COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
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Letter from Tehesita Haag

The DEIS/EIR evaluated the effects of a range of flow alternatives to
anadromous fishery resources. For a more detailed discussion of

these alternatives in relation to fish habitat, please see Section 3.5
Fishery Resources.
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Letter from Robert G. Hawthorne Dated November 21, 1999

Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Letter from Gail Jonas Dated November 21, 1999

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Letter from Jonathan McClelland Dated November 21, 1999

.‘ ! - P24, 1599 '
: 437 437-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
—
Joe Falos 437-2 Please see thematic response titled “Implementation Funding and
1753 £rsh ¢ V7 /c/ /:ﬂc Relationship to Repayment, Reimbursement, and the CVPIA
Restoration Fund.”
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Letter from Robert Clemens Dated November 21, 1999

438-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
e

' 3 8 response is required.
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Postcard from Barbara Wooley

439-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

yoiton SRRy,

YOUR COMMENTS NOW WILL RESTORE THE TRINITY RIVER!

Draft Trinity River Eavivonmentai Impact Statement and Report (EIS/R)
now open for public comments!

After 36 years of devastating water diversions to agricultural interests south
of the San Francisco Bay Delta, the long beleaguered Trinity River NOW has
an historic opportunity to be revitalized. Our efforts during this 47-day
public comment periad will directly help retumn some of the Trinity s much
needed water back to the River and to restore the once premier salmon and
steethead runs.

Pleass urn over

Official Public Comarent ' 3 I

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available Tor the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legistation
: clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
H to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not zo far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: SarvarWogiey -
32 Broom Sraa
Address: Lick A, GA 06721908
\ City/Stare/Zip:
Cod v Te 102 QleTPsTida_
1
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S " LT Postcard from Anne and Paul Saizman

.. e FIS/EIR Twam Members: ©
. Isuppmtdlumel‘mmﬂﬂ

o\ 440-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. " Mz Joe Polo
United States Fish & Wil

: : 1128 16% Street, Rooin 209 -~
. Arcte, CA 95521
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. Qfficial Pubiic Comment 4 4 ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no mors that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and slurdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enpugh to

achieve a legally mandaped restoratipn of the ecogystam,
Thank You, : 4/“ ) K
Name:

ol
Address: ﬂlZd ﬁé"ﬂf
City/StateZip: M b AW? ,;&71

. Qfficial Public Commeny z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warter flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ECOSySIem,

Thank You,

o e Name: "ﬁ_-\/&&ggé@g( Vid {QQCQQI mﬂ'("‘édﬂ{,é
Ces

Address: 4 i M(Z,{? i J(./ﬂ-(;/
City/Stte!Zip: <A armen 70, (4 _$iF 27

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the narural warer 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 assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.

Legislation 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 Altemative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosysten,

Thank You,

Name; M

Address:

City/State/Zip: B TEEE G

RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

Postcards from Helena Weiss Creed, Michael R. Creed, and Richard Hunt

4411 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
442-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
443-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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P Comment Postcards from Lucy K. Clarke, Louise N. Tuthill, and E. Clark Tuthill

.-Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart & diversion of ae more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the seience and study that 444-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an gssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . T .
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation 445-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

fo the C¥P. Therefore, the Proferrod Alemative does not go far enough to 446-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: -5'4(/6@/ /{’ . ke
Address: /"_’-’6‘/ %/ 507
City/StatesZip: Ly sioe C4 ?@5—2—

_‘

Official Public Comment 4;
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppart & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluativn Repor, the tecommendations were fimited by
an assumption gbout the amount of water that could be available for the rivar.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, ihe Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough 1o

achizve a legally mandajed restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i - % W
Name: .

Aderess ﬁ%@ﬁ‘;@}f &
City/State/Zip: ,12’ /rz}j cH ?&ao(

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I supparct 2 diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Frinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
e the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

o ELUN TS
Sras Aol

Address: 772 ”S
City/State/Zip: /20 /25 cd "Pend,

V RO D3-223
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offtcial Public Comment 4 4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Eegislation creating the Trinitg.River Division, and addittonal kegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Préferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resmoration of the ecosystem.

£

Thank You,

X 5
Name: lr/ba_-mf Laglar™
Addrass: ol Sten fpc.;.1+‘ QLE

CityiStateiZip: et e Koree (o TS%57

Official Public Commeny
Drear ETS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: A ~F /g&-«. A w
Address: A537 /7!/;:( /,_j

CiryState!Zip: A /Aﬁ'-«a. o Broes

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

¥ support a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
af assumpion abour the amount of waler that could be available for the ruer.
Legislation creating the TemitgRiver Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and Wwild]ife priceity gver the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far engugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: 'lj?Kﬂ f"é’ /\’_&/&;j& /Q’f -

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

Postcards from Paul Taylor, Art Burkhard, and Thomas Dyer

4471 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
448-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
449-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Pablic Comment 4 go
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assemption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: C)ér;;» /@5 j’l)@ﬁmeg
Address: 55@'? Mwrse fc)l.‘
City/Stae/Zip:  Lacds CA. F5130

Official Pubiic Comment { .
Dear E(S/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recorumendations were limited by
an assumptien about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinigy River Division, and additional legiglation
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
achievi a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You,
S e Name:

Address: P Ray ol

CitySteZin: Ydinelorgore 8. FIFF 3

Official Public Comment 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 I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trmity River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
i the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank Yo,

Name: é’E‘/tL&.‘__\_C: 5L('LL )
Address: Pzt Cleld I By f\e' )

City/State/Zip: e ldolgurg , CA  ogaa’®

RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

S —

e e e L e ————

Postcards from Charles Reames, John Channell, and Gene Toschi

450-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
451-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
452-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comment S 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no move thar 30 percent of the natutal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
predeced the Flow Evalvation Repott, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislativn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
i clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
i to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
H achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ’

i Thank You,
i Name: GQFXGMQALH&
: Address; 1 Mg plvay R
[ ra 8994 75

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption zbout the amoeunt of water that could be avatlable for the rver.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prerity over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, . "
Narme: o iy s -jv‘f,,_Mg;
R Address: 244 5§ T oamza -"),. o

City/State/Zip: /p.lf iaan A Featarr -3 bil

T support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water Jow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional icgislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does niot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip;

RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

Qffivial Public Comment «
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Gary Gmehling, Alexis Strauss, and Evelyn Ashton

453-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
454-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
455-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comment L.
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 4‘:6 Postcards from Patricia Charley, Mary T. Manner, and Haley Hart

I support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . “p: s
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 456-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation 457-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

ter the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough io . . . .«
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 458-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,
Name: p-*‘_R it B QQQ—Q&PY

Address: e L T
% " . -
City/StaterZip: _CE T30 fra0  CH-G UG

Official Public Comment 4
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 seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
#n assumption about the amount of water that could he 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 warer
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enongh w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.,

Thank You,

Name: MW T- MW*"
Address MY teL paaTE LAY

City/State/Zip: M’SLOS

Official Public Comment {8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption gbout the amount of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislation crcating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem.

Thank You,

Name:

Address: { joa};ﬁ' C}/}‘L@{] erc EQ
City/State/Zip: R LC 4 0?’ i) 4470

V RO D3-227
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Official Public Comment . . H H
" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: _ 4 s ' Postcards from Brian L. Dunn, Rich Trimble, and Mike Nevlida

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

. . . s
produced the: Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 459-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation 460-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to . . u: C—
achieve a 18%“%“ testoration of the ecosyster, 461-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You, A L

Ivamme: ]BF\M\ L T A,
Address: lgﬁ Merams Sk
City/State/Zip: % e ) . 4526

i Offfcial Pubtic Comument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturs] water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While i suppont the science angd study that
produced the Flow Evalwation Report, the recommendations were limited by
n agsumption about the amouri of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far envugh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Zer

Address: W&MZC
City/Stare/Zip: H T2 DA - PR

-

—

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
feom the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppart the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were imited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legizlation 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 daes not go far enough 1
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . N

Name: L\\l{f/ ba‘f'[&l./k_,
Address: .?O?/@L 45‘2
CitySaezip:  LDTWS, A A5

<~ v =\
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Qfficia! Public Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the stience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

1

1 Thank You, ) L -

'j Name: A W

i a =g L.

! Address: fo§ 3 TRiRAwtas g Tl

: CityStateiZip. et 2L &L YR

Official Public Comutent 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Legislation vreating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does net gu tar enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

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

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

Name: 16 el oMot o Wllees.

- e Address: “P-\‘f? i}:‘ﬁ(, Y%ag
City/State/Zip: MC&\F‘ C’A“ qeH®

Official Public Comument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimty River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
un assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
- Legislanon creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Aliemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the YCOSYStem,

Thank You, .
Name: (ol Alesaicl
Address: §f 37 Jatinge Sﬁ

City/StaterZip: %M703

RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

Postcards from C. L. Peterson, Ken & Margaret Ann Wallace,
and Carlo Alesandrini

462-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
463-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
464-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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| Offtcial Public Comment f
i Dear EIS/EIR Team Mambers:

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

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

E produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpion aboui the ameount of water that could be available far the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimty fish and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Aliemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: g‘m p M
Address: ({3886 aifaur Q’g!g_y Rd

CityrSate/Ziy,  AleVadp Cily, o8 F59LF

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

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that corld be available for the tiver.
Legistation creating the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemarive does not go far enough to
achiave 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,

Name: /ZO% //LJ d—gﬁ;:.ﬂ

- N Address: ! 1255 Mrxv ,/VMUW ot

CiryseateiZip: (omanie§ LAkl e, Con
. 4

' FEGHS

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear RES/E(R Team Members:

I suppott & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppart the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were bimited by
an assumptton about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
4 Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the veosystem.

3 Thank You,
Name; }(éx#j_ A 2 g
Address: s plecrrerdt Pyl
City/State/Zip éﬂ" Cottons {a fonelde FoTent
RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

Postcards from Francis D. Lantz, Walter Hollain, and Karny Anderson

465-1
466-1
467-1
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Next Page

D3-230
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Official Public Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 46 x Postcards from Charles A. Beazell, Carol Von Borstel, and Ron Otto

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and sudy that

prodused the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limuied by 468-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legistation creating the Trinicy River Division, and additional tegisiation . . ups . 7
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water 469-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, 470-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: M I ﬁ'ff—fw

Address: T2 Se . F 5

City/State/Zip: ) B — é’ m{,’l’ I P
I

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

L suppoert a diversion of no moie 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
3 an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Divigion, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, L
fe/
0, Bex_ 957

Name:
City/SteteiZip: Qﬁafgf_m_&%%S/

o Address:

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the rocommendations wese limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
_Legisladon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eCosysiem,

Thank You,
Name: éa/ (ﬁ 7—5
Address: i ; Al

City/State/Zips Ay s, CH F603

<~ v AY
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Official Pubtic Commen. 7 , . .
Dear ELS/EIR Team Members: : 4 Postcards from No Signature, Karen Hopkins, and Thea Gast

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

. . up PR
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 471-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation sreating the Trinity Rivér Division, and addi}\unall legislation 4721 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wild}ife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVE. Therefore, the Profermred Altemative does not go far enough to ) ) ) )
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem. 473-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name:

Address:

City/Seate!Zip:

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

e
{ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by

: an assempiion about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
L Legislation creating the Trinity River Divigion, and additional legislation
U3 clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative does not go far enough w
achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Name: ‘1@/% ’Lf?v/éﬁ?/_f
Address: H3¢D &AM o7
City/State/Zip: MMfﬂ . fa, Séef)cl.

Official Public Comment ? 3
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 [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lisnited by
an assumption about the amount of water that vould be available For the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated resoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ﬂﬁﬂ pz’cL ]
Address: Ho B oo g .

«f._
City/State/Zip: '1':\—-(5_@;.&4 C (Qr 96_5;1-]

< Ve
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——_— (I S—
Official Public Comment 474 Postcards from R. K. Lewis, Steve Cavazos, and Rosemary Carroll

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 4741 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river. ~ . . e .,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 475-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 476-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name: ﬁ o .f IL
Address: 5;5, bt S g C
City/State/Zip: ﬁ,;[ﬂ v /—/ﬂL/ A S PES

Gﬂ?cfa?Pusz7s AECEIVED

amment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: NOY 29 1909

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the%tﬁﬁ?ﬁa‘fiﬂ‘ﬂbﬁemfce
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and SRRl thift
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

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

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

Thank You,
¢ Name: Sf'fus 5? uf_# 208
1 Address: /TS5 T /é’:sdom écf

City/State/Zip: _Cowcerd , CA 74518

Official Public Comment 4
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 [ suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reportiithe recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: RO")@W\{\»\ CC\\NO \ k
Address: s \—\TCGC)\ lsr\ie

City/State/Zip: Rpuo, NN KI5 (2

°

. 1"\; D3-233
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 7 ;

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Name: x{{!{’g,ﬂ‘ %?ﬂé ﬁg?/?ﬁ il
Address; 3£ /LUM-Q’(W

City/State/Zip: Cpo e

Official Public Comment 4 , 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, =

Name: CjiU{,th'U( ﬂ1 LV."{” oo
Address: [\ nt, e
City/State/Zip: _ﬁ%_l@“‘rﬂ_r’ﬁi}f t }E fa Vq 1"‘ lf

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Name: JEFF ,5.&3—. ERS —
Address: MG Las AsmAas e

City/State/Zip:  Lenpum/e— (A Fpeo/

RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

Postcards from Sally M. Rollans, Gregory M. Capitow, and Jeff Sabers

477-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
478-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
479-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Offciat Public Comment 480 Postcards from Cindy Canevari, Louis P. Canevari, and David Post

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow ;
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thae _ hem. tic responses titled ”Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by 480-1 Please see thema P

&n assumption ebout the amount of water that could be available for the sver,

. : “" : : ”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 481-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any warter
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough B icr nses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 482-1 Please see thematic espo
Thank You,

» [}
Name: &‘(
Address: f23 { 24.7‘ % /E)ﬂ(
City/Stace/Zip: Méﬁéd??mpgés

Official Public Comment /
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diveision of no more that 30 percent of the natural water How
from the Trinity River Besin. While [ suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating thexTrinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinjty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, theéPreferred Alternative does not go far enough fo
achieve a legally mandated résicration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: M %
Address: /2340 ] &d{/
City/Srate/Zip: %ﬁ-ﬁ/}; Va/ﬂ? y st BN

Qfficiai Public Commerit a
Dear ELS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity aver the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dous not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoratidn of the ecosystem.

Thauk You,

Name: DMTC\ rEG.S%_
Address: fegs El\IHFM'\ Apg,.
City/State:Zip: {’mmc\l«sw : S H45T

é/\l v > -’A.
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ottt o 48 3 Postcards from Kathleen Hering, Grant Eberle, and Janet A. Cleaves
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Row . . p— .

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science sad study that 483-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fisit and wild}ife priority over the diversion of any water . . o
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Préfemed Altemative does not go far encugh to 485-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

484-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Marne: J&'H’lljef/-\ !‘/(fv:n/)
Address: 235 Maruia ey

ClyismeZip: _ Prdwion ¢ gt =2

—— -

o - : . Offtelal Public Conument
~— Dear EXS/EIR-Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natgral water flow
from the Trinity Réver Basin, Whilc | support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amuount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated sestoration of the £COSYsiem,

Thank You,
Name: Gin. St Elerfe
- Address: 293 Tiwrs OF

Ciew/Srareizip: Pebinkuuith (4 ¢

S Officinl Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While | 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 avatlable for the river.
Legislution creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
o the CWF. Thersfors, the Prefermed Allemative dovs not ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the £cosystem.

Thank You.
Name: P - Iwaver
Address: EZic ULRAm L pet

City/StateiZipr  BED oo e (g Gaon/

<~ v AY
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Ao, 22, 1999

Y86

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

Thank You, 7
Name: {) %t‘\ G L\M/Z'Z;'-:(
Address: Je C:wv( }L{D{{ 1?5( .

I «.‘é&d G. 9404

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

486-1
487-1
488-1

City/State/Zip:

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EEIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While [ support the scienve and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Repert, the recommendations werg limited by
an assurnption about the amourt of water that could be available for the fver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefured Altemative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated resoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: S?M@B:}
Addrass: &S0 E;mﬂ 227, %

City:Siate/! Zip: &u‘gg% Ca FSEo

Qfficial Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memibers:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lietited by
an assempiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enouph to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Narme:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

, Charles E. Dutcher

M,
- P.0. Box 61
Kelseyvitle, CA 55431

RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

Main TOC

Postcards from C. Hugh Carruthers, Steve Handrop,
and Mr. Charles E. Dutcher

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Officiat Public Comment 8 9 Postcards from R. C. Goodwin, Terry Davis, and Judith Olson-Lee

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow ) . . .,
ﬁon}ighe Trinity River Bagin, While | support the science and stndy that 489-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . e . 7
Leglslanor; ereating the Triniry River Division, and additional legistation 490-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . o
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 491-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandared resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, C_

Name: ~ Eong i

Address: A2 fﬂ?’ el K

CityiStaterZip: TGl PARE CA5 o2 &

Official Public Comment o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Meambers:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Aow
from the Trinity River Busin. While I suppart the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomemendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferéd Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandared restoration of the ccosysiem.

Thank You,

Narne; Tér y 'Pa\) !S

Address: Po Py 300
Citw/StatefZip: _ Audourn, CA ‘?541‘)‘;(

%ﬂw; (33p) €8§-03%3

Offtcial Public Comment 7/
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

| support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Triniry River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tritity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not zo far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

e JudithDbon-Lee

Address; f"ﬁ 50}5 4‘5—§5

Cit'Stte/Zip: 1M VLS Ehﬁ; %2}% f i— /
v i e PR - R RN
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Offfcini Public Commen
Dear EIS/E(R Team Members: r 5 ’ z‘ Postcards from James Olson-Lee, Drake Johnson, and Bruce Rollans

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that . . . ups ries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 492-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries
an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be avajiabie for the river. . . e .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation 493-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
cleaddy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversian of any water

V. Therefore, the Preferred Alemative does not zo far enouch ko . . u. PR
;ir:f:,ec a lfegau;r;f,f:awd restoration, of the ecosyssem. & £ 494-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, e L

Name: n)éfx"@xf‘ G[Sm _1{—4‘—’6_

Address: P.é . E@x ‘4’555

City/State/Zip: _DEIVIR , £A G5Ef7- 4953

Qfficial Public Comment 4 ? 3

Irear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturai watar flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scicnce and shdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river,
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any watet
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative doss not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ¢
IName: L‘M_._—f
Address: 3;:«:.‘ TlopEe wi’u 2
City/State/Zip: _Feogm Uy J4 SSi2!
Official Public Comment ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support 4 diversion of 10 more that 30 percent of the namral 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 assutnption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Eegislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem,

Thank You, b %

Name: ﬂ(w ‘ ”a/ldf
Address: 27;?) ﬁ:V\t’ @W wﬂ/’
City/State/Zip: \Oﬂp | r‘ Jﬂ CZ';C#O

R D3-239
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Offtial Public Comment ?75‘- Postcards from Leilani Thompson, Lorance W. Harwood, and Jack Heinz

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members: o .

- . . .
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 495-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by . . up: e
an assumption sbout the amount of waler that cauld be available for the river, 496-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legistation . . P .,
elearly gives Trinky fich and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 497-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Akernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated rastoration of the ecasystem, — -

Thaok Yo = /. .

Name: S A LW .
Address: f,?; 2/ 4}%44&: ol
City/StaferZip; R e K

SIS

- Qyficial Public Conmment ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T suppott the science and stody that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recosumendations were limited by
an asswmpiion about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiglation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefine, the Preforred Alternative does mot go far encugh to

hieve a legally d: ion of the ystem,
Thank You, < )
Narme: Lonenes w I'JarwocaC/

Address: - E i/ Bz&;agﬁd\p M1 pr
City/Seate/Zip: _Stzuza«_gg_gfs Je

Official Public Commens ¢ ’ 7
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basiz. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatation Report, the recommendztions were limited by
ar agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fisk and wildlife priority cver the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does aot go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem. .

Thank You, .

Name:

Address; 27 L= CH'JA/IA_
CitySaeZip: __ Owymda_ Ca 94353

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

Official Public Comment q F
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scieqes and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitad by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be aveilable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimty fish and wildlife priority over the diversien of any water
to the CVE. Thersfore, the Preferrsd Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvitem.

Thank You,
Name:

oo
Address: L el cA e

Citv/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment %
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawtal 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 abour the amount of water that could be available for the rdver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the eCosystem.

Thank You,
Name: @Qﬁj S/Pffﬁ-”
Address: \j—ﬁ &I PENn 9 TEN 4 908

City/State'Zip: /72 9¢3~ef tharow ¢4 Gy 0 75

.-:/&'

S Official Public Comment ao
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members; '

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppon the science and Study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nor go far enough to
achieve a tepally mandated restoration of the CCOSYSiem.

Thank Yoo,

Name; ﬁf CHAED Cﬁi EMDAR

Address: ?40 EHCLL fwé

City/StaterZip: _BERKELEY (& 947 0f - n”}’ LYY

RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

Postcards from Kevin Branstetter, Brad Smith, and Richard Calendar

498-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
499-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
500-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IM

Ot Pufc Cmmerd ﬁ/ Postcards from Maya Conrad, Nichole Beck, and Charles Morton

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memibers:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scisnes and stady that 501-1
" produced the Flow Evaluation Reper, the recommendations were limited by . . P . P
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river, 502-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl legisiation

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

ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 503-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the £cosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Mfmf—m
Address: 247" Bevishing
CiysaeZip. Sanda Gz, O 9507,

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Offtcial Pablic Comment o z.

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ 3upport the science and strdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amounr of warer that couid be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs naor go far cnough o
achieve a legelly mandated restoration of the £COSyStem,

Thark Yo,
Name: Nizele_ ek
Address: ) { gD a/

Ciiy/State/Zip: u@ Gra Cnz  Oa 00

A Nficial Public Comment ﬁ 3
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. White I suppert the science and staedy that
produced the Flow Evaluution Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availuble for the river,
Lagislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiid]ifa priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the CCOSYSenT,

Thank You,

Name: Mﬁ (;zéﬁ._
Address: g e ZL
© CiyiState/ Zip: S5 RY

V RO D3-242
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

;‘:T o Offecial Public Comment )
e 5 a i
Dedr EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppert & 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 Bvaluation Report, the dations were lmited by

an assumption 2bout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioxity over the diversion of any water

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

Thank Yeu,
Mame:

Address: lf

City/State/Zip: %m A 54524

i . .

S Official Public Comment (o r
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppett @ diversion of no mere thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that conld be avajiable for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additonal legisiation
clearly gives Triaity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name:

M
Address: ~ /03%7{ //ﬂé

City/State/Zip: ﬁm’« h%? I %’55@

- Official Public Comment ;5 ‘ |
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption: about the ameunt of water that could be availzble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trintty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferced Altemative does not go far enough to

hieve a legally dated ion of the Y
Thank You,
Name: - Jay Chung -
Address: Tt Dor%ﬂ;ygégg?
City/State/Zip: A

RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

Postcards from Roy Akin and Anne Weiss, John Mahony, and Jay Chung

504-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
505-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
506-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment °? Postcards from Julie Jimenez, Jean R. Leavitt, and Bradley Burns

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

- . . s P
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 507-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by : s titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 508-1 Please see thematic response

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . p— .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 509-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to

achigve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - P,

Narme: \JuLL/ \l | A W?/
Address: 8\'?{;10 )D\’ S-{‘ .
City/State/Zip: ﬁrz rfm{; C,}q’ ‘?5‘5’0(

e Offizial Pyblic Comment (08
“Dear EIS/EIR Team Metmbers:

I suppart & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the selence and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the rscommendations were limited by
an assumpuion about the amouat of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
tw the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the €Cosystem,

Thank You,

Name: JEAN R, LEAV T
Address: _Po. Box 426
City/State/Zip: Lijg aA 5,

4
W %.‘m&\ {

Offictal Public Comment “‘ B 1% D’V\/ .
L X
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: P M
B

[ support a diversion of no more thak3Q perceny of the natural watdr flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciency and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an gssumpdion about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legslation creatimg the Trinity River Division, and additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alwrmative daes not 2o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the CCOSYSLem.

Thank You,

Name: /€ f"ﬂnj {E,V‘ &U’M‘ S

Address: 2o /(‘S'JZ

CityiStateiZip: _ (o gy dapn W A ’?\ﬁﬁk‘f’ .

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

Official Public Commen,
Dear EISEIR Team Montnm ! f /o Postcards from James E. Clarke, Jr., John M. Palmer, and Helen Dunkum

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that : : “u: ies.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 510-1 Please see thematlc responses tltled FIShenes
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . s .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation 511-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to 512-1

achieve a logally mandared restoration of the ecosystem. Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Name: A"MM {MMI{" & <
Address: U.ﬂ ) By, &0 S

City/State/Zip: ’:f;:c,mgo Tom  Oa Froos

Gificial Public Commant {/ /
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

[ suppatt 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 Repoert, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Alternative does not 2o far enough 1o
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, g L

Thank You,

Name: &ém\ M . J'Pm !fd/}/""‘ WD -
Address: 278 /Za'tfa IZAML- /ﬂ'-‘: &)
Crosuwezie __ PHang  (wl @ £ré

Official Public Compent / z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I support 2 diversion of no mors thar 30 percent of the naturel water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
0 assumption ahour the amount of water that could be available for the rver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative docs not go far enough 1o
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ceosysiem.

Thank You, N - y o i :
e 0Tl N AT
Address: {7ty Ay {,u&,,(.;- LUé‘i o
City/State/Zip: CB/‘,I 4 e L) wAg C\"l 43 Y - P73

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

Offciat Fublic Comment ﬁz Postcards from Gene Topper, Gary C. Tobin, and Phillip W. Shopbell

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that 513-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluativn Repoit, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . s e
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 514-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . .
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 515-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, —

Name: /%)V\-L /{gz;)ipq-ﬁ“‘—
Address: 1525!' £ Ry ?u:a.w b-r-
City/State/Zip: Hubwhv\\ Ceo SIL0Z

Official Public Comment s ,4

Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers;

I support a diversion of no more thet 30 percent of the atural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. “While I supporr the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river,
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs net go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restaration of the €COSYStem.

Thank You,

Name: Geey O, Tobsin _
T Address: 36,3£ { ;3& EHS& M"‘ll
CitiSrate/Zip:  Corwm, _Coo 9SLOS

Official Public Comment s /s

3 Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, (he recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amoyat, of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, /7
Narne: ’/piﬂu.m? é(/ f/ﬁ)?ﬁfc LW/W%
Address; &2z (vt Cigeer

CitylState/Zip: __(o8bure Bpr (A F5T g

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

Official Public Comment ﬁ 6 Postcards from Frederick W. Schaefer, Bette Leonard, and Rich Pontius

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

¥ support 2 diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow 516-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Hepart, the recommendations were limited by : i “Fi ies.”
4% assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river. 517-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation . P . 7
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water 518-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,
Name: Fredemack L, Sinneler
Address: Al 18k T

City/State/Zip: &\cmmenb‘ Ol 9581411y

Offfcial Public Comment /
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppaort the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendatians were limited by
an assumption abuut the armount S wvater that eould be available for the gver
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
vlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough w
achieve a lepatly mandated restoration of the ECOSYSIEN.

Thank You, Lé

Name: ON a
Address:

City/State/Zip;

Cﬁ_‘ acqT25

Gfficial Public Comment (/
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I suppoct a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
trom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produesd the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legislation reating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred Altemative does ot go far encugh to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, ,
Narne: /gf i 4»"’}«)’

Address: BUT £ gRARIPES £
CityiStaterZi: ¢ gifprie! ZE0E cn G545 &

w < ° -ﬂ
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

| Offcial Public Comment ﬁ ? Postcards from Dianna Rhoda, Dr. and Mrs. William W. Fisher,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Jeffrey Bowman

1 support 3 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow.
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river. 519-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trintty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any warer 520-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ) ] s o
Thank You 521-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

] Name: .
. Address: 322 LIESTERN PR,
3 City/State/Zip: M_@H ashhz-

Official Public Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basm. While | suppoer the science and study that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recommendations were {imited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Leg:slatwn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tnmtv fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore the Preferred Alternative does nor go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Neme: Dr and Mrs Williar W. Fisfier

B0, Bog 1345 -
Address: Poflack Pines, A 05725

City/State/Zip:

Cfficial Puslic Comment ; ,

Dear EI$/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fiom the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an zssumption abaut the amount of water that could be available far the river.
chmlatlon eregting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,\ A — 1EGEIVRE

MName: Q\. s
MM ¥ 20 1903

Address: N Neddiowe Carele o & Wildie Sor
18 tmb & -
C1ryf5:atef21p vTER ; AIca‘lEll, P Brvics

IHHES

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

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

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaunt of water that eould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermnative does nut go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, ]g‘gngg—\
Name: AM f;-w_l d' ["%" -
Address: ;)_QHJ? Ay Efx\f\ ) BT 2

City/State/Zip; A"TR“‘T { A Gss % :‘-sn«_‘i ¢

) Official Public Comment z 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division, aud additional legislation

. gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
VE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not grr?'g;@w 0
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. HRYEIERT

Thank You, " F{;L_ Py Bge
Name: W m’ S Fe - =
Address: PEEFE S sttt Sl L

City/StateiZip:  Ldststot. Ledey &7 Sl

e L il
(I RV T T SN VYA I Y ey £ EH,

= Wiiditfa Sami .

— = - -
A bt effs T fhpTn gon ] obe 2R 2 AT dl g, P
b e & At F "{ﬂ.’rm_’_ P

Offtcial Public Comment (z 4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced rthe Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additianal legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Prefirred Alternative does not go far enough to
achievy a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosysiam.

Thank You, -Biﬁggygr
Name: 7 s v)/ﬁ%'ﬁfi. WGy 25 1058
Address: LE3 T Frrergh S VS Esn g Wildlife Senjee .
City'StateiZip:  We g ead LAy LA Areata, Ca
7 170L)
RDD/TRINITY0434-536.D0C

Postcards from Amy Field, Wena Dows, and Chris Purpura

522-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
523-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
524-1 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

Officiat Public Comment r
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: o z

1 support a diversion of uo more that 30 percent of the aarusal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were lmited by
#n assumption about the amount of water that could be available fir the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legeslation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far encugh o, .
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem, PR

Thank You,
Name: ANhe Siics

Address: Refl e fPere S A L -

City/State/Zip: 277 pirfern PR 072 Sercrs™

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

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

: Thank You, @BSZivzy
- i Mame: g;/g-'g L s Q_:/ (7 R
Address: 28 s pu e A B0 U3 Bsh 5 w ~
City/State/Zip: e e i Arcat;

Official Public Comment L?
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ro more that 30 peicént of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
productd the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [zgistalion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water

ter the CVP. Thers the Prefe roative does not go far encugh to
achieve 4 legally mandated Testoration of the ecosysiem, o
Thank You, s

Name: G b Hosain s

Address: R X R N B

City/State/Zip: 3o ﬂa an cd §vEY . e
{ e I

——r -

RDD/TRINITY0434-536.00C

Postcards from Anne Elliott, Craig Brunsial, and Keith W. Higgins

525-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
526-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
527-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Oiciat Publiz Comment (z 8 Postcards from Charles Pisano, Meadowbrook Conservation Associates,
Dear ETS/EIR Team Membars: : and Howard G. Booth

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

prodused the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . T ies.”
an agsumption abeut the amount of water that ceuld be available for the river. 528-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries
Legislation creatimg the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) . . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of amy water 529-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

achieve a legally mandated rasteration of the CCDS}’SIEITL - 530-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, EE@Q{}?EE
Name: LMARLET  TEAMD G -
EH % fogg
Address: 37} PELens DR R

= FREn s

i City/Stale/Zip: _4AZAIALO (A THTY.

Official Public Comntent ﬁ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ Support the sclence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations ware timmited by

; ar assumption about the amount of water that could be availabte for the river.
] Legsslation 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

achieve 2 legally mandated restosation of the SLosYsSigm,

Thaok You, | [ ek L \-%—oa_cud

) Nane: —  Meadowarook R
- Address Conservation Assoriates

—p
City/State/Zip: Taylorsvile, CA 95983

P

Qfficial Public Eomment o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of ny 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 Evalvation Beport, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abaut the ameunt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislatien creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefecred Alternarive does not 0 far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the SCOsyStam. .
ABBIIII

Thank You, ~
Mame: %Mg//éM R 1639
¥ s

Address: US Figh 2 ¥,
City/Stareizip: & AV FE05 Acata, g

Sarvice

<~ v AY
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Ol bt Corr ( ' Postcards from Wayne Rose, Elisabeth Zall, and Betty E. Etter

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a dive;sion of no more that 30 percent of the nth'ura"l1 waijer f;ow

from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that ) . . . . L
p::éluc:d the Flow Evaluation Report, he recommendations were limited by 531-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionall legisiation 532-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priaricy over the diversion of any \;;ater
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o 533.1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ?Eﬁﬁ}ﬂygg
Name: / v !

Address: s7t itk ’ <7 14gg
City/State/Zip: {ﬁw ol e 3 USSR S i ie Senes

Aroata, O

e

Official Public Comment (3 L
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout 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 fo
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, erg A M

Name:
Address: o bz

. . 9L Leman Sl
City/Stare/Zip; ol Pusadem, Za 903028

) : ‘Offictal Public Comment r 3
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: -

T 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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altmative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem. iEa

Thank You,
Matne: =
Address: Bov clge
City/State/Zip: (el
RDD/TRINITY0434-536.D0C P D3-252
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Officiat Bublic Commens 5 3 q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of ¢e natural water flow
fram Hre Trimity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that eould be Ia\:fallable fcr ll_le river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addl;ion;[ legislation
cleaely gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated reseoration of the ecosystem.

Ig e
Thank You, E@_‘E’E?EJ
Nams: . Eeten e A s el
) [ M Larson G5 ) e
Address: _p : 4smmxm. HILR, ’ ] “hidtiize
City/State/Zip: B 1N, CA 855400727 | Arcaia-' Cca S%"

A—
Official Public Comment 3 S
Dear E[S/EIR Team Members:

[ support @ diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flowar
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppart the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurmnption about the amount of water that eould 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. Theretore, the Prefirred Alternative does not go far cnongh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the 2005y stem 3 'Eh’a’iSJygm

Thank You, ) i
fae,

Name: Eomneth Touslo M 2y 1099

Address: ek ', Eiosscmu;;gd < 7 "'S‘L‘_‘:‘ Wilcifife Sertice:

City/StateiZin:  Sebashroc) ¢4 Fou7s 2 Gy e

Postcards from Mary Larson, Kenneth Taylor, and lllegible Signature

534-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
535-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
536-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment 56

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

[ suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were 1imited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aiternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve 2 legally mandzted restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, { FEREIYS e
Name: A: Z Lo—
[y

Ny - "
Address: L .. _"‘-- | 1949
Citny:atefzi' - T HS.H(C;.;‘ G.-\ Borvic,,
RDD/TRINITY0434-536.D0C
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