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

Qfficial Public Comment 5 37
Desr 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 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 foz the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife prority aver the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, BEEEIVED
Name:
Address:
City/State/Z1

Qfficial Public Comment ; 3 8

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 stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporl, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the rver.
Lepisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priesity 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 ecosysrem,&?' _
CEEb -+

Thank You, T PR
Name: WKJI C[/Wg nv 25
Address: ﬁ} 5&1( 5['22 :}' 53 F .

City/StateZi - i Detand

Official Public Comment {3 i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

[ support a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciencs and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiatien
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not_go far_enough ta
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ?E BEIYED

Thank You, - , ) an s a
Name: \_/7%};1/% ()m . ‘JL‘ i 2+ 1999
Address: )@ ém( gf pE +

T .
City/State/Zi LY YR & Sy Ty b ——

RDD/TRINITY0537-649.00C

wildlife Sarfics:
. CA

Postcards from S. Gray, Chris Clarke, and Stephanie Clarke

537-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
538-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
539-1 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

D e EISER T et bt Commant 5 ‘/O Postcards from Jeannette Bourdreau, Peter Reynolds, and lan Reeves

[ support a diversion of ro more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and swdy that 540-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amaount of water that could be available for the river. . . i .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 541-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enpugh o

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. e 542-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, HEEE Iy

Narue: TEANAN ETTE Boee 20z 2 o NoY o5 1959

Address: Y S ) & IO US Eishi & Wildiife Sor,

City/State/Z- L d n2ardud o~ 8 AU RS lrpgia ra

e

Official Public Commeant
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

L support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natwral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluatien Repett, the recommendarinns were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be availabiz for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Tivision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: Peter Re waeldg
P Address: __I'72r vabilngd De,

City/State/Zip: Min View ca syado

Official Public Comment s 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 { support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption zbout the amount 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
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alteruative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i
Name: ,m/ W
Address; = 174

& (1o TZopeoh ST
City/State/Zip: 241/ %}'Jﬂw C}Q- ?ﬁiﬂo

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

UL U DNIC COmmeny
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: S qs Postcards from Joyce Nagel, Ron Wilson, and Gail Weber

1 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 Evalwation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver. 543-1 Please see thematic responses titled sheries
Legislatton creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 544-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem. 545-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, J— 72& X
Name: o G : e Zj -
Address: (___- -4/0/ PR ESE 4 ef{:@\//@
CiLy;’StatefZi@gm@} L) ’

y )

FHEg

Official Public Comment (
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhbers:

[ support a diversion of no more thae 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and swudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Jimited by
an assuroption about the amount of water that could be available for tha river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1 the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dovs not go far snough to
achieve a legally mandated resworation of the ecosystam.

Thank Yau,

Name: E’W—‘ AMM

Address: 2 E‘—QM_. fj.u)

City/State/Zip: Eﬁ—"ﬁ:‘(a.. \/a./fe},z[ @t ?s‘f" 2F

Official Public Comment “ s
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, Whike I support the seicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lagislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative does not go far enough Lo
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yoo, .

Name: J&‘Mﬂ u) lﬁ-‘—-

Address: J‘T’ i 9 ‘A—Lﬁm.{j\g\

City/Srate/Zip: @E&Qt_ﬁdﬂ C':i‘i—h‘ LCA ‘?4“06 4

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

Offtcial Public Comment . ]
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: {46 Postcards from Steve Perry, Jim Kissinger, and Frantz Johnson

1 suppaort 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 tecommendations were limited by 546-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation ¢reating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation 547-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to . . o o
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 548-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Name: S— /’Eé’f f %f{ )/

Address: /gdé/ S /’%
CitytSeiZip:  SAA LA O G G578

Official Public Comment (
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no maore 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 nver,
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 Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legafly mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,

Name: Mﬁﬁw
- Address: (SR Fhsdew Vit e,
Asra

Ciry/Srate/Zip:

Gfficial Public Cortment ¢
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 Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that counld 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 Prefemed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam,

Thank ¥ou,
Name: Fragre TohiSed)
Address: P Come Baiige B
City/State/Zip: =05, /_),.Jf;.,,;/ (A Fel oy
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

549-1
550-1

Official Public Comment ( 513

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: T T 1999

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawrabwager, ﬂé}y&‘;
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scicnee and study
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were hmned bv
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Soruicr

Thank You, .
MNemg; - G Vyephy
H?.Ef@ddr*? LAEE B Ne TSIaD ST
.-r\{:i@Eiéﬂe.J_zip- gﬁmm;;, o CB U7

¥odens

Official Public Commeni ‘ o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, BE@EJ
Name: HOY 294
] Robert 8, Gilfiland 407 29
Address: F.0, Box 8367 US Fizh g
City/State/Zip: Bubank, G4 $1510 A

" e

RDD/TRINITY0537-649.00C
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Postcards from G. Murphy and Robert Gilliland

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Official Public Comment ’9 '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: : Postcards from Steve Caplan, Emily Coombes, and Ken Johnson
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water l;l]ow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support ke science and study that . . . X

- produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 551-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of watet that vould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 552-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough 0 . . . . .
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ~ REGEIVED 553-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

R ot e s WOV 20 103

Address: Y+l 50mm/rﬂ,§§@ﬁf‘w"'gtdgf§ Service
City/State/Zip: 57 o AT, oo ez GITEZ

P

Official Public Comment 5 ; 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available fir the tiver
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far encugh 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You. FECELLED)
Name: El”“ﬂlu\{ QWMQBQS §OY % 1088
WRY 38
Address: Po Poyg 21073 it e o
2 Wiiglife Semvie:
Citv/State/Zip: fetos, A GSEl-zlyz U5 mh;_,c!._;%:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

»
b on Ty W]

Offictal Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

ROV 25 1960
IS Fish & Wilglifa Sory
1 suppert a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural waper:flox
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Reporty the recommendations 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 Trimty fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far encugh 1o
achieve a lzgally mandated restoration of the scosystem. -

Thank You,
Name; d M‘ / /Z/
Address: ‘ m (7 07’4“’9 M’

City/State/Zip:

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

O 7 w‘
Qfficial Public Comment Oﬂ J

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: _ by« 1939

LIS Eish & Wildtife Sarvics
1 suppaort a diversion of no marz thet 30 percent of the natural Jtemflow
from the Trinity River Basm. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption gbout the amount of water that coyld 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 ecasystem.

Thank You, Ia
Name: 55,{,(_ \d' T . s
Address: 7 S0g 57 @Dfﬁé’bﬂﬁ dZL‘F 7

City/State/Zip: [f//ﬂ/—'f Ié"”’é W?d;l 72

55

#0Y 29 1999

& Wiidhf% Servics
SR How

Cfficiaf Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I support a diversion of o more that 30 pereent of 1 At y i
from the Trinity River Besin. While I support the science andsanly 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 sdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: EMd Fiydeie
Address: FeoUT ner ol .

City/State/Zipr  _Les Safes A F3830

. Hlo
Official Public Comment y
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: HGY 20 999

; . IS Fizn dellffe o
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the nataral w_g?fe;‘%f&%’_ Ser.l.
oy tab

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppoert the science and study
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
chearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem

Thank You,

Name: ﬁﬂ/}}; 9 : /Llafé;/?u’)
Address; ARG [%’./hh ('_//:-_/v{
CiyStateiZip: [ inigmg  Fm T2 29

RDD/TRINITY0537-649.00C

Postcards from Eric Johnson, Elliot Finkle, and Mr. & Mrs. J. Yeno

554-1
555-1
556-1

Main TOC

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

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

Officiat Public Camment 3@"* Postcards from Michael & Kenny Miller, Kermit Huck, and Stan Abrams

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: #ov 22 1299

N US Fish & Widlife Serd . . . .
I support a diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the naturallsv,gg?&%%gz Serdic 557-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study tHai
produced the Flow Evaluacon Report, the recommendations were limited by 558-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creacing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity aver the diversion of any water 559-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally roandarcd cestoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, /}/}?(/DALQ M(@Q.b

Mame:

" WITHAEL L KENNY MILEER
Address: AEL & KENKY WH"ER
City/State/Zip: GLENDALE. CA 81204

556

H0Y 22 1959

39 Fish & Wiidlife Serdics
T support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the naturabavater B
from the Trinity River Bagin. While | support the science and study that
producad the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the niver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife prioriey over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative dogs not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Gfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thank You,
Name: Kegnia T /{Uﬁf’(
Address: Sio sian chssr PR,

City/State/Zip: _f5 / ﬁﬂ{ﬂﬁ&é o B, Gizo¥

NOY 29 1999
.5 Fish & Widhife Servies
I suppoert a diversion of no more that 36 percent of the natured remter @ow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the rivér.
Lepisintion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore. the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restofation of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,
Address: Talo Grreenrreep Ave.
City/State/Zip: Lo égigﬁcgz‘ O Foadd

Official Pudlic Comment
Drear EIS/EYR Team Members:

v -y D3-261
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

- L
ot pusic ommens gy 5 oo Postcards from Lauren Davey-Price, Tom Mrakava, and R. J. Hanavan

B Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -
' US Fish & Witdgy,
2 Seruipe
i

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral witis. . . s P
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 560-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers kimited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river 561-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . s P
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 562-1 Please see thematlc responses tltled FlSheI‘IES.

achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Marne:
Address:
City/Stare/Zip: MO»J ﬁ/m/ CA‘

El
Official Public Comment 5 b

Dear EISI'IEIR Team Members: HOY 22 1598

Sarint

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of lhe‘ﬁ‘afu?a! war’ér"
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and*Stady fHa
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were i1m1ted by
an assumption about the amount of water thar 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. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1
achieve a legally mandated resteratien of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: _'T-dM Nz e R\(‘Pﬁ‘
Address: b

City/State/Zip: =0 T Y - ﬂﬂli—}

Q
DOfficial Public Comment 5 b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 0¥ 29 1989
Idiife SEmmie

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of ihe nalural watna.r_l

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study thit

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 Diwision, and additional legislation

clearly gives Tnmry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion ot' any water

te the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alterostive does not po far enough ©

achieve a [egaily mandm.ed restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yaou, .

Name: R

Address: ‘/éy [‘:’};2/»,#__5{: /-f{/
CitySuatelZip:  Sogror [P AT L TFS

<~ v 2\

e D3-262

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY0537-649.00C



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

T I AEsEIPED . _
e T 0y 29 109 Postcards from Jacqueline Bucknell, John Brandlin, and Jon C. Olander
! support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the gi:g?ﬁe;?ﬂigfs‘ﬁemfc;

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 563-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

ap assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the thver, . . P .«
Legistation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation 564-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far cnough to 565-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Namw;
Address: ! e el
CitytStareiZip: N g o pla_ £ Err-'/ -
75T

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

REBEIVER
ficial Public Comment

Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members: #0V 29 1999
[ suppert a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of theJnsarEt%TA‘?v J:}r fgﬂSamc
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough ta
achieve 4 fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, | JOHN URANDLN - 7
1301 MAUNA LOA e .
Name: TUSTIN, CA F2740.3827 - ‘_]a,f,.J EQA,UGL L

Address: S Bof Md date  Laa oAl
CitysaeiZip: Jids riar CFF PZIEo

LA TEROL N PP ) 0 PO 3 OO0 00 OO B

JEGEIVEy
Gificial Public Comiment MOy 329 1995
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 5 Fish & Wildlife Serc.
Lreate, CA
T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basto. While | suppott the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evalyation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptien about the amount of water that could he availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifz priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefrred Altemative does not go far enough
achizve a legally mandaled restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank ou,
Name: Tom €. g, bz
Address: H3e3 whire e w

Ci/State/Zip: A2 e of 2 Cir; £ Gy

v ) Y D3-263
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

P - , w .
official Public cm'g,, RECEIVED Postcards from Margaret Broda, Mr. Otto Haueisen, and Robert Pauls
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: " Ngv 29 mgg

| suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanifFwaer fltwife ger,. _ hematic onses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and stulycabat £A i 566-1 Please see thematic esp

produced the Flow Evaluation Beport, the recommendations werz limited by

. . " : : ”
an assumption about the amount of wager that could be available for the river. 567-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water 568-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Theretore, the Prafermed Alernative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosysterm.

Thank You,

Name: M&?ﬂz‘mzl«_/
Address: g Q Bg . Sf{?

City/State/Zip: N - Sawm ‘3-(-.-«’ Fin,
CA 95960

RESEIVER
Officiat Prblic Comment RESEIVEE
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: NOY 55 000

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the HSnFSNardhldes Somic:
from the Frinity River Basin. While I support the science and $RdiRHat
produced the Flow Evaiuation Repert, the recommengdations were limited by

an assumption sbowt 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

10 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferved Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restotation of the ecosystem.

Thank You, N
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:
ng’kﬁgu AEIEIVEL
Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members: HOY 23 1993

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of :he’i%zﬁ l?iﬁ_ﬁv?emc-"
{rom the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppott the science an Study st
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water thut could be availabie For the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly wives Trinity Hsh and wiidlite priority over the diversion of ARy Wwater

w the CVE. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not oo far encugh 1o
achivve a legally mandated restoralion of the BCOSYSICEM.
Thank You,
Niaame: Finlert Palls
é UsalRet
Address: 1289 Lake C1ry Rl
- ooyuda City, G4 BIH5R

CuyiState/Zip:

-

) v . ° )
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AN ooy
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Us Fiéh & BHfE Service
- Arcata, CA

- I support 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura] water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lirited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the Hver.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additione! legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Freferred Altemative does not go far enongh {o
achieve a legally ?dated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, I-&é}. \m /
MName: ‘7/{:;

Address; B % 'r%?o‘{ggexiaﬁ?g 4
) . * Auburn, CA 85604-4520
City/State/Zip:

O}ﬁma; Pub?c'gnr ARREIVED

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

#0Y 25 1998
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nztugal warer Aow X
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scien‘g\;aﬁarbgﬁ@ﬁ'& Senvlc.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werd' itted by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any warter
to the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Alrernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .
Name: Gl PR S
Addrass: Elgny  CASIN ptlee AN

City/State/Zip:  ALVBIEAS [ v-=

5 I ' Qfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

WOY 29 1958

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nadfalistaerfitife Sar
from the Trmity River Basin. Whils [ support the scicoce and stddeifath
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 additicnal legislation

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

to the CVYP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosyvstem,

Thank You, .- Dy

Name: M“\r&
Address: % [ ?‘xf\f C:] \g-rf‘

City/State/Zip: h (=l ! C‘l%?““’

RDD/TRINITY0537-649.00C

Postcards from Linda and Stuart Yaffee, Chris Spurrell,

and Bruce Von Borstel

569-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
570-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
571-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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5 O}NLMM AEGEIVED Postcards from Apple Szostak, Richard Grassetti, and Mike Sapunor

9

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: HoY 29 1968 X

- UG Fish & Wildlife Sertice
1 support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturs|Awatkh o 572-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by 573-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, -
Legislation creating the Trini¢y River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prisrity over the diversion of any water 574-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative do#s not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, ,
Name: ;4’1’?(\."? Eﬁ-cib(ojfla
Address: Zla Fense oy A?Qf- &

- 7
City/State/Zip: 'P:F; iole: (A QA‘-‘?IX}
. f

3 ; 30,5&151 Public Camment

Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

REGEIVED

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narld¥ w?ttgr 208
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the sciance;and; 3 nH[ME"WTC“
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations vg‘%‘lfnﬁsd o
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for fhe river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystent.

i N

Thank You, _ :
Name: ﬂCM &15‘”'7/(; bﬁyfﬁff\;”ﬂj
Address: [IRE Teares S . ”'k‘ﬁ‘x
City/State/Zip; aﬁ,-/g;;f,, N Frrer Az Aé . 2‘?

Vi A"W—q/,% ;,; ;

R %)
I ""”§ }OZMN@‘{

I I Official Public Comment AELEJYAE

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: q0Y 29 98

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturalFwatex Biwlize S,
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciense and studycthat G2
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 CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .
Name: Mike Sepunior
Address: F!A}'B idi g(_"c/ Cc’d’ar‘ S_f

T
CityStatesZip: _Seevter, (Fuz , A

) ) . . s
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_ . RECEIVED N
D 'rb Official Public Comment Postcards from Michael B. Hill, Jim Funk, and Wendell B. Carman

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ) HOY 29 1988

ldlife Servics
{ suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of lh‘a‘:’saFEiEpa}L& ot gg

. . ur: P
from the Trnity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 575-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river. 576-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislarion

clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to B

acliieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. -
Thank You, M
Name: M!LA&&/& IL/I// é')

Address: £45 5245& o ST /? 1 3e8
City/State/Zip: S:gﬂ Ez'gaggsgs ;4 74/0g

RECEIVED
Official Public Camment NOV 20 1909

Dcar EIS/EIR Team Members:

577-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

{5 Fish & Wildhife Servics
I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the naturilophteCow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption 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 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: T T

Address; N3 L/ Pree D
City/State/Zip: Mads Rerdn €8 Swolg

BER i
5 l ; Official Public Comment REGEIVED

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: fw‘:‘ 2 g 1999

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of thil EaFisti & BIE vg.er\".-c.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and"Gafy

produced the Flow Evaluation Beport, the recommendations were 11m|ted by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinicy River Division, and additional legislation
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
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, M 7
Karne: W ﬁ ému__,__
Address; WENDE!L g Lo,

125 WILKINSON AVE

City/Starei Zip:

) v . ° )
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* b Official Public C 1 HEGE”’EB . . .
icial Public Commen Postcards from Simon B. Schnitzer, Dave Hackel, and Rick Harter

cat EIS/EIR Team Members: N0V 29 1209

{ support 2 diversion of no mere that 10 percent offAFSRE TRl Andic: ) ] ) ]

from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science/5a1ndp that 578-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 579.1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation -
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priesity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o 580-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You, ? 6 i}{ (._f___.;
Name: =)l - fyL"‘

Address: Mr, Simen B. Schalizer

) 3 16 Partridga Ct.
City/State/Zi] #i@# San Rafasl, CA 94501-1500

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

a hare
REQEIVED
Official Public Comment HB‘:‘ 2 i} 1ggg

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

U8 Fish & Wildiife Ser -
{ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural waer-dkyws
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnee 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 Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
glearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: DAVE umckeL .
Address: fignd Dosfs DogpoTeER

City/StatesZip:  \STURin UTY C6 Yoy

5 80 REBEIVE
Official Public Convment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: HOY 25 980

US Fish el .
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural \»gai{g;vl_ggf e,
from the Trinity River Basin, While | suppart the science and study tHai
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem,

Thank You,
Name: Q% g dam?
Address: Y ke 4 Aot nonly ThAlaD

City/State/Zip: GAAaisk Wrrins o4 QNI

) ’ . ° )
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) D O | Official Public Comrent WOY 29 1908

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: US FisH & Wildfife Servic:

) . Arcata. Ch
I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fran the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scienee and study that 581-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 582-1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pdorty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to 583-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: %fm 9¢"'7 //EW
Address: _&5 7 u,/dizt—... ?’Jféuaw&/

Citg/State/zip: lﬁ@}%g‘%{ W36 ¥

3 2 | REBEIVED
Official Public Comment

. § 9 1900

Dzar EIS/EIR Team Members: HOY 29 1908
U3 Fish & Wildlife Seriz

[ support a diversion of 50 more that 30 percent of the natural whts#iEoR?
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
a0 assumption gbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not o Far enouph 10
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: NSRLY HAckEL
Address: iy Dendes DofoTEs

CiyfSate/Zip: ATy [oup (7% OB 210y

8 3 RESEIVE.
. Official Public Comment HOy 20 1988

EIS/EIR Team Members:
US Fish & Wildlifs ser:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural Wt floRs
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisTation
clearly gives Ttinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the eCcosystem.

Thank You,
Name: .zﬁgggﬁn Ma ¢ I Y o th
Address: B055  SHANe. Hiw Ciecle

City/State/Zip:  THauwsAmwb _ Oaky Ca. 91368

RDD/TRINITY0537-649.00C
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RECEIVED
.'l Offcial Public Comment o\ o 5 wpog Postcards from Bruce MacDonald, Carol Timmerman, and Steve McBeth

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

g Fish & Wiidife Serlics
T suppott a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturalfwatés, v . . . P
from the Teinity River Basin. Whils | support the science and study that 584-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpfion about the smount of water that could be available for the tiver. 585-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . . ”
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Aliermative does not go far enough to 586-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name; Roece Mae Donoaen
Address; TeSY  LHAbeow Hicr Cincls
City/State/Zip:  THoug Amb Oaks, A, 364

REGEIVED

Official Public Comment Nov 29 a0

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1S Fish & Wilthfe Serss
I support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural i

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 gaves Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water

o the VP, Therefore, the Preferved Alrernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: C}M- \ lllmMer’vl/IGn
Address: si2m (Goyioh Al

City/State/Zip: £ e £V CA G493 L

5 8 b REGEfYESD
i Official Public Commen:
” Cm oy 29 103

Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥Members:

U3 Fish & Wildife Semic
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural Wemrtflowa
from the Trinity River Basin. While { suppart the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could he available for the rivet.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly goves Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Shece. M e,
Address: Hoole bhoed-Club G
City/Siate/Zip: Acoum Wilte o4 170y
RDD/TRINITY0537-649.D0C g D3-270

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

RE ; ' illi '
'Qb "‘ Offcial Pablic Comment BENEs Postcards from Cory Black, Robert S. Simpson, and William Lenheim
IS/EIR Team Members: NOY 29 199

ug
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natur'ﬁ g 'ﬁ% Eervig, 587-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While L support the science and study
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were hm:ted by . . P .y
an assumplion abaut the amount of water that could be available for the river. 588-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 589-1
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: CO'F 4 6 al K
Address: a Eé gBA"C b\é"¥ &&lﬁ_f 0‘“ &:36 c’/
City/State/2ip; gqf_v:& ko, oA FERI R

5 88 Officiai Public Comment BEGEWEB

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: oy 24 1089

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natuidFeitet faMIfe gop:.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and studyethap ca
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumpricn about the amount of water that could be available for the siver.
Legislation creating the Trinicy River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the C¥P. Therafore, the Preferrzd Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name:
K]
Address: ;
Dreitle, TA 45065052

City/State/Zip:

! ; 3 Official Public Comment BECEIVE 2

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: © NGV 29 1990

[ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the bR WEAY iWe ©
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppent the science and SHERE&A
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitad by
an assumplica about the amovnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough 10
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: L{.ﬁ P Liney
Address: /37 Bfoo S0 PlAc =

CityiSteiTip: DAV (g CA S wrac

) ’ . ° )
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Dick, and James Ries
O Offciar Pulic Commens HECEIVER Postcards from Margaret Mansell, Steve Dick,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Menibers: HGY 29 140y

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nEiScESHAe¥ide Servis 590-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and sAid fthatA . .

preduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by 591-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation creating the “Trinity River Division, and additianal legislation . . ug: faa
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priocity oves the diseion of any water 592-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ga far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the Censystem,

Thank You,
Name: f}"qpu: ok Mepre Sl ia e
Address: —2ay _vtgs '
City/State/Zip: S5 reven on = Gra
AEREIVE
DOjicial Public Commens ®0y 2% 1990
Dea™PIS/EIR Team Members: JE Fish & Wildife Servtes

[ suppott a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural \aa:‘a'(‘{ée:'tz{-‘lo{\-.:vM
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abput the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation vreating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Prefered Alremnative does ot go far znough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the BCOSYSLE,

Thank You,
Mame: é'rgui\t_ Xk,
Address; W _ebiy_ o

City/State/Zip: Mo Ca HSTH

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Soggs

. . Y Y P i
L suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natira[ waf Friwice
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience Ed Saudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimised by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration” of the ecasysiem.

Thank You, -
Name: James Fies
Address: SEF 4% TLEET

City/State/Zip: &
o404

v v:_l D3-272
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- o - HEGEIVED ] ] )
| oq d Official Public Comument {0y 29 1509 Postcards from Richard Pearce, Zones Colglazier, and Gary Backman

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

U§ Fish & Wildiife Service

. . . s
[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nam& i8R low 593-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommmendations were limited by

. . “" : : ”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 594-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation ) . - .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 595-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You,
Name: Ricyansd 'Pih—ﬂ—ﬁf-
Address: 2Me E-epcﬂar...{ Ca~

City/ State/Zip: Lk . O GQESYy

y Offtcial Public Commeni AEGEIVE 0
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: . Hov 29 1998

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the 1 tr':?ll’}gm'éf“ﬁ?:fﬁ" Sarde-
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and S0dy rifaf
produced the Flow Evajuation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

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

W the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not zo far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City!State/Zip: ?}?’45)—/0 »lyﬁ‘

f

Sq 5 REGEIVED
Official Public Comment
HAY 29 1

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

- : 9 Risii & Wildifa 220 -
I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereznt of the natural waigsilows

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

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

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10

achieve a legally mpngdated restomMion of e ECORYSlem
Thank ¥ ou. 7‘1 Az ‘,;E.g e
Name: (=P AR

Address: LEOT \K0a LAND D2
CiySaizi: Spmy gl (y F3060

' N -27.

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Rt
ol | RECEIVES.....
Official Public Cammen.f SR . :

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: L Hﬂ!} 29 1999 T

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of t}g{esnjjt'su'}gi‘r\:‘w g{: ptvice 596-1
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scienee and stady that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumplion 2bout the amount of water that could be available for the river. 597-1
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water 598-1
to the CVP. Therciore, the Prefirred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legatty mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: OAV[D v' GEEEI\I
Address: ?3%4 C-.;tﬂﬂﬂﬂ AUE.

Ciy/Suterzip: Culuey {:_'l:¥ A D;'OZ?'Z_

5 l l Offivial Public Comment REGEIVED

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Nov 2 BTQQQ

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of theﬂrﬁn?a%? é;{g?ﬁg%,ﬁel‘.‘?ica

»

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and Shidg  th
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an gssumption about the amount of water that sould 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. Therelore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enouph w0
achieve a legally mandated restomation of the ecosysten.

Thank You,

Narne: Lj ﬂiﬂ i [ _Thﬂnﬁ <
Address: 2054 Gifcavd Ave
Ciy/StatesZip: Cualvey v , CA 6“232

E ;qe I€0E Vg
Officia! Public Commens
IR

Dear EIS/E eam Members: By 28 1992

US Fish & Wiy
T support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the naludf%ﬁﬁg& Senic
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
pioduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by

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

clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority aver the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does oot go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the eCosystem.

Thaok You,

Name: /\_/h N l\f\@ﬁ G\Q_
Address: S 43 Hﬁur\wm ?\\5._: -
City/State/Zip: \ﬂ"‘\(ﬁ.‘ f\cmk AL Qo

RDD/TRINITY0537-649.00C
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Postcards from David V. Green, Lyndajo Thomas, and Jon Meyer

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

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

D WM riiecomn  ECENE Postcards from Rick Southern, John G. Bellini, and Michael C. Kossow

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . ﬂUV 20 1998

I support & diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the St Wiigie Seruc. 599.1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and snidy thi

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomnmendations were limited by . : “R; i 4
an assumption about the amount of waier that could be available for the river, 600-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation . P . 7
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiifs priority over the diversion of any water 601-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fir enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the 2cosystem.

Thank You, /2

Warme: :g t el g_ = L-ﬂ_zr —

Address: T Jday 1o fa

City/State/Zip: = N Y] A Vo »@

REGENVE D
Qfficiai Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ROY 29 1358

; i iLdlife Samin
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the n‘i?ugff&%tg‘ﬂfr“ff et
from the Trinity River Basin. While { support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatious 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
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough o
achieve a lepally mandated reseration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, :

i r"' . L}
Name: J&ffﬂ/ g /d{gidfﬂ/r
Address: ‘;‘iﬂ \d 2";‘.’—‘.5'4.9,'»! -a{L

CityState/Zip: _SAv Ko789, b {9404

o RELEIVED
Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: NGy 29 132

US Fish & Wildlife Seepio-
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natwral oneofl SR
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scignce 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 Triniry River Division, and additiona legislation
clearly gives Tririty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warcr
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enpugh 10
achieve a legally mandated restoratiom of the ¢cosystem.

Thank You, [ Uoddeedn?d O\

Name: Meaoowhrock
T COTEENEYGh Associes
Address: P.O. Bax p2g

T TEyIe, CAtsaeT

Ciry/State) Zip:

v ‘.::l D3-275
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

-
RESEIVER . .
u Official Public Comment Postcards from D. Price, Douglas Bue, and Anthony Christo
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: HOV 29 1953
1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the n‘iir%rgis‘}:d% ‘giggi senles . . pr— .
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the seience and sﬂ;’y Thar 602-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that sould be available for the river. 603-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water 604-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You, )
Name: @/&.a A '>\m_ e

Address:

City/State/Zip: M—{Q&L(—_\) o il

Offtcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

S5 rish &W
I support a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural peer=flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flaw Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

a Servios

Thank You,
MName: _/C)U/‘—L//AS /?(,/1:
Address: 0 Anx 45

City/State/Zip: /.U' ;/4(/{‘:'( 1 = (’/9;4{/ 95

ficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: HOY 24 950

I support a diversion of 1o tmore that 30 percent of the' Hitura L% é}‘:l
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study tha
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recormmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: BT e o O N el T
-,

Address: TN G en e B (R

City/State/Zip:  _TPen\ <a . & A = i\

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

Official Public Comment

My £ 3

r EIS/ETR Team Members: §y 29 16

15 Fish & Wildlife Senvics

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural Wat? 56
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an essumption about the ameount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and Wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP, Thercfore, the Preferred Altemative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . /
I

Name: wﬂ; HEIHICIth L\/L%‘-—’M

Address: Tid zg4™ &1

CiySrawe/Zip: __Saete, Ch F581p -4r

P B
iRzl
bOb Official Public Comment

50 4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: " ‘Jr 05

{E

Tian A HdEE
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nqarura‘_l-_x_\;ar;tr.,ﬂov.'
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 thai 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 Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, )1/ ;
Name: L4 IL.L A
Address: 2306 Bue lgras

CityiState/Zip: __ Daviy, o G585S

o SELEEERYS
Official Public Comment

0¥ 29 1988

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

= Figh & Wildlife Zervics

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural wateniflo®e
froam 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 river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therafore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,
8 o 4
Mame: ) Qtyl’}@:\r T T
— a —_— i
Address: H’ [T Yt PRy - AT R

Citw/stae/Zip: Cenlfeiw e d’s_( 13

RDD/TRINITY0537-649.00C

Postcards from Wm. Heinicke, George Haver, and Robert Sontin

605-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

606-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

607-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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U e L e e
w uo Qfficial Public Comment (A, Ja fé Aok

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: @ rslent sty Fecsnol
_ Solaandshe f@ﬁv“(gt\ét%

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flod

from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the seience and study that

preduced 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 the Trinity River Divisien, and additivnal legistation

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.

e R A e st

Thank You, .
Naime: DCEW;J [ Daues
Address: Eol Mﬂ.{QG}G_ AL‘-Q

City/State/Zip: ouns oA SChil U3 FE

L P 48 O PO | Y TR I O 8 1 DO 1RO

Official Public Commenti
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

=

I support a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation 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 lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prigrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alrernative does not go far enough o
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOSYSIRN, )

Thark You,
Name: Crsspry Firzeq
Address: Gos &7 e S ks

CityiState/Zip: AP AT E TR | Ol G Frs

' o Official Public Comment

ear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart & diversion of no moere that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislaticn cteating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the divarsion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does net go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, i .
Name: ;‘)’f&f‘xu@?ﬁ _ ag{iuﬁr‘—\g
Address: s 5—/?_37\.2;.&& <f

City/State/Zip: Fﬁw Cf( A A

RDD/TRINITY0537-649.00C

Postcards from Darryl Davis, Gregory Putzka, and Vernon R. Stubbs

608-1
609-1
610-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

| lo“ BESEIYRE
Offfciof Public Comment -~
i i WOV 2% {900
! Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: _

US Fish & Wildlife Sensico
§ I support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the nabfilivdleér flow
i from the Trinity River Bazin. While [ support the science and study that
I produced the Tlow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limiled by
i

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

Legislatien creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yaou,
=l
Name: } (YA pr\(_,Qo
Acddress: B My inSl: E)k\f/t

City/Sate/Zip: _SereYor (v ¢ V) ok D

Qfficial Public Comment :
Dear FIS/EIR Team Members: [

I support & diversion of no more that 30 perceut of the natural watsy, flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | sepport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations weres limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be gvailable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
MName: Zi/jn”[-é I s 5@/&@
Address: 3378 LrEcktised PK-

City/State/Zip: £ Ay s, CA

. BRI )

‘ 3 Official Public Comment “

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne mote that 30 percent of tHe natirat
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science afiFafidythar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of amy water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared sestoration of the ecosystem.

o S\

Thank You,

Name: 6::.&.—1::' Fr'wlcf»

Address: 008 WRCDE S 5T

City/Sate/zip: W TRANCICD O Ten
RDD/TRINITY0537-649.D0C
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Postcards from Lun Price, William Burke, and George Murphy

611-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
612-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
613-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _l
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Postcards from Chris Godvin, Rich Pontius, and Gary De Salvatore

u‘ k Official Public Comment i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: LA

Whdiife Service

dict iy 614-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
. from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scivace and stedy that
! produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural w

. . Py .y
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 615-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegisiation ) )
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 616-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,
Name: CHR L Corvrn
Address: DAY At ey 4

City/State/Zip: Y 4 e A Serpy

Qfficial Public Coninient
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional kegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a [epally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.,

Thank You, _
Name: f ﬂ /f, Fi /IM £
Address: ANE CRMALNLE L

City/Stae/Zip: A Los  FEEN cResisl

Officie! Pudtic Comment
1S/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
producsd 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 Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enaugh ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,
Name: éﬂf-’ v Pe \‘_7/4/‘/,; s
Address: ESL P Lirris crese D

City/State/Zip: N@rwd €A  FEO0FF
#

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-280
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Offictal Public Comment Postcards from Vanessa Johnson, Fred Schmidt, and Eikel L. Schmidt

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

- i nses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinery River Basin. While I support the science and study that 617-1 Please see thematic responses

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . s .
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 618-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional leyislation ) ) o
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 619-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
io the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough o

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,
Thank You, - ) e

MName: \/AMW }OHM
Address: ?‘D' w 50‘1

City/State/Zip: TZS\M@ 0s iy Ca 9 Loz 4-

Official Public Commient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natueal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lzgally mandated restotation of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -
Name: it Z 1 N
Address: e MJ’Q

. . 55
City/StaterZip: zj)f é%’q/ A e

b \ l Officiaf Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trrity River Basin. While { suppott the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asswinption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watetr

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

Thank You,
MName: i 4 ,é,—j/)/d:énmd.q’
Address: e /%:‘.r,—-)u ol ke

3 F . - —_
City/State/Zip: /ﬁ_,g‘_«j{‘_ s Cp Feenm coved
' 7

<\ N :l
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Postcard from Bob Madgic

620-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

e
O i\y 3;2,* ¥
Official Public Commane W* ){ Af"
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Qj}" - Sf,\_‘.’,» A :
\ .
1 support 4 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nacural\'fater ﬂowu\ \y-’ w)\
from the Trinity River Bagin. While [ suppont the scicnce and study that -4,
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were HEmited b)
an assumption abour 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
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enounh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )

Name: ()‘é "/’ZI %

Address; é%,;z C@’—eﬁﬁ, /6¢-J “b/!‘;

City/StareiZip: ,ﬁw Db & /
7

& Q Viﬁ“.;l D3-282
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Postcards from Angelica Carson, and Brian O’Brien

621-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comient 622-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppott a 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 Evaluation Report, the recotnmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amourit-af water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegistarion
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: 747.}6&_4_4(:4 Camsod
Address: e ehec A \,,\‘ =
City/StateiZipn _Smls CA  GyuLIn

u 2 z Offcial Public Comment

Ttear E15/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the sciencs and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Repod, the recommendations were lunited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go Far encugh to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaak You, )

Name: BE’M @;&/G-\)

Address: /5?0 Z&azsz ,%Z‘.-ﬂ
City/State/Zip: _ Abeledn) o FEELT

K.A N v
V - ‘\--J'l D3-283
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Postcards from GinaTassinari and Gina Tassinari

623-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

624-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2 3 Qfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
trom the Tririty River Basin. While I support the science and study thae
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water chat could be available for the river.
Leygislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona!l legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife prierity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative docs not go far erough to
achieve a legally mandaled restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You, -
Bing
Mame: ﬁ@ 1347 | 25Singr
© e Foes g
Address:

F oy 93651_05? 2
City/State/Zip:

Qfficial Pablic Comment
Dear E]S/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 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
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P, Therefore, the Prefacred Alternative daes not go far enough to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: !
E_I:?’ Fersinan -
Address: ‘E@ PO Bor b1 :
PeTA Lots G g5a51.0812 -

City/State/Zip:

K.A N v
V - ‘\--J'l D3-284
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-

Official Public Comment Postcards from Chuck Carson, Brian T. O'Neill ll, and Ingrid Hart

ear EIS/EFR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water How 625-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Eviluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . s .
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river, 626-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation cregting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife prioniy over the diversion of any water 627-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Tharnk You,
Name: Lhvere Lorsom
Address: J4i Hophiefd Drive

City/State/Zip: fojsem 4 GIE20

w Qfficial Public Comment

Dear E1%/EIR Team Members:

I suppart 2 diversion of no mare that 30 pereent 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 assumnprion sbout the amount of watcr that vould be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jeeislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Thercefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
acitieve a legally mandatzd restoraticn of the seosystem,

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

Offtcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

sgmott @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

» Trinity River Basin, While T support the sclence and study that
pm(]uu.ecl the Flow Evaluation Raport, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer 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 dovs not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

IName:

Address: - {‘GB?O (‘Q@Yﬂf’t RG,#Q

City/State/Zip: E-C.{ (A DSET0

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

o Postcards from Mary T. Manner, Louis R. Lester, Jr., and
o Ojﬂcial Public Commeni Lynn R. Thomas
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trimity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 628-1 Please see thematic responses titled ”Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluabion Report, the recommendations were limiied by

an asswmption about the amount of water that could be avatleble for the river,

. . "y e
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 629-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifz priority over the c!iversiorl af any water '

w the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Aliermativy dues not go far enpugh to 630-1 Please see thematic responses titled ”Fisherles.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the vcosysiem.

Thank You

Name: ’ Mm T M*ﬂﬂm
Address: !\fs uh mﬂg!; M
City/Stete/Zip: wuf&

ondute |

' L Offfcial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aatural water flow
from the Triniy River Basin. While | support the scienve and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were himited by
an agsumpiion about the amount of water that cauld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tr1ml» fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not gu fur enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:

Address: Louis /. [ester, Jr.
Ciry/State/Zip: Magaha CA 959524 / f{

béo Official Public Comment

Dear E IR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crezting the Trivity River Division. and additional legislation

clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prigrity over the diversion ot any water
to the CVP. Thereforz, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally m da:ed restpriipn of the cuw

Thank Yeu, @{M

Name:
Address:
Clty:StateiZip:

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

tp 3 l ot pabie G Postcards from W.0. Keith, Kristen Derks, and Deirdre Shideler

! Dear EIS/EIR Team bMembers:

P co 631-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
; I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppart the scienee and study that . . PR . 7
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the eeommendations were limited by 632-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amaunt of warer that could be available for the river. . . - . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 633-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go tar enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You, )
Name: &‘l\\) oo o
Address: TACLE T s T R d

Cirv/State/Zip: wm;gﬁﬂ (33-;9 q{lﬁ

b ‘ Z Official Public Comment
E

Dear EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watar flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While { support the sciznce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinty fish and wildlite prioriey over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far 2neugh o
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiemn.

Thasnk You,
Name:
Address:

City/Seate/ Zip:

U Official Public Comment

Dear £1 R Team Members:

1 support a divarsion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppert the scienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion abaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

- . to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far eagugh w
achicve 4 lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name; Tm e,
Address: IO
City/State/Zip: XS
RDD/TRINITY0537-649.D0C g D3-287
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:
[ support a diversion of ro mare that 3 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, Whils I suppert the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an essumption about the amotnt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislaion creating the Trimty River Division, and additional legislztion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWE. Thersfurs, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough 1o
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam

A Byp ol
Thank You, ' M ¥ ;ﬂt{)“f

Name: 5;? veg /jﬂfc,n:( ;3['}'1

Address; 258 5 Lpaig Srag Ky Mﬁﬂ“‘wtﬁ N

Citv/StaterZip: A reoaw €4 FLo2 f;W [
RDD/TRINITY0537-649.D0C

634-1

N
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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

lo 55 Official Public Comment Postcards from Erin Perry, Josh Merlow, and Brian Reilly

Dear EIS/EIR Team Blembers:

I support a diversian of no more thai 30 percent of the nateral warsr fow 635-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppore the science and study that

pioduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reeommendations were limited by _ : : “G: ies.”
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river. 636-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheri

Legislation creating the Trimity River Division, and additional [egislation . 3 o .,
clzariy gives Teinity fish and witdlife priority aver the diversion of any water 637-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far snough to

achieve a legally mandatcd restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Natme: —f;/(\ﬁl }:ACE@(V}
Address: ZaES Y A
City/Stare/Zip: /QN‘GU ‘n O %ﬁg

e
_ Official Fablic Commen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhbers: :

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer 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 Altemnative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thaak You, //_

Name: '\/E:}’Z %/@/
Address: o /é’ M /‘}g&
CityrState/ Zip: }Zf 4 ?JZ //g

Official Public Comment
car EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fromt the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recaommendations 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. Thersfore, the Prefarred Alternative does nol gu Far enough o
achicve a fegaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yeu, .///7*’/*

Name: Borrian ﬁa,‘[(s,
Address: 7373 Focca Fmif
City/State/Zip: 4 A LA ‘fﬂ(‘f’[

w’ - : ®
V - \:)l D3-289
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

w Official Public Comment Postcards from John A. More, Kathy Rose, and Greg Dinger

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

B . aer P
T support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 638-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
(rom the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that . . . o
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by 639-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption ahout the amaunt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P .,
clegarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water 640-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

o the CWE. Therefare, the Prefemrod Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You, s
Name: \)t R‘l\) ”}Y 'L“\,k'[)(" [
Address: Sho H PN 'S?okj

CiwStae/Zip: __MAerted, Ol G340

Official Public Comntent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mentbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 20 percent of the matural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repery, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could be availabls for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternarive does noi go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You.
Name:
Address:
City/Srate/Zip:

Official Public Commaent
car EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluztion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion af any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far cnough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: M

Address: 7 R ELIIDD DR
City'steeizip: _ S RACAEC, WAy S50/

) N ° s
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Postcards from Jim Kelly, Lansing Gresham, and Mark Chrisler

Official Public Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . ur: P
1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of die natural water flow 641-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that ) ] e o,
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by 642-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additions] legislation . . i .,
c'lezr!y gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 643-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1o the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative dees not go far encugh to

achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of thy scosyslem.

Thank You, )
Name: AT L t
Address: 25D Lo i

City/StawiZip:  _Appsr0 @ 59479;{}

L Official Public Commeny

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natucal water flow
from the Trimty River Basin. While | support the sciance 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 tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
io the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Allenadve does not go far emough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster. h

Thank You,

Name: = v’ﬁﬁd‘?
Address: 2 E (';é-l-r‘ Aue

CiwsaeZinn _(Cyads (o F&R3r

w | 3 Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppon the science and swdy that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addicional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVWP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve 2 [egally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: It Al O Rtas el
Address; Z8CE iyt Sy ST .
City/State/Zip: S TR G TR
AN o~ ,)
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Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page
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Official Public Coniment Postcards from Muriel S. Fritch, James D. Athina, and Sarah Sches

Dear ELIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of nd more that 30 percent of the natural waker flow 644-1
trom the Trty River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 645-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and adiditional legislation

ciearly gives Frinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . ups faa
(o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altcrnative does not 2o far enough o 646-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achicve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, . . 7o

Marme: \73 AML(,/ 4{/ 7Z /?,é,
Address: 2D 78 ﬂémfléf @-E’
Ciry/State/Zip: o oo A7 &a, ?ﬁr"{»‘i‘?{

Official Pubtic Comment
Dear EISE eam Members:

I support 2 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural waier flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While { support the scicnoe and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurmption about the ameunt of warter that could be available for the river.
Leastation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any wazer
ty the CVP. Thersfors, the Preferred Altemnztive does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank Yau, )
Name: SAmes 2. Al e
Adkdress; FEFN e

Ciry/State/Zip: Plopah, ol QD552

o
pna A /%"
b Qfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, ’

Nams: Sared Scher

Address: /{ﬁ 70 C) C oy

CiSwaeiZip: Me K !Lef vife CA 955/ q

<~ v AY
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Postcards from Curtis L. Kerrick, Pat Brandlin, Laura Stivers and

Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memabers: Eugene Pieters-Kwiers

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natwral water Aow

from the Trinily River Basin, While [ support the sciencs and study that 647-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by

an assumpiion abour the amount of water thae could be available for the river,

. . ur: P
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 648-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority aver the diversion of any water

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does net go far enough to 649-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restorution of the ecosystzm.

Thank You,

Name: EU.ET,‘! L. Fegrik

Address: S frlumgid

City/State/Zip: fEvineg, Ca  F2ib20 AT

Qfficial Public Comment
ar EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ 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 thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recammendations 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: PAT BRANDLIN
MNA LOA RD,

Address:

City/StateiZip:

b l . Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fromn the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recotmmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislaton ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly grves Trinity fish and wildlife prietity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altammative does not ga far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysram.

Thank You,

Name: Lawra Stivers
Address: Euga?e -_Pi‘ﬂ!rs-xwiem
City/State/Zip: Berkeiey, CA 94709

<~ v N/ -s
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