 72 38 150
18-Aug 450 450 670 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 187 102 75 65 34 150
25-Aug 450 450 650 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 172 93 70 58 33 150
01-Sep 450 450 650 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 148 97 64 55 33 150
08-Sep 450 300 650 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 150 84 58 52 30 150
15-Sep 450 300 300 300 300 300 450 450 450 450 450 168 81 55 50 29 150
22-Se) 450 300 300 300 300 300 450 450 450 450 450 116 92 73 50 50 150

#Weeks Out of Preferred Range: 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 7 9 10 12 15

7 Weeks In Preferred Range 15 15 15 15 15 15 14 15 15 15 15 11 8 6 5 3 0

* Average weekly flows are shown for the entire year. However, whitewater flows are only evaluated in the DEIS/EIR for the Primary Recreation Season because this is the period in which Lewiston releases play the greatest role in Trinity River flows. Tributary in-flows
play a much greater role in Trinity River Flows during the remainder of the year.

2 Whitewater kayaking and rafting are constrained during the last week of May during the extremely wet water-year class when the Trinity River flows exceed the upper preferred threshold of 8,000 cfs for white-water activities. In general, however, those who prefer flows
on the higher end of the preferred range would experience improved conditions compared to No Action.
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Average Weekly Flow Data® (cfs) Used for Recreation Opportunities Analysis - Proposed Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration EIS/EIR Flow Alternatives

Totals for Whitewater Query (Preferred Threshold = 450-8,000 cfs)

No Action/ Maximum Flow Alternative Flow Evaluation Alternative Percent Inflow Alternative State
Existing Refined Refined Permit

Conditions Ex. Wet Wet Normal Dry Crit. Dry Ex. Wet Wet Normal Dry Crit. Dry Ex. Wet Wet Normal Dry Crit. Dry Alternative
30-Sep 450 300 300 300 300 300 450 450 450 450 450 111 82 70 54 61 200
07-Oct 450 300 300 300 300 300 450 450 450 450 450 111 75 77 69 88 200
14-Oct 328 300 300 300 300 300 321 321 321 321 321 271 200 82 86 75 200
21-Oct 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 177 126 129 78 70 200
28-Oct 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 429 149 93 158 65 200
04-Nov 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 266 366 134 122 116 250
11-Nov 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 982 289 194 169 127 250
18-Nov 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1845 375 291 312 122 250
25-Nov 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1055 590 275 230 99 250
02-Dec 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 937 726 284 232 111 200
09-Dec 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 593 868 263 383 171 200
16-Dec 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1410 900 227 358 187 200
23-Dec 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1661 1595 324 268 118 200
30-Dec 300 3000 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1238 1019 311 241 125 200
06-Jan 300 3000 3000 3000 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 826 820 313 256 142 150
13-Jan 300 3000 3000 3000 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 1064 859 770 273 149 150
20-Jan 300 3000 3000 3000 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 3123 1307 634 271 140 150
27-Jan 300 3000 3000 3000 1900 300 300 300 300 300 300 1421 1345 558 384 169 150
03-Feb 300 3000 3000 3000 1950 300 300 300 300 300 300 1231 1316 635 314 212 150
10-Feb 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 1666 1454 835 519 408 150
17-Feb 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 1872 1469 738 617 246 150
24-Feb 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 2132 1349 1110 513 245 150
03-Mar 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 2456 1401 1120 565 210 150
10-Mar 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 1788 1156 1311 763 381 150
17-Mar 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 1660 1038 1296 792 429 150
24-Mar 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 1582 1018 1156 770 567 150
31-Mar 300 3000 3000 3000 2000 300 300 300 300 300 300 2087 1429 1306 880 491 150
07-Apr 300 4441 3631 3000 2100 300 300 300 300 300 300 1982 1393 1406 1085 565 150
14-Apr 300 5882 4262 3000 2500 300 300 300 300 300 300 1788 1635 1563 1235 542 150
21-Apr 300 7323 4893 3000 2900 300 500 500 500 557 1243 1949 1873 1740 1282 518 150
28-Apr 300 8764 5524 4215 3800 300 1500 2000 2500 4071 1500 2202 2068 1551 1266 578 150
05-May 1714 10205 6155 5429 2500 300 2000 2500 5683 3788 1500 2613 1994 1569 1306 696 150
12-May 2000 11643 6786 4000 2300 1250 2000 5857 5006 2783 1500 2968 2287 1613 1234 608 150
19-May 1700 27857 6429 2714 2100 2000 7786 7071 3867 2045 1500 3164 2476 1555 1198 562 150

PRIMARY RECREATION SEASON FLOWS:

26-May 1086 7929 4286 2300 2000 2000 9810 * 5285 2988 1503 1445 3745 2335 1241 1051 574 150
02-Jun 1000 5000 3714 2000 2000 2000 6476 3362 2309 1104 1104 3394 1813 1200 969 392 150
09-Jun 628 4286 2714 2000 2000 2000 5104 2179 2000 811 811 2805 1414 1041 723 303 150
16-Jun 450 2643 2400 2000 2000 2000 3464 2000 2000 596 596 2257 1088 745 573 267 150
23-Jun 450 2000 2000 2000 2000 2000 2355 2000 2000 461 461 1751 857 488 416 273 150
30-Jun 450 2000 2000 2000 2000 900 2000 2000 2000 450 450 1400 593 342 285 146 150
07-Jul 450 2000 2000 1500 1500 900 1543 1543 1543 450 450 1116 430 248 202 99 150
14-Jul 450 1700 1800 1200 1100 900 696 696 696 450 450 818 313 189 150 73 150
21-Jul 450 1200 1000 800 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 579 237 147 118 61 150
28-Jul 450 629 900 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 443 181 115 93 51 150
04-Aug 450 450 900 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 312 145 96 83 42 150
11-Aug 450 450 800 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 233 118 84 72 38 150
18-Aug 450 450 670 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 187 102 75 65 34 150
25-Aug 450 450 650 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 172 93 70 58 33 150
01-Sep 450 450 650 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 148 97 64 55 33 150
08-Sep 450 300 650 650 700 900 450 450 450 450 450 150 84 58 52 30 150
15-Sep 450 300 300 300 300 300 450 450 450 450 450 168 81 55 50 29 150
22-Se) 450 300 300 300 300 300 450 450 450 450 450 116 92 73 50 50 150

#Weeks Out of Preferred Range: 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 6 9 10 11 14 15

7 Weeks In Preferred Range 15 15 15 15 15 15 14 15 15 15 15 9 6 5 4 1 0

* Average weekly flows are shown for the entire year. However, whitewater flows are only evaluated in the DEIS/EIR for the Primary Recreation Season because this is the period in which Lewiston releases play the greatest role in Trinity River flows. Tributary in-flows
play a much greater role in Trinity River Flows during the remainder of the year.

2 Whitewater kayaking and rafting are constrained during the last week of May during the extremely wet water-year class when the Trinity River flows exceed the upper preferred threshold of 8,000 cfs for white-water activities. In general, however, those who prefer flows
on the higher end of the preferred range would experience improved conditions compared to No Action.
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The lowest preferred flow for the mainstem Trinity for rafting, kayaking, and whitewsater
canoeing should be noted as at least 450 cfs, rather than 300 cfs. 300 cfs is a minimal
flow {low threshold) but is not preferred.

The adverse effect of low flows on whitewater recreation is reflected in the conclusions
shown in Table 3-33 that the percent inflow alternative results in greater constraints over
longer pericds of time than other altematives, except for the state permit alternative in
which the flows are unacceptably low throughowt the year.

The analysis in Section 3-8, Recreation, summarized in Table 3-33, is oversimplified
with respect to constraints on whitewater boating under the meximum flow and flow
evaluation alternatives. The analyses do not account for the skill level of whitewater
hoaters who would atrempt any of the 3 whitewater runs at the higher end of the preferred
flow range, nor for constraints due to changing difficulty of the runs at different flows.
The conclusipns are oversimplified by stating that there are no constraints during the
primary recreatiom season under the maximum flow alternative during extremely wet
years and that whitewater recreation is constrained for one week under the flow
evaluation

The analysis defines constraints on whitewater recreation as those flows outside the
preferred flow range during the primary recreation season. Under the maximum flow
alternative, a peak release of 30,000 ofs in extremely wet years is depicted on Figare 2-2
as occurting 5 days prier to May 27, decreasing to around 8,000 ofs on May 27 and to
5,000 cfs around June 1. Under the flow evaluation alternative for extremely wet years, a
peak release of 11,000 cfs would occur from May 27 to June 1, leading to a conclusion
that whitewater recreation is constrained for one week.

*
For flows greater than 3000 ¢fs at the Lewiston gage, the majority of whitewater canoeist
would choose to boat on other rivers. We can’t speak for other types of boaters, as
kayakers and rafiers are willing to boat bigher flows than canoeists are comfortable with.

The analysis for the effects of the flow evaluation correetly notes that boaters who prefer
higher fiows would experienice improved conditions compared 1o the no action
alternative. The more skilled kayakers and rafters wouldn’t have problems at the high
flows in the preferred range. Advanced kayakers may even enjoy, with out problems,
boating at 11,000 cfs (flow evaluation alternative).

The enalysis shovld note that canstraints on whitewater boating are dependent on boater
skill leved and difficuity of the whitewater run, and that low flows constrain whitewater
recreation fo & far greater extent than high flows,

In conchusion, 6 Rivers Paddling Club supporis the proposal to imcrease flows into the
‘Trinity River for the purpose of restoration of the anadromous fishery. In the absence of
an altemative that would allow all the inflow into the Trinity River basin to be retained in
Trinity River Fishery Resloration EIS/E 3

& Rivers Paddling Club
Acata, CA

RDD/TRINITY0379-433.00C

Letter from Six Rivers Paddling Club continued

410',3 410-4 The commentor is correct. The analysis in the DEIS/EIR generally

cont'd does not account for the skill level of white-water boaters who
would attempt any of the three white-water runs at the higher end
of the preferred flow range, nor the constraints due to changing
difficulty of the runs at different flows. The overall level of
evaluation of the impacts to recreation opportunities in the
DEIS/EIR was meant to serve as a broad measurement of impacts to
an expansive range of recreational activities on the Trinity River. The
intent of the DEIS/EIR was not to supply a detailed analysis of
impacts to a particular recreational user group (i.e., white-water
users), but instead to provide a broad view of impacts to an
extensive spectrum of recreational users. Therefore, skill levels of the
various white-water users, or other recreational users such as
swimmers and waders, are not considered in the analysis provided
in Section 3.8, nor the preferred threshold flow ranges listed in Table

410-4 3-33. The preferred flow ranges listed in the DEIS/EIR were
intended to quantify the upper and lower flow limits as
“worst-case” impacts to all types of recreational activities, regardless
of skill levels. Please see revisions to Tables 3-32 and 3-33 as noted in
Chapter 2 of the FEIS/EIR, Changes to the DEIS/EIR. Regarding
beneficial impacts to white-water activities as noted in the
DEIS/EIR, please see Response 410-2.

K./'Q N _-l
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Letter from Six Rivers Paddling Club continued

the river, the preferred alternative appears 10 be the minimally acceptable compromise to
promote the natural functions and values of the river,

In preparing these comments for 6RPC, T would like to inform Yyou that i received a copy
of the document on CD> which was nice up to a certain point. T was unable to print out
beyond page 3-272, so 1 tried to access the document on the web at
www.cefwo.ri.fws.pov and was unable connect after many tries over a period of 2 week.
Thersfore, T hope that my assesment of the information is correct.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on this propossl,

Sincerely,
(TSNP K;\_.__,._?,
{0 R 02D t.«ac b NI P
8 Rivers Paddling Club
c/o Carol Krueger

3350 18
Eureka, Calif. $5501

‘Trinjy River Fishery Restoralion EIS/R K
6 Rivers Paddling Club
Asiata, Th
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— Letter from Norma M. Christensen, M.D., Dated November 22, 1999
PHOHE i707] k41,5368 900 BARRY ROAD
KHEELAND, CALIFCRHIA 95545
411-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
NORMAN M. CHRISTENSEN, M. D. ‘
Mr. Joe Polos Re: Trinity River Flow
Tnited States Fish and Wildlife Service November 22, 1999

1125 16th Street, Room 209
Arcata, CA 95321

Dear Mr. Polos

I write to urge that the Trinity River be restored to seventy (70) percent of its natural 4111
flow. Ihawve fished the river since 1955 and [ have seen the anadromous fish runs go from } -
exceptional to very poor. This huge decline is due to 2 great extent to the marked reduction in

flow. It 1s my recollection that the original compact called for maintenance, at pre-diversion

levels , of the fish rns. The river is sick and the government needs to deliver on its promise

Sincerely yours,

hristensen
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242

Robert A, Knight, PE
649 South First Street
Dunsmuir, CA 96025
(530) 235-0945

November 17, 1999

bknisht@cwo com
Mr. Joe Polos
[1.8. Fish and Wildlife Service
1655 Heindon Road

Arcata, CA 95521
RE: COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER DRAFT EIS/EIR

Dear Mr, Polos:

First, | want to thank your organization for the oppertunity to provide
coimments at the November 16, 1999 Trinity River DEIS/EIR public
hearing,

At the hearing, [ kept my comments very brief and to the point. 1 will do the
same here, only adding some explanation of my background in otder to
establish my qualifications. T am a Professional Engineer registered in
California. For the past 21 years T worked in the ublic sector {County of
Sacramento) in Environmental Management, In my professional capacity 1
prepared and reviewed a substantial number of EIRs, as well as directed the
implementation of environmental legislation and regulations. Additionally, [
served as the Conservation Chair for the Northern California Federation of
Fly Fishers.

HISTORICAL SETTING

The 1955 Trinity River Act authorizing the construction of the dams
specifically mandated that the fish and wildlife of the Trinity River basin not
be harmed.

The Federal Government has trust obligations to two Native American
Tribes (Hoopa and Yurok) in the area,

RDD/TRINITY0379-433.00C
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Letter from Robert A. Knight continued

Since the construction of the dams on the Trinity River, up to 90% of the 4121 Please see the thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
river’s natural flow has been diverted to the Central Valley Project. ) . .

412-2 Please see thematic response titled “Implementation Funding and
Since the construction of the dams, the fishery has declined nearly 90%, Relationship to Repayment, Reimbursement, and the CVPIA

leading to the listing of Coho salmon under the Endangered species Act, Restoration Fund.”
Steelhead are a candidate for listing.

The Trinity River and its restoration program are independent from the

CALFED process. The restoration process is mandated by the 1935 Trinity

River Act, the 1984 Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildlife management Act,

and the later Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA). The CVPIA.

reaffirms the Trinity River’s unique position within the Central Valley

Project, and ¢learly sets forth that the restoration of the Trinity River be

considered independently from the other California water issues.

SPECIFIC COMMENTS

It is my imderstanding that the Preferred Alternative in the DEIS/EIR targets

a fisheries restoration of 66%. This would be accomplished by reducing

water diversions (from up to 90% to 52%), and by mechanical restoration of 412-1
the streamnbed. First, a 66% restoration fails to meet the legislative mandate,

and while no project can guarantee fiill restoration, planning for less than

full restoration of the fishery does guarantee failure to meet legislative

mandates. Secondly, mechanical restoration is expensive. The DEIS/EIR

doesn’t address the source of funding these restoration projects. To assume

local funding would be available is net reasonable, and neither the State nor

the Federal povernments have been willing to make funding available in the 412-2
past. It is recomrnended that the final EIS/EIR change the Preferred

Alternative to once that more closely matches the legislative mandate. and

has significantly Jess reliance on extensive mechanical siream bed

réstoration.

Secondly, since the Trinity River Fishery has been denied appropriate water
flows for the past 36 years, and since the restoration project, including the
Flow Evaluation Study and Report has been going on for 15 years, the
current time frame for review of the DEIS/EIR. is justified. It is
recommended that no extension to the time to review the DEIS/EIR be

granted.
RDD/TRINITY0379-433.D0C b D3-185
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Letter from Robert A. Knight continued

Again, thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the Trinity
River DEIS/EIR. Please feel free to contact me if you have questions
regarding my comments.

Sincerely,

Robert A. Knight, PE
649 South First Street
Dunsmuir, CA 96025
(530) 235-0945
bknight@ewo.com

N <y v
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— Letter from David Luther Dated November 19, 1999

November 19, 1999 413-1 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

Joe Polos
U, 3. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Room 209

Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos,

[ am writing you to comment on the current plans for the Trinity River.
As someone who visits the Trinity River and its tributaries regularly
urge you to please consider the following points while determining the
fate of this precious region:

1) The Trinity River Act of 1955, that authorized the dams,
specifically mandated that the fish and wildlife of the basin not be
harmed. The Interior Secretary was directed to ensure that fish
and wildlife in the basin were protected. However, since the dams
were completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90
percent decline in the fisheries by the early 1990's. The coho
salmon is now listed under the Endangered Species Act, and
steelhead are a candidate for listing.

2) The federal government's trust obligations to two Native American
Tribes has gone unfulfilied for more than 36 years because of
excessive water diversions from the Trinity River. The thne has 413-1
come for the federal government to beghf fulfilling its legally
mandated responsibilities to the Hoopa Valley and Yurck Tribes.

3) Twao decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the
needed information to make a good decision for the Trinity. While
the science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation
Report are sound, the recommendations were limited by an
assumption about the amount of water that could be available for
the river. However, more water can be made available since the
legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and later legislation,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlfe priority over the diversion of
any water to the CVP,

4 When the Trinity is restored, the commercial and sport fishing,
rafting, and tourism economies of the Northermn California and
Southern Oregen will rebound.

<~ Vv Y
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y

5) The Trinity River and its restoration program are completely
independent of the CALFED process, Restoration of the Trinity
River is mandated in the 1955 legislation authorizing construction
of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildlife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project
Improvement Act {CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffirms the Trinity's unigue
position within the Central Valley Project (CVP) and clearly sets
forth that restoration of the Trinity is to be considered
independently from other California water issues.

6) The federal government's promise to raintain a healthy fishery in
the Trinky River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and
past legislation mandated a flow decision by the end of 1996.
If these legislated promises are not finally fulfilled, why should we
believe any promises developed through CALFED? A restored
Trinity River will allow Californians to have faith that the engoing
CALFED negotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our
state's water pelicies.

Please consider the aforementioned points when deciding the fate of this
river and the people on it. You can write back to me at 12 Rosewood
Court, San Rafael, CA 94901

Sincerely,

D -

David Luther

RDD/TRINITY0379-433.00C
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Letter from Kay August Sullivan Dated November 17, 1999

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.
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Letter from Clear Creek Community Services District
Dated November 19, 1999

X T dd .
5880 Dak Street : - — Fax. (330 3573723
Anderson, CA 960879216 Commnaity Services District Telephone: (330) 357-2121

November 19, 1699

U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service
Atta: Mr, Joe Polos

1655 Heindon Road

Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos;

On behalf of the Clear Creek Community Services District, we submit the following
comments 10 become a part of the permanent record for the Trinity River Mainstream
Fishery Restoration EIS public hearings.

The Clear Creek Community Services District, established in 1963, entered into a water
service/repayment contract with the United States Bureau of Reclamation in 1967 to
divert agricultural water from the Trinity South Unit of the Central Valley Project, to the
Happy Valley ares, a community approximately mine miles southwest of Redding,
California.  This defivery was made possible thought #5 and 42 inch conduit installed
through mountainous terrain o the head of the district, some eight miles from the point of
diversion at Whiskeytown Darn.

The original size (acreage) of the District and water made available under the contract was
established on a repayment feasibility basis and groundwater study, The long term
contract established a maximum annual allccation of 15,300 acre feet, That original
contract expired in 1992 and the District has been operaring under short term interim
renewal contracts since. While the original size of the District wes approximately 13,000
acres, it is now approaching 20,600,

Through education, conservation and several other factors, we have reduced the average
annual deliveries from an historical high of 13,000 acre feet to a current average of 7,000
acre feet. 'We have made available, through transfers, a portion of this unised allocation
to other CVP contractors, The Board of Directors of Clear Creek Community Services
Distriet would be remiss in their fiduciary responsibilities if they did not preserve the

Serving the Commanity of Happy Vailey

e D3-190
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_/'- Letter from Clear Creek Community Services District continued
415-1 The modeling effort used in the DEIS/EIR to identify potential
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service impacts to M&I customers such as the CCCSD assumed contractual
Mr. Joe Poles amounts, terms of the water service contract, and historic use in the

Ea;v: ;nber 15,1999 analysis. This approach was applied the same across all CVP Mé&lI

and agricultural contractors.

balance of this allocation for future growth. They fitmly believe this demonstrates good 415-2 As discussed in Response 415-1, the contractual amount and historic

stewardship of the supply, and that the District should not be penalized through reduced . . .
allocation, nor should this water be viewed as “found water™ to use for purposes other use for the CCCSD was used in the modehng analy51s.

than originally established in the Disirict’s long term contract with USBR.

While we share the concern of restoring flows for the health of the fisheries and the

Trinity River, our major cencern is that this District, and its populstion base of 415-1
8,000 individuals, not be harmed by virtue of carrying more than an equitable share

of the burden associated with the solution to this restoration project.

Clear Creek Community Services District entered into a good faith contract with the
USBR, with our ability to repay the federal government for project construction costs
directly asseciated to the amount of water delivered. This is & closed system from which
we deliver approximately 25% domestic and 75% agticultural water. Due to the evolution
of domestic demands, the District was required by the State Department of Health
Services to expand the filtration facilities. We are currently repaying a $5 million dollar
debt for this expansion. If the allocation is substantially reduced, it will, ir: effect, remove
the District’s ability to repay long term debts and fixed costs directly associated with
diverting and delivering water, and this District will no longer be a viable entity. It should
be noted that this water is the sole source of supply for this District.

‘We are requesiing that the pubiic comment petiod be extended to a period of 90 days, due

to the comphicated pature of the issues. Also, that assurances be given to all

bereficiaries of Trinity River water, that based on individnal circumstances, they 415-2
will share equaily in the burdens, as well as solutions, to restore the flows to the

Trinity River.

Sincerely,

‘_/({/Lﬂ‘c/ ZU hé;naw wé»t/::-_._

Char Workman-Flowers,
General Manager

[ Clear Creek Board of Directors

K./'Q N _-l
V T P D3-191

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY0379-433.00C



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

Letter from Dean Schneider

Dean Schoeider 416-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3038 Tegra Linda Drive
Santz Rosa, CA 95404 416-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

Mr. Joe Polos

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr, Poles,

River management is an important part of maintaining healthy fisheries and
ensuring adequate water supply to communities. I am writing in support of restoring
the Trinity River and its entire ecosystem by implementing a flow vegine of ai Ieast 416-1
70 percent.

The Trinity River Act of 1955, anthorizing dam construction, specifically
mandated that the fish and wildlife of the basin not be harmed. The Interior
Secretary was directed to ensure that fish and wildlife in the basin were protected.
Hawever, since the dams were completed in 1963, water diversions led to & nearly 50
percent decline in the fisheries by the early 19905, The coho salmon is now listed
under the Endangered Species Act, and steethead are a candidate for listing.

Futhermore, two American Indian tribes have been denied water rights to the
Trinity River because of excessive water diversions to the Central Valley, It is importans
that the federal government honor ils trust abligations to'the Hoopa Valley and Yurok 416-2
American Indian tribes. The time has come for the federal government o begin fulfilling
its legally mandated responsibilities to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok Tribes. ’

Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1953 legislation authorizing
construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildlife
Management Act of 1984, and the Contral Vallev Project Improvement Act (CVPIA). T
urge you to take steps foward restoring the Trinity River. When the Trinity River is
restored, the commercial and sport fishing, rafting, and tourism economies of the
Nortthern California and Southern Oregon will rebound, Take steps to increase the health
of fisheries and 1o increase water flow in the Trinity River, Thank you for your time and
consideration,

Sincerely,

Van Moa 4

Dean Schneider

é/\l v -l
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Supject: Levistation to restore flows in the Trinity Hiver
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WAZ iwcrzasen witn lack of scourimg TRPe vesrmal
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TheraTtore, any recanfiguraticn tne Goverrmznt suthoriswy one
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Sinrcerely yours,
K -
< &AT,M:,@&
2-alla A0 Rsoinall

(Anglino G2 streans
for 63 vears.
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Letter from Gerald A. Aspinall

417-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

417-1
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Movember 19%, 1959

418-1
Mr. Yo Polos
U, S. Fish and Wildlife Service ' 418-2
1125 16% Street, Rocmn 209

Arcata, CA 05521

Mr. Polos,

T will be unable o atiend in person the Trinity River Public Hearings so | am writing to express my views for the official
Public Comments record, T am in favor of restoring the Trinity River fisheries by returning water flows to the river. Since the
Trinity damt was completed in 1963 90% of the Trinity River has heen diverted ‘This decrease in flows has resubted in
drymatic declines in fish populations, This decline represents a serious threat to hiclogical diversity and 2 bealthy ecosystem.
It has also had a negative impact on recreational opportunities and (he economies it supports,

Let mie remind you that the Frinity River Act of 1935, anlhdrizing the dams, specifically mandated thay the fish and wildlife
of the basin not be harmed. The Interior Secretary was directed to protect the fish and wildlife in the basin, Since the
diversions n 1963 the decling in the Ssheries has been s0 dramatic that coho safmen have been listed under the Endsnprred
Species Act and steelhead are a candidate for listing.

Furthermore, the federal government's trust obligations to two Native American Tribes has goae unfalfilfed for moes than 36
years becanse of excessive water diversions from the Trinity River. It is time for the federal government to fulfill its iegally 418-1
mandited responsibilities (o the Hoopa and Yuorok Tribes. -

Additionally, twemty years of scientific study and evidence have armerd us with the necessary information to make sound
dexisions for the Trinity River. While the science and observation thar produced the Flow Evaluation Report are sound, the
recomumendations were limited by an assumption about the amont of water that could be made available to the river,
However, mote water can be made available since the legislation creating the Triniry River Division, and later lepistation,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler to the Centrat Valley Project (CVF).

Alsq, the country is currently experiencing a budget surphus, however, funds allocated for restration of the Trinity River

have been cut and continued fumding for mechanical restoration projects appears tenuovs. We need more than 48% of (e

annual watershed runoff prescribed in the Preferred Allemnative to ensure (hat the river will have adequate flows to restore, as 418-2
prescribed by law, the Trinity's fGsheries and wildlife.

Importantly, the Trinity River and its restoraticn are completely independent of the CALFED process. Restoration of the
Trinity is mandated in the 19555 legislation authorizing the cobisiraction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River
Basin Fish and Wiidlife Management Act of 1984 and the cenal Valley Preject Improvement Act {CYPLA). The TVPIA
reconfirms the Trinity's wnique status within the CVF and clearly delineates thal restoration of the Trieity is to be considered
independendy of other California water issues.

Moreover, the fedtral government's promise (0 mainiain a healthy fishery in the “Teinity River has been disregarded for the
Iast 36 years, and past legislation mandated a fow decision by 19967 If these legislated obligations are not fulfilled, kow can
the people be expected 1w believe promises developed via CALFED? A restored Trinily River would provide Californims
with faith that CALFED negotiations will result in fmproved siate’s water policies.

And finally, when the Trinity is restored, the commercial and sport fishing, rafiing and tourism economies of Northern
California and Southern Cregon will rebound.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
:Sleve Chramm
205 Cosky Drive, #2
Marina, CA 93933
RDD/TRINITY0379-433.D0C
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Letter from Lee P. Gooding

1 l q 419-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Wr. Joe Polos Lee P. Gooding
U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service P.0. Box 1195
1125 16th St., Reom 209 Forestville,Ca. 95436

Arcata, CA 95521
Dezar Mr, Polos,

River management is an inportant part of maintzining healthy fisheries and
ensuring adequate water supply to communities. 1 am writing in support of restoring
the Trinity River and its enfire ecosystem by implementing 2 flow regime which
allows the Trinity to keep at least 70 percent of its flow. However, since tH&m the } 419-1
Trinity River were completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90 percent decline
in the fisheries by the early 1950s. The coho salmon now is Iisted under the Endangered
Species Act, and steelhead are 2 candidate for listing. The decline of 90 percent of the
fish population by the 1990's is cause to increase the flow of the Trinity River to at least
0%, of its original capacity.

Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1933 tegislation authorizing
construction of the Trinity River Division, the Triuity River Basin Fish and Wildlife
Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CYPIA). T
urge you to take steps toward restoring the Trinity River. When the Trinity Riveris
restored, the commercial and sport fishing, réﬂing?and tourism economties of e
Northern California and Southern Oregon will rebound. Take steps t increase the health
of fisherias and 1o increase watsr flow in the Trinity River. Thank you for your time and

consideration.

RDD/TRINITY0379-433.D0C K.N o -’l
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Sacramento CA
November‘l& 1999
Mr. Joe Polos
U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16™ 5t
Arcata, CA 95521-5582

Dear Mr. Polos,

We were unable to attend today’s public comment hearing on the plan to increase
flows to the Trinity River. (Unfortunately, we found out about the hearing after it was
held.) However, we want to register our swong support for substantial increases to the
Trinity River. After all, the plan would merely restore (in part) flows that namre all along
intended for that river. Hopefully, the restoration will eventually repair some of the
severe ecologic;al damage wrought by the massive diversions of water from the Trinity
watersbed into the central valley, and also repair some of the uncenscionable harm done
to the tribes living in the Trinity watershed. Thank you for considering our comments.

Sincerely,

Pt TG Tln S

*

Robert Turnage and Kristing Somma

Ces

President Clinton

Senator Feinstein

Senator Boxer

Robert Matsui, Member of Congress

RDD/TRINITY0379-433.00C
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Letter from Carol and Dave Krueger Dated November 23, 1999

e

",
CAROL AND DAVE KRUEGER 421-1 Please see Response 410-1.
3359 18th Street, Fureka, CA 95501 zl 421-2 Please see Response 410-3.

November 23, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

US Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16™ Street, Room 209
Arcata, California 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the public draft of the Trinity River
Mainstem Fishery Restoration environmental impact statement/report (EIS/R).

As white water canoeists, we are going fo comment on the recreational use of the Trinity

We think that white water canoeist where left out of your list on recognized recreational

users in Tables 3-32 and 3-33. In our opinion, there is a big difference between “canocist

and white water canoetst” in their preferred flow ranges. Whitewater canoeist should be 421-1
included with kayaking and rafting in their preferred flow ranges.

The habitat in the Trinity River needs improvement, and we are going to support the
preferred altemate. Along with the fisheries restoration, we think that the preferred
alternative would also improve the whitewater recreational opportunities on the Trinity
River.

My comments deal primarily with the analysis of whitewdter recreation opportunities that
are affected by the proposals in the EIS/R.

As white water canoeist, we have three favorite runs on the mainstem of the Trinity River
that will be affected by the proposals in the EIR/R. These runs are: Pigeon Point
{Pigeon Point campground 1o Big Flat); Hayden—Cedar (IHayden Flat campground to
Cedar Flat bridge), and the Hawkins Bar to Salyer (Hawkins Bar USFS river access to
the public access at Sharbour (sp?) Slough on Fountain Ranch Road). Under the
International Scale of Difficulty, Pigeon Point is rated class 3, or intermediate; Havden-
Cedar is rated class 2, or advanced beginner; and Hawkins Bar is rated class I+, or
intermediate beginner.

These runs provide easily accessible whitewater for users at a varfety of skill levels and
the first two are used extensively throughout the year by whitewater boaters from
northern and central California, and southern Cregon.

We believe that the preferred recreation flow ranges/thresholds given in Table 3-32 421-2
incorrectly assign either 200 or 300 cubic feet per second (cfs) as the lower limit of the
preferred flow for whitewater canoeists or kayaking at on these runs.

Trinigy River Fighery Restoration EISR 1
Carol and Dave Knicger

é/\l N ;l
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At 300 cfs, the whitewater runs on the mainstem of the Trinity are marginal whitewater

canoes. At this low flow, navigating around rocks and other obstacles to navigate around 421-3
are sxposed or very elose to the surface; some routes through rapids are not avaﬂaﬁ)le;
ard shallow reaches of the river may not have enough water to float a boal such as the
rapid on the Hayden-Cedar run commonly referred 10 as “Picket Fence. Even at current
releases of 400-430 cfs, whitewater canoeists have to portage this long rapid as we can't
negotiate the tight tumns at the very bottom of the drop. Shaliow water is more dangerons

for whitewater canoeists as when a canoe tums over, the paddler is in danger of getiing > 421-2
trapped under the canoe and getting “beat up” by the rocks. cont’'d

We feel that the lowest preferred flow for the mainstem Trinity for rafiing, kayaking, and
whitewater canoeing should be noted as at least 450 cofs, rather than 200 - 300 ofs. 300
cfs {3 a minimal flow (low threshold) but is not preferred, Y,

Recreational season of Memorial Day through Labor Day, the period defined as the 3
primary recreation season in the EIS/R, is not accurate in our opinion . We think that the
whitewater recreation season on the Trinity River can run year around depending on how
mmuch winter rain runoff effects the flow into the Trinity. For fows greater than 3000 efs
at the Lewiston gage, the majority of whitewater canoeist would choose 1o boat on other
nivers. We can’t speak for other types of bosters, as kayakers and rafters are willing to > 421-3
baat higher flows than canoeists are comforiable with,

The znalysis should note that constraints on whitewater boating are dependent on boater
skill level and difficulty of the whitewater nm, and that low flows constrain whitewater
recreation to & far greater extent than high flows. Y,

In conclusion, we, support the proposal to increase flows into the Trinitv River for the
purpose of restoration of the anadromous fishery. In the absence of an akernative that
would allow all the inflow into the Trinity River basin to be retained in the river, the
preferred alternative appears to be the minimally acceptable compromise to promote the
natural functions and values of the river,

In preparing these comments, { would like to inform you that | received a copy of the
document on CD which was nice up 1 a ceriain point. 1 was unable to print out beyond
page 3-272, so I tried to access the dacument on the web at www.ecfwo.rl.fws.gov and
was unable connect afier many tries over a petiod of a week. Therefore, I hope that my
assesment of the infermation s correet.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on this proposal.

Sincerely,

Carol and MCM W
3359 18®

Eureka, Calif. 95501

Trinity River Fishery Restoration E1$/R 2
Carol and Dave Krueger
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422-1

Mr. Joe Polos

.5, Tish and Wildlife Service
1125 16tk St. Rm. 209
Arcata, CA 95521

James Brobeck
E605 Banzanita
Chico, CA 93926

422-2

November 14, 1998

Diear Mr. Polas,

Lam writing to you to influence the [ntedor Secretary™s decision on the future of the mighty
Trinity River. My aim is to voice the public's concern for the health of the river and the associated species
that depend on the river.

The Trinity River should be allowed to maimain at least 70 percent of its flow. Since the dams
were completed in 1963 too much water has been diverted resiting tn an estimated 90% Jecling in the
fisheries. The Coho Salmon is now listed as an End d Species and steelhead are near listing status due
to human caused alterations in their habitas, particuterty water diversions. This is in viokation of the Tdnity
River Act of 1955 which specifically mandated that the fish and wildlife of the watershed not be harmed. 1
demand that the $ecretary ensure the protection and restoration of these important species and their
associated habitat.

Destruction of wildland habitat is a continuation of genacidal policies of our national goverament
and we need to stop it aow and try 1o live up 1o our responsibilities and obligations in relating to the Native
Amerdcan Tribes affected by Trimity water projecis. The time has come for the federal government to fubfill
legally mandsted trust obligations to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok Tribes by ending excessive water
diversions front the river.

The importance of using the best available siienes in making land and water management decisions
can not be under estimated. The only way to filfil the mandates of NEPA, the Endangered Species Act
and other consarvaiion legalities is 10 use the best scientific evidence. Economic considerations must be
flesdble 1o ensure sustainability. The information cantained in the ¥iow Evaluation Report must be used 10
provide the fullest protection for the fish and wildlife of the basin. The legislation that created the Trimity
River Diversion clearly gives the priority to protecting the habitat needs of river dependent species over the
delivery of water to the Central Valley Project. Hurmans must balance their desires with the continued
survival of species associated with rezions we have occupied. This balance is mandated by taw, by common
sense and by the wisdom of sustainability.

The econontics of agribusiness, which takes undo advamage of warer diversions, must be de-
emphasized while the econonies of fishing. rafting and tourism must be supported The activities that ean
pravide economic activity without destroying the resource are sustainable. The emvirgnmental artributes that
create these activities are priceless

As exciting as the CALFED process is to the fihure of California’s water availability and heaith, it
is nat the answer to the problems facing the Trinity River. In fact the restoration of the Trinity is
compietely independent of the CALFED process. Restoration of the Trinity was mandated in the 1953
legislation that authorized the construction of the Trinity River Division as well as the 1984 Trinity River
Basin Fish and Wildlif Acr and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPLA). Restoration of the
Trinity must therefore proceed immediately and independently from other Cakifornia Water issuss.

The publie’s faith in the CALFED process is being severely compromised by the failure of the
federal government to fulfill the promtise te maintzin a healthy fishery in the Trinity River for the past 36
years. Legislation mandating 2 scientifically supported flow decision by 1996 has been disregarded as well
If the federal government could move ahead with meaningful restoration of the Trnity River then faith in
the engoing CALFED negotiations would be improved. Otherwise the public will think thar continued
environmental degradation will be the end product of any “collaboration” hetween the stakeholders.

Thank you for taking my comments indo considesation. The fimire of the fiver, our state and our
planet is riding on the decisions being made as we enter the next century.

a2

422-2
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Letter from Denver Nelson
RECENVEY TRINITY RIVER EI$ and FLOW STUDY 423
Woy 24 1998
ish & yildlite genice
s Fie proata, CR .

HUMBOLDT COUNTY FISH AND GAME COMMISSION

Thank you for coming to Humboldt County to hear public comments
regarding the Trinity River. As you know, the Trinity River was devastated
by the Trnity River Diversion projeci. Many millions of dollars have been
spent trying to restore the Trinity River. The Trinity River has not been
restored, and, in fact, has continued to decline. Many years of studying the
Trinity River has showr that rivers need water to function. No amount of
meney without water will restore a river.

FISH

Much emphasis has been given to the decline of salmon and steelhead
populations in our area. This decrease is well-documented by many studies
and by my personal observations as a sport fishermen, Fish numbers are
certainly one indicator of the health of our riveét environments. There are
many other factors that influence the health and pumbers of the salmonid
populations.

A river is more than a natural fish hatchery. We must not over emphasize
increasing fish numbers as the ultimate goal of restoring the Trinity River. If
there are no fish returning to the Trinity River 20 vears from now, does that
mean that the entire flow of the Trnity River can then be diverted to the
Central Valley? I certainly hope not.

MOVING GRAVEL

The concept of making the Trinity River 1/2 the river it was by giving it 1/2
the natural flow and spending millions to move gravel around is a noble
experiment.  The outcome of this experiment could be measured by the

é/\l v -l
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Letter from Denver Nelson continued

» B
E ngl'.'%b&g; fish returning. One could simply assume the goal would be to
8 h 1& of the pre-diversion fish return. I 3/4 of the pre~diversion fish
return, does that mean that 3/4 of the pre-diversion flow would be retumned,
and aglditional millions of dollars would have to be spent moving gravel? Or
conversely if only 10 percent of the pre-diversion fish refurn, does that mean
that 10 percent of the natural flow comes down the Trnity River, and fish
restoration meney is sharply cut back?

GREEN PORK

Between 1976 and 1998, $93,952,547 was speat on Trinity River restoration.
During the same time., 648,457 naturally spawning chinook retuned to the
Trinity River. This amounts to $144.89 being spent per fish. There appears
to be no correlation between dollars spent on restoration and numbers of fish
remrning to the Trinlty River. A much better correlation is seen berween
niver flows and fish returrung to the Trinity River. Fish responded better to
water than to doliars. It would be better to spend less money on fish
restoration and increase the Trinity River flows.

HUMBOLDT COUNTY 350,000 ACRE FEET

Framboldt County was given 50,000 acre feet of water annually in the original
legislation establishing the Teinity River Diversion. This water allocation has
never been accounied for either by increasing the Trinity River flows or by
Humboldt County being compensated for cur 50,000 acre feet flowing down
the Sacramento River. One of the cornerstones of the CalFed process is the
sale of water by those with excess water to those who reed more water.
When the final Trinity River flow is selected, that flow number should be
mereased by 50,000 acre feet so that we in Humboldt County can use that
water to further enhance our fisheries. Conversely, if our 50,000 acre feet is
going down the diversion, we should be compensated for our water by the
users of that water,

<N v AY
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Letter from Denver Nelson continued

” 423-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

FISHLADDER

The Trinity dam eliminated 109 miles of steclhead and salmon habitat above
the dam. The ideal restoration of this habitat would be to remove the dam.
The next best restoration would be to instali a fish ladder to bypass the dam.
Serious censideration has not been given 1o this option. The fish Jadder
would be a more cost~effective way of restoring fish habitat,

RIVER FLOW

My preferred flow alternative would be the restoration of the natural Trinity

River flows and diverting no more water to the Central Valley. My next best

flow would be that promised in the original legislation. The promised 423-1
diversion originally was to be no more than 30 percent of the Trinity River

flow. The Preferred Flow as outlined n this EIS/ETR would be my third

choice. The other studied flows are inadequate.

No matter which flow is chosen, funding must be available for the bridge and
structural removals needed to allow these increased flows.

ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT

Adaptive management is the new buzzword of refource management, In this
project, adaptive management should be the prime goveming force. If =
funded project dogs not Increase the fish returns, the project should not be
funded again. If a water flow pattern or volume does not result in increased
fish retumns, the flow should be changed. At a minionum, the ocutline of this
adaptive management plan should be in place before any other changes are
done.

Thank yeu for coming here and listening to our comments.

Denver Nelson
5240 Blackberry
Eureka, California 95503
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— Letter from Nancy R. lhara Dated November 23, 1999

425-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

231 Dean St
Manila, Ca. 95521

November 23, 1999

425

U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service
Attn: Joe Polos

1125 16th 5t., Room 209
Arcata, Ca. 95521

Re: Trinity River flows, need to increase by 70%
Dear Mr. Polos,

When we build dams and constructed reservoirs we did not know what
environmental havoc they would cause. We now are very much aware
of the damage they cause. The impact on the salmon has been
devasting.

The U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service can play an important role in
reversing the poorly conceived policies of the past. All of us know, |
believe, that in the years to come we will have to drastically change
many of the ways we have operated in this century.

Although increasing the natural flows of the Trinity River by 70% will

have impacts on farmers and other water users to the south, the

decision to do so Is the right one. it is the decision that | urge the 425-1
Service to make.

Sincerely,

MNarncy R. lhara

W’\; D3-204
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Letter from Kris Schmidt Dated November 22, 1999

22 Noverber 1999

Joe Polos 426-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

O

U.5. Fish and Wildlife Servi 26 . . s "
1125 16th Sr. Room 205 426-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.

Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Poles,

L am commenting on the Trinity River Mainstem Fisheries Restoration Environmental Impact

Statemeni and Report (EIS/R). Unfortunately, the Proferred Alternative allows over haif the

water to be diverted from the basin while scientific evidence shows the Trinity River needs at

least 70 percent of jts flow to maintain & healthy fishery. Furthermore, the federal } 426-1
government m\.xst fulfill its water obligations to the Hoopa Tribe that have denied by
excessive water diversions from the Trinity River. The legislation creating the Trinity River
Division {Trinity River Act of 1955), and the Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildlife
Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA), clearly

426-2

gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over diversions of water to the Central Valley Project.
In fact, the CVFIA reaffirms the Trinity's unique position within the Central Valley Project
(CVP) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinity is to be considered independently

from other California water issues.

T wish to urge you to restore at least 70% of the natural flow to the Trinity River m order to

restore the the endangered eche salmon and other threatened salmonid specics in the Trinity

watershed,

Thank you,

Kris Schmidt
10354 Danube Ave.

Granada Hills, CA 91344-7213

W’\; D3-205
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Letter from Seth Norman Dated November 10, 1999

427-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Mr. Joe Polos
US Fish and Wildlife Service

1125 16th St., Room 209
Arcara, CA 95521
November 10, 1958

Dear Mr. Polos:

For decades the heads of agribusiness have calted our politicians and bureancrats nasty
variations of "boy." That 1955 mandate was a sop to fools: how else could such grass
fatlures of stewardship fail to motivate reasonable change! A river is pumped over a
mountain range, wltimarely ar public expense--at a cost berter measured in the eliminarion
of discrete races of fish--so that rice and corron can be cultivared in councry where they
have no place. But that vast sucking noise you hear from the valley isn't made by roots of
crops, Mr. Poles, Ie's the sound of our best resources going down some industry's hole.

' . - 427-1

Here's an idea: Hanor a promise. Send as much of Trinity's water as you can down the
canyen it carved, 5o that's what left of what is wild can survive.  Keep rhe Triniry free
from CALFED machinacions--why compound dry ror with worms? Let's see what a restorad
fishery can do for some struggling coastal rowns.

And when those "caprains of industry" blear?

Why, Me. Polos, you can just smile and say,

"Ain't it a shame, yau good old boys."

Sincerely,

Seth Nomman
Associate Editor

11/11/98 Trinity Polos letter Page 1
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Letter from Mrs. B. J. Yeager Dated November 21, 1999

428-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.
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e e o ‘ Letter from Greg La Canfora

1023 Amberwood Road

Sacramento, Ca. 95864 3
2_ q 429-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear Mr. Pelos,

I m writing 10 support the restoration of the Trinity River and to encourage you to
please do the same by supporting the implementation of a flow regime thas allows the
Trimity to keep at least 70 percent ofits flow. ] understand the complexity of the water } 429-1
issues in the state but T believe the Central Valley Project lmprovement Act (CVPLA)
allows the restoration of the Trinity River 10 e considered independently from the
CALTFED process as well as other California water issues,

Any effort on your behalf to restore the Trinity would also bring restoration to the
states tiparian environments, of which only ten percent are left, and would also help local
economies rebound. 1 believe your decisicn in conjunciion with the recently passed
AB18:parks, water, and coastal protection act, the Villaraigosa-Keeley Act, can imitiate
restoration programs that will work and bring more community to those concemed. I also
believe Hoopa Valley and Yurok tribes will be able to qualify for grants under the same
act since diversions of the Trinity has had lasting effects on their communities.

Please look into the possibilities and choose in favor of restoration to the Trinity River.
Your efforts will be appreciated by many. Remember restoration will tell our children we
care about therr future

Sjncerely,

Lo o fos
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Letter from Gerry Le Francois Dated November 22, 1999

Gerry Le Francois
P.0. Box 551 - 30-1 Pl h . itled “Fisheries.”
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546 o 430- ease see thematic responses title i1sheries.

Neovember 22, 1999

Ir. Joe Polos

LS. Fish and Wildlite Servica
1125 16" Street, Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Re: Trinity River Mainstem Fisherias Restoration EIS/R {TRMFR EIS/R)

Dear Mr. Polos,

Thank you the opportunity to corament on the TRMFR EIS/R. | support & maximum diversion rate

of no more than 30 percent of the Trinity River 1 the Central Valley Preject. The Trinity River } 430-1
needs to be restered, For tog long in the west, water has been a cheap commedity to the end

user (e.g. City of Sacramento still does net have water meters or agribusiness grewing water

intensive crops, rice/cotton, in the gentral valley), This cheap subsidized commaodity has usually

come at a very, high price to the environment and the economies of rural counties.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has a unique cpporlunity to cerrect the prebiem of ke much
water being divarted into the Central Valley Project by enfercing the provisions under the Trinity
River Act of 1855 {which allowed for the dams}) to protect fish and wildlife. It appears that with the
listing of the coho salmon and now the steshead as a candidate spacies under the Endangsred
Species Act, the Trinity River Act of 1955 has not adequately protected the fish species of the
Trinity River.

Na more than 30 parcent of the Trinity River's flow should be divarted to the Central Valley
Project. A minimum flow of 70 percent should remain in the Trinity to improve the tourism based
sconomies of the narth coast counties and to help restore the fish and wildlife of this beautiful
river.

Signed, a recreation user {kayaker) of the Trinity River, -
Garry Ue-Prancols

P.0. Box 551

Mammeth Lakes, CA 93546-0561
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Ken Wells
1919 Lyon Ct. 43’
Santa Rosa, CA 95403

November 23, 1999
Mr. Joe Pelos
U 5. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Room 209
Arcata, CA 93521

Re: Request wo Interior Sceretary to Return 70% of the Trinty River Flows
Dear Mr. Polos:

1 am writing to urge the Interior Secretary to direct that at least 70% of the Trinity River’s
original flow be returned to the river 1o restore and maintain a healthy scosystem, fishery, and
local economy. -

As you know, since the Tiinity Dam was completed in 1963, up to 90 percent of the Trinity
River's water has been diverted for agriculture principally o the western San Joaquin Valley. As
arcsult of decreased flows, fish populations declined by nearly 90 percent by the early 1990's.

Although the Preferred Alternative of the draft EIS/R recommends that over half the water be
diverted from the basin, keeping only 48 percent in the river, we need more water to cnsure the
fisheries are truly restored. Studies have determined that a river needs at least 70 percent of its
flow to maintain a healthy fishery.

My request is based on the following points:

1. The Trinity River Act of 1955, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that the fish and
wildlife of the basin not be harmed. The Interior Secretary was dirccted to ensure that fish and
wildlife in the basin were protected. However, since the dams were completed in 1963, water
diversions have led 10 a huge decline in the fisheries and the ¢coho salmon now is lisied under the
Endangered Species Act, and steelhead are a candidate for listing.

2. The federal government's rust obligations to two Native American Tribes have gone
unfulfilled for more than 36 years becauss of excessive water diversions from the Trinity River.
The time has come for the federal government to begin fulfilling its legally mandated
responsibilities to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok Tribes.

3. Two decades of studv and scientific evidence have given us the needed information to make a
good decision for the Trinity. While the science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation *
Report are sound, the recommendations were limited by an assumption about the amount of
water that could be available for the fiver. However, more water can be made available since

the legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and later legislation, clearly gives Trinity fish
and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water to the Central Valley Project.

RDD/TRINITY0379-433.00C
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
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4. Currently our country enjoys 2 budget surplus. However, funds allccated for restoration of the

Trinity have been cut. Continued funding for mechanical restoration projects is at best unreliable.

We need more than the 48 percent of the annual watershed runoff prescribed in the Preferred
Alternative to ensure that the river will have sufficient flows to restore Trinity's fisheries and
wildlife a3 preseribed by law,

3. The Trinity River and its restoration progrartt are completely independent of the CALFED
process. Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1955 legislation authorizing
construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildlife
Ianagement Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPLA). The
CVPIA reaffirms the Trinity's unique position within the Central Valley Project and clearly sets
forth that restoration of the Trinity is w be considered Independently from other California water
issues.

6. When the Trinity is restored, the commercial and sport fishing, rafiing, and tourism
sconomies of the Northern California and Southern Oregon will rebound.

Based on these points, | urge the Secretary 1o direct that at least 70% of the Trinity River's flow
be restored to the river at soon as possible.

Sincerely,

L

Ken wells
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Please see thematic response titled “Implementation Funding and
Relationship to Repayment, Reimbursement, and the CVPIA
Restoration Fund.” Regarding the Preferred Alternative, please see
thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Letter from Dana Silvernali
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Letter from Carol A. Arnold Dated November 21, 1999

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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