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

Postcards from M. L. Hitchcock, Dan Valens, and Trygve B. Sletteland
Official Pablic Commient
Trear EI R Team Members:

650-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer fTow . . s .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 651-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river. _ ic r n: itled “Fisheries.”
Legisiztion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion 652-1 Flease see thematic responses titled “Fishe

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 ion of the yEtem.

Thark You,

Narme: Y 41 L/QJ (PRI TP o

Address: 50 Comsizern b A

Cily/State/Zip: é@gﬂg'{ B, LA GepiE

6 ‘ Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natvral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Ewvaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish end wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: [\ o UQ_ (é i

Address: PiGe Aty Loie b re
City/State/Zip: [ eruslliz 8E ‘??1/30

b 5 Official Public Comment
r EIS/E

Dea IR Feam: Members:

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

Thank You,

MName: TRYGVE B, SLETTELAND
Address 2785 CAPITAL DR
City/State/Zip:

<~ e AY

—p D3-294
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

‘.p 5 3 Qyficiat Pubiic Comment Postcards from Cheryl Benedickt, Nicole Reneer, and Torrey Carroll

Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Members:

. . e oi 3 ”
I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow 653-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sr;icn.cc and study that . . e .,
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 654-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

siislath ating the Trinity River Division, and additfonal legislation . . u: ies.”
E:.lti]rb\v rl‘i)\:"esm'le"rjnir&v fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 655-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries

to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
Name: 4
Address: £.o o 11462

City/Srate/Zip: MPMM_QL?_LJ‘ST

b q Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support & diversion of 1o merz that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While 1 support the scignce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recomtnendlations were Jimited by
an assumprion 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 priatity over the diversion of any water
ia the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alermative doss not go far emuph to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eCosysiam.

Thank You,
Name: N Lnle Renleey
Address; DT B w2 I

ClyiSareiZip: So LAYe THipe, Cp

A15Y

Qfficial Public Comiment
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
feom the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scignce and study that
produced the Flyw 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 Divisicn, and additiomal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve o legalty mandated restoration of the BCOSYSIEmL.

Thank You,
Name: %Wf CC\WG l[l
125 Veedd Bue

Address: -

City/State/Zip: Mmﬂ.

V ~ \:)’l D3-295
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

DQSP U Offictal Public Conment Postcards from Jim Cullen, Alan McCann-Sayles, and J. McWhirter
ear El

EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

. . pr— .
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 656-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evuluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 657-1 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 . . ups e
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go Far enough to 658-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Name: e Cerd édf"}\/

Address: Dl FLAREEF Ao
CitviState/Zip: _SOLdts THMered &k Sl S

Official Public Commenr
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

R

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the Rt Fraidrfinm::
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and Sfuily-thrat
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, 4 . .

Name: T‘té’! %/ C_;).,.., - Sr r',_é,J

Addrass: PP Cennn S

City/State/Zip: Me bl A TSI

Official Public Comument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

5 199

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nafidibivatevMlows Tarios
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the sciance and stndpithata
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumpticn about the amount of warer thae 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 CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far encugh w0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank ¥ou, -

Name: /? A ﬂ CM f'f‘z’b

s e 3HS s G Vo Bt Ty
City/State/Zip: QLM PEEZy

<~ N, ° :
RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C —p D3-296
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COMMENTS ON
THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from Al Tlumac Jr.

659-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

b6 l Official Public Comment 3 33

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of ne maxe that 30 percent of the gatucal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, - While 1 support the scienice é;tﬁdjfft Hes
produced the Flow Evaluation Repod, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amumf%f water that could be available for the giver.
Legislation creating the Triniry River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVE. Therefore, the Preforved Alternative does net go far enough 0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thaok You,

-
Name: AL Tlemsd T7
Address: pocde Pagk O

Citv/Stata/Zip: H-’ 3
PI"_EQ‘L Sy frad e freent M

o

RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C é : 3 @ v l'
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from Robert J. Gilliland

660-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

b b Official Public Comment }

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: B

L

L support & diversion of no more that 30 peceent of the natural et
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the sciencg and study. thal
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations, were IJmllEd En N
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
:learty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity gver 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,
Rebett . Gilliland
MName: .0, Box 5367
Burbank. G4 #1510
Address: .

City/State/Zip:

N 4 ¢ h
é;% é‘% VD
RDD/TRINITY0650-761.D0C TR D3-298
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

=)

b b ( Official Public Comment a2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

LTy
=

z
Z

Yi:

1 suppart a diversion af no more that 3¢ pereent of the nat'flr’:l.f Water"f‘{‘@w
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the se:emaﬂand,sludyl_that ;

produced the Flow Evaluation Repaort, the recommendations mere, lmmea b)g" 661-1
an assumption about the amount of waler that could be svailable for tl_1e river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal hegislation 662-1
elvarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
io the CVDP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dovs not go far enough to 663-1

achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,
Nams: TZ’;;}/W P
Address: SEL .—{’L{"Z’é ’—55’3:7’ _7!?('//—

Ly g

City/State/Zip:

prad il
b b Z Gfficial Pubtic Contment .

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion af no more that 30 percent ofthe atural, whter flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppart 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 avaitabls for the river.
Legislation creating the Tririry River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
1o the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefemmed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally maudalcd resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: i—h‘?q‘w Cens 7656
Address: HI Mo T F /S

Cirv/Srate/Zip:

W&;{/ o e Tt 4

& b 3 Offtcial Public Comment

Dear ETIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of 1]1e1131‘uraL w;y:er ﬂow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciencs and-. atudy;ﬂaat
produced rhz Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the civer,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaticn
clearly gives Tr.nn) tish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
ta the C\«’P Therefiore, the Preferred Altzrnative does not 2o far enough to
achievi a lzpally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

ZEMC,

Thank ¥ou,

MName: : AN N DURG -
CAROL Youme

Address: VW 820 CHATSHORTH Ly

) , -1 REOWaOR CrTy, cf
City/Stare/Zip: - £h Rarel

RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C

Main TOC

Postcards from Robert Fallat M.D., Shawn Coulter,
and Paul and Carol Young

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

b EEEAPER
Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - HOY 2w 1394

o
T support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of e namrafv: eﬁﬂow' AC

from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and™ study"that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendartions 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 1sgisiution
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ga far enough ta
achizve 2 l2pally mandared restorarion of the eensystern,

Thank You,

Name: \Iﬁ \{JQHN' mﬂ

Address: Jivsll lees Lo g (AML
Cityrswe/zipn  FloaWiie oy (1 GyEy |

b 5 Official Fubhc Commrent

“Dear EIS}EIR Team Members:

. ) P LR T
I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the naturai water low

from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppert the science and study that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameount of water that could be aveilable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
cleaﬂy gives Tnnz!» fish and witdlife prierity over the diversion cf any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Aliarmative does not 2o far enough to
achieve g legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,

Name;
Address: it 45’&; e v d <
City/State/Zip: gf‘gu fraiedacrses ()3 ? ?/

b REeEIyEn
Official Public Comment o
: i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no tmore that 30 percent of e nafura'r w
fram the Trinity River Bagin, While I support the scignce ana"§rﬁdpﬂ1at
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were Timited by
; an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
R Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any wacer
i to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alfrernative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystern,

| Thank You,

: Name: 1414'17 ﬂ&-{muf‘t/
Address: 18FE Grgem
City/StatefZip: SFred 113

RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C

Postcards from Jay Johnston, John B. Dowty, and Amy Baboalal

664-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
665-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
666-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

é/\l N :l
R D3-300
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

REGEY,
Official Public Comment T

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: R

S R W8 Fish 2 il o
i suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural’ wat
fram the "Trinity River Besin, While 1 support the sciend i stidy that
prvduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemativie does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City/Stare/Zip:

Official Public Commernt
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support & diversion of no mote that 30 perceat of the TatuTal watér flotw 2=~
from the Yrinity River Basin. Whilz [ support the science and Study- that-
produced the Flow Evaluation Roport, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amaourt of water that couléd be available tor the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative dues not go far enough to
achieve a tegally mandared restoration of the ecosystem

Thark You,

Name: 'ﬂ-‘(ﬁf— e

Address: Sl D A
CityState/ Zip: Pl et A Gy 7.2,’5'

Qfficiai Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ao more that 30 peresnt of the-nafural
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the sdizh
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendation e frhited by
an assumption about the amouat of water that could be available fur the river.
Legistation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity cover the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefors, the Prefemed Aliemative does net go far emough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame:
Address:

-

City/State/Zip: < lu?(;"-x?( éjf ?%gﬁ

&

RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C

Postcards from Mary B. Kennedy, Carl Heiles, and J. Hosele

667-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
668-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
669-1 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

o Official Public Conument

Yrear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the H%uﬁ;‘[ﬁ'.\{:é 670-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scicncs and 5

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 671-1
n assumption about the amouwnd of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and addivional legislaiion

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any water 672-1

Postcards from Marian Landreth, Gary Cummings, and Ryan Monaghan

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

o the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, 32[
Name: %o} &‘ e /1 e AL &&zm
Address: v A M

CilState/Zip: c{/su_cu,(gv O, QG T

b : I l Qfficiaf Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more thar 30 pereent of th
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the seience ind studv that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the OVP, Themrlore, the Preferred Aliernative doss not go far enouzh 1o
achieve a legally mandatzd restoration of the ecosysrem.

Thank You, /
ame: \ﬁ-(\-.] iy ;'.’HHK; J
Address: 4 #H fu\-| !

CityStaterZipt _bioea (R G155¢
T

b I 2 Official Public Conment

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural watcr‘-ﬂclw
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Eveluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
Ll"arlb gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ta
achizve 2 fegally mandated reslor%ion of the ecosystem,

Thank Yo, :
Matrie: QY‘Q{J [‘J\O!J F\Q;GRLJ
Address: Do g R 360N

City/StatelZip:  _ upmmds O R ﬁioBé_

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY0650-761.D0C g D3-302
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

b' - i s Official Pubfic Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Douglas Landreth, Helen D. Motyka, and Jack Zajac

Us Flsh & W

" = . L3 £ . . 7”7
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturdb Gt Fhow 673-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seienee and sluc_!y _lhat ) o,
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 674-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assurnption ahout the amount of watar that could be availabie for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity Rjver Division, and additional legislation . . P o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 675-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far erough 1o

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, o iz -
Name: %/%&%57 \/ﬂ’ L:u%f f\jzd
Address:

Clry/State/Zip: 85 DEW—SMLTI\E""*%
3arne;

DGCA
Sehooy
1, CA

; .-
b q Official Public Comment -

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the fariivsl &ate flows
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 availablz for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lugistation
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 mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
iName: = 3 ol a
Address: 2uda Ele arge

City/Stae'Zip: [t/ a7snn v He CA Fie 7 L,

b I 6 Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natufelSwater ;
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study thar
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repory, the recommendations were limited by
an assurmption about the amount of waler that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [zgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve ¢ lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: J{/?L‘/( 24FAC
Address: f378  LuESE FLEs DL .

City/State/Zip: Cfﬂ’.?:‘? 74y Z{ CE GEpE P

é/\l V > -l

R D3-303
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from N. Hsieh, Dr. John Witaker, and Corda Eby

AEREAY? a0
Gfficial Public Commuont

LEIYZE
. ) d0V B 5 . . . ;
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: B < 676-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
US Eloh 8 WS Sarie
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the FatuTal \Efziig ﬂ@ﬁi Seriics . s .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 678-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wure limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . = .
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation 679-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

tu the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Alemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .
Name: ‘l';f, PR
Address: (3593 i e o

City'StateiZip: 9% ¢ Sy Spdrs o G872

Gfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural | 1 Ho% 5
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and stidy That
praduced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an a35umption about the arnount of water that cocld be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go {ar enough o
achizve a Jegally mandated restoration of the zcosysien,

Thank You,

Name: /}42‘ ﬂ/ﬁ"g /(/"Z 55 g/éfﬂj
Address: ZHD i s _
CityiSuteiZip:  _JITAN BCE 550 rA— Tl

Offivial Public Comment R
ear EIS/EIR Team Members: S04 52 189G

U support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the, fafaral. water ffove
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sciénce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, end additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ta
achteve & legally mandated restoration of the ECASYSEm.

Thank You,
Natne: LERBA ERY
Address: [30 fveir LLIFF D72

City/State/Zip: SAWTA (vl G4 FEE6D

é/\l V > -l

R D3-304

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C



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

Postcards from William McCarty, Donald E. McClure, and
Peter R. Schimpfle

w % O Official Public Conment

Dear EIYEIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the Tatiral |
from the Trinity River Basit. While I support the scizgnce and §iudy that

praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 680-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 681-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative docs not go far enough 10 . . e o
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 682-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Marme:
Address: £ Bov g2

City/State!Zip:  _Mowarosgs £4 désén

Ve a g
' bs ‘ Official Pablic Comment B I

fYear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the, naturak water flow -2
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seidnée andstudy-that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption gbout the amoewnt of water that could be available for the river,
Lemstation creating the Trinity Bjver Divisiou, and additional Tegisfation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife privrity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefors. the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mendeted restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank Yau,
Name: o[ £ MOC LT
Address: Pt s a1

City/State/Zipn  _CASTRO_ WALLEY ¢

2 Offtcial Pablic Commens

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no mors that 36 percent of the natal Wad e
from the Trinity River Basin, While support the selence an st‘udf‘ that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
4n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
0 L?w CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far emfugh 0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . 77

Name: é ,;E' é é %%

Address: O A or 7
S7C

City/State Zip: %QFQL&L

K./'Q = -
V - \:)l D3-305
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Michael Ramicone, Jim Evans, and Jeffrey M. Kostura

b B 5 Gfficial Public Comment

Brear EIS/LIR Team dembers:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natfal Ward flow 683-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and sudy that

duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dat vere hmited by . . . .
D D, e s nted by 684-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an agsumption abeur the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionul egislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 685-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1o the CVP, Theretore, the Preferred Aliemative dows net po far enough to

achieve a legally mandated r;»mmuon of the cc05} stu'n

Thank You, // 4 //J’/ ‘.4-_44)‘-\..—{)
Namsz: "/ / ﬁﬁ—z,
Address: h Mizhazl Ra'mcme

- et PO Eox
City/State/Zip: C B Tios L. CA 145

, b Official Public Comment

Dear EI%/EIR Team Wembers: A% 4w 1908

1 support & diversion af no more that 30 percent of the néturai™w:
frem the Teinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and $6d that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahaut the smount of water that could be availahle for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionaf legislation
clcarly gives Trmm fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any wuter
to the CVP. Thcrefore, the Preferred Alternative docs nat go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name; ix ey EL By
Address: 2RSS pmoh On

CiwiState/Zip: WM AAToGy  Aap Go0TO

b 8 S Qfficial Pubiic Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the ri§nfr’§l"w'm fliw
from the Trinity River Bagin, While [ support the science and sfedithat:
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation rreating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ] STAA £ Y 'I|\’1 "4 ST ;4\."‘
Address: 15,92 P L C\ AST N

e

Cily/State/Zip: {' Y L

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-306
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

b Official Pubic Comment 3% B B i Postcards from Steve Andrews, Kathleen Williamson, and Wayne Taylor

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

686-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural .
from the Trinity River Basin, ‘While [ suppent the >C1mcﬁmu€:miﬁﬁjmﬁ HiE

produced the Fiow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by -~ . onses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 687-1 Please see thematic resp

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and adcitional [2gislation . . . L,
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity ever the diversion of any water 688-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
ta the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: %'Teu‘ & el D Rdl,
Address: 22338 QegMhnr Bn
CiwiStaeZip: (AT, o6y GSndy
. PR
Official Public Commaeni e
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: e s GER

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the hatural: _.ef-ﬁo@cr‘:f&
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils [ support the scicnce and Sfudy That
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water thal could be availabls for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
c]partv Eives Tnva fish and wildlife priority over the diversion ofa wy water
to the OVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nut yo far enough to
achieve a legaily mandared restoration of the ecosystern

Thank You, 1
Name: tsses A 5 D leaems g
Address: = /

5330 Bk
City/State: Zip: ffﬁ[*ﬁ\ﬁuw CAST J'ﬁ‘f

Official Public Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nalum
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils | support the science and s(uﬂv iFat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendalions wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be gvaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional lemslation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative docs nat go far enough o
achizve a legally mandaced restaration of the scosysiem,

Thark You,
Name: QM“'L@A—J‘ 2. . MQ&&%
Address: ,_QQ Az f05 R

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-307
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

q AEBEIV S
Gificial Public Commaent BEiVAs
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: ynr ou 992

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent oflhé”ﬁa'f:u‘r'&,l;f}i_téi‘-rﬂ@\ﬁew‘:lc\’:
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and'stidy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, 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 engugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystani.

Thaok You, b
Name: Jeuw STelENSon A
Addrass: 100 Biiew AVE .
City/State/Zip: FJ-I’{Q(TS W‘DfZTIr* ; OA M 91 3} 1

—

o FEERIEES
Official Public Comment e .

Brear EIS/EIR Team ¥Members:

[ suppart a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water ow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienes and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were [imited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation 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 Preferred Alternative does not g0 far enough to
achizve & legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: izﬁ;};fé UT—J ¥
Address: ‘ T

City/Stata/Zip:

b l ' Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

F support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of thﬁa'iﬁtﬁkﬁy' o1
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations wore limited by
an gssumptivn about the amount of water that cauld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish end wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: . Mj/"
Address: DREE M act eend =E

City/StatesZip: AL ‘./4 ) Gt P

RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C

Postcards from John Stevenson, Patricia Vader, and Bern Klein

689-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
690-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
691-1 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

lp‘"- | %)ﬂ,—cf;; Public Comment  BEPEIVELD Postcards from Gerald & Judy Merrill, Dafi Summerise,
and J. E. Manasse

Drear EIS/EIR Team dMembers: NOY 24

I support a diversion of na mare that 30 percent of the malura) wvate;
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and.siudy (he

L o . . " : ”
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited _i:y 692-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
n assuraption 2beut the ameunt of water that could be available for the river, ) . o
Legislanion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 693-1 Please see thematic responses tlﬂed Flsherles.

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

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o . . P . ”
achieve a legelly mandated restoration of the evosysiem. 694-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You,
MName: L
Address: 5853 FEEMONT ST
City/State/Zip: OARKLAND, (A 94608

5T0-c54-5537

q SEES IR
b 3 Official Public Comment _

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the mhtura water- flow,
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppott the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendacions were limnited by
an assumption about the amount of water that vould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priaricy aver the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Thercfore, the Prefermed Alternalive does aot go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restaration of the eoosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Dafi Simmerise
Address: TP.0 . Bx b
CityiSwate/Zip. o e ltna  OF 94_5';4%

iy

LeL

WL

Official Public Comment -
Dear FIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no mare that 3¢ percent of the mdturabwatér flogs
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and-susdy That
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations werg limited by
20 assumpion about the amount of water that could be availabls for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
1w the CWP. Thereforc, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enough to
achieve a legully mandated restoration of the eCOSYSIEN.

Thank You,
Narme: £ & ﬂ?’< i e el S
Address: 2t Foiume s A

T
City/Stata/Zip: h&f_im’ﬁ

é/\l v -l
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o
ERtEE

1w
vil

U l 5 Official Public Comunent
W

Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Mcmbers: 0¥ %+ e
S Fiah & WIIHMA

! support a diversion of no more that 30 percent uf the natural, water; ﬂ_.‘;;m.

fram the Treinity River Basin. While [ support the science and srudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomrmenditiond Wetd limited- by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be wvailabld forthe fver.

egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the WP, Therefore, the Preferrad Altemative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Wame: M Q/z’}fg“'/gg/."’}’l
Address: (M&)%M e
City/Seate/Zip: ﬁ,ﬂé/fcfmj% (o FY 706

Official Public Comment
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the: natural.wa
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and- vs&u
produced the Flow Evalualion Report, the recommendations were 1im od by
an assumption shout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Triniey River Division, and additonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVD, Therefore, the Praferred Alternative does not go fur vnough te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: y AR / Frgets

-

Address: HSe P e . & 6 e W)

City/Stare/Zip: D, apo i Vedod

b l ? Official Public Commant i

Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturﬂlyvate; ﬂ
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppert the seience and. s!u,d
pioduced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited b)
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 priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Y,
Name: 6295:’7 @/a’ ;‘“J
Address: EQ mggé.g,ﬁu o Qg,/

City/SateZip:  _ r wfh £4 s i s}7

RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C

Postcards from Bettie Nelson, Robert Brandwyne,
Robert Brunstal

695-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
696-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
697-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
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Postcards from JoAnn Barberi, Charles L. Todd, and Deborah Abbott

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. 698-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversian of no more that 30 percent of 1H8 Al Mtt%?:ﬂgnmcc
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience aHd Stady that 699-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
praduccd the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption abowt the amount of water thet ¢ould be available for the river.

. . . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisior, and additional legislation 700-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

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

achieve & ]egal]v mandated resromaion of the ecosystem.

Thank You
: DR g
Name: \s’éL )—Vw't_\f ﬁ.b(zﬂ,c

Address: J—QOJ Colivaigls ,4@
CityStoweiZip: 1o ¥ P2 mam (o 45 74

Official Public Comment
Brear EIS/EIR Team Members: T

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of Hi& nafural
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired & by
an assumprion about the amount of water thar cauld be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [sgislation
clu.arlv gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefomed Alternative decs nar go far enou«h 0
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of die ccosystem,
Thank You,

Nams: / *
Address: CRl Eh gl 4{1—
Clry/StaterZip: n, 13 ;2,/,-*?_,{,;’,7 = f%"?f

l m Official Publie Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcembers:

1 support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpdion about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislatton creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alernative docs not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Name: Doopeain Moo
Address: [IoIe e Kengs Cygape R4
Ciry/Srate/Zip: Binfda, Cresit. A

J{oov

. . ’
V - \:)l D3-311
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

?q Official Pulic Comment Postcards from Matt Watson, Gerry Derrington, and Bill E. Rolfe

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 701-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trimity River Basin, While I support the science and study thut

produced the Flow Evaluation Report. (he recommendations were limited by _ : : us P
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 702-1 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 warter 703-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Theretore, the Preferred Alermanve does aot go far enough to

achieve a legally mandatad restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You.
Name: m F} T'?-_ f,o’;“} T‘_.‘_:(&N
Address: 06 Calfe Alcazar

CityiState/Zip: __Sm__c.!ff’ﬂ_@]ﬁf_cﬁ GAo T

Official Public Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I suppert & diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the narural warsr fiow
from the Tnnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Ewvaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assumption about the amaount of water that eould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal [egislation
clearly gives Temty fish and wildlife poiority over the diversion of any water
ty the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank Yeu, =
Nama: ‘ Ry
Address: T f-/é' 27

City/State/Zip: /"7fZ/" //{ P e ;}_-,?)3’5/;

' 3 Official Pablic Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team hlembers:

T support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produged the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of warter that could be available for the river.
Legislation craating 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
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstam

Thank You, .
Name: EM_ S \UQ}E-—
Address: AL QP\\ [ (\_}\RMJ'A,'P\

Citv/Srate/Zip: Qh?\&"\'\-l\“b keht:\-., .}QP\ SALTY

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-312
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?Oq- Official Public Comment Postcards from Paul Gilbertson, Peter B. Coyle, and R. F. Escue

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water fow 704-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scicnce and study that

produced the Flow Evalustion Repert, the recommendations wers limited by 705-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumprion about the amount aof water that could be available for the river.

Legislatior: creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislarian . . . .
clearly gives Triniy fish and witdlife priocity over the iversion of any water 706-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
o the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Alernative does not go fir snough to

achieve a ]ega]]y‘/ ration of the ecosysiem.
Thank You,ff [asy
gy 3

Le
Marne: gt (o Momebama

Address: 258 Kive. Floee

Cly/SiateiZio: Conlen Vaasan ,la, F5443

i w Qfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and swudy that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ar assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislaion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional {egislation
clearly gives Trintry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altesative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
PETER B. COYLE
Name: ;
Address: SAN ANSELMO, CA 94960

City/Btare/Zip:

Cocx. Cacrosia floarens SeaE™|

i o b Official Public Comment

Dear EIS‘EER Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppont the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were Limited by
an assutption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
cloarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferted Alternative docs not go far snough o
achieve 7 legally mandated restoration of the ccosysiem,

Thank ¥ou, 72 -
Name: f{ '/_ gsﬁﬂff
Address: $737 Edains Crnyons 0

City/StateiZip: A« Canacsa G Fenis

AN V N _’l

e D3-313
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' o i Official Pablic Comment

Bear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluatior 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 Jegisiation
cleatly 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
achieve e legally mandated restoration: of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: (EE&?# \ élzﬁ 5 Zm

Address: i f F54 @/_ﬂd«(ﬁ ZZ'
City/State/Zip: 545 éﬁ £ fﬁa byl

i o 8 Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Name: tfdz'ﬁzﬁh 5 if_’ i‘ig{jé Zf
Address: d/f.:?’,fﬁ &g sl g éér’
CiyiSwtiZip: _FHGITEER (4 L5DTE

; Oq Official Mic Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Legislatior: creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any walter
o the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alernative docs not go far encugh to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name; b T CG/ £
Address: /98 3e ;) Friv Aye

City/State/Zip: _Sow, Nage (Pa  95/24

RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C

Postcards from Mary Jane Streb, William M Sanders, and Robert Cole

707-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
708-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
709-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

<~ v =\
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?‘ o Postcards from Michael Rycuff Curran, Jay Ketter, and Rex Ketter

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . V4 o} : ”
710-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I suppoert a divirsion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While ! suppart the science and study that : ] “Ti ies.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, 1heprimmmcndauons were limired by 711-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amouni of water that could be available for the river. . . P . ”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additianal legistation 712-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefered Alernative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally manduted restoration of the gcasystenm.

Thank You,

Name: M:G‘I\Ae‘l LU Y o
Address: vefatFopre ¢
City/SiataZip. Telbur,  omm L 5: o 15 S

i l ' Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I'support a diversion of 110 more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While | suppart the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for tha river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, und additional [zgislation
cleacty yives Trinity iish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not g0 far eoough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the LCosyatam.

Thank You,
Name:
Address;

: Drone
Clry/Stare/Zip: lﬁ ' QZ&§3

i ‘ Z Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Aiternative does not go far gnough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You,
Narae: QEA Lég;jigg.

Address: ST Py ot g__ﬂz\f ALk
CitySeate/Zip: fn&g:g. dedpy :1;11 v &CI’ZEJSB

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

r-f( 3 Officia Public Comment Postcards from Don and Jean Cotner, R. B. Wilson, and Star Howard

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . Py s
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nalural water fow 713-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basia. While { support the science and study that . . s .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 714-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation creating the Triniyy River Division, and additional legislation : itled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 715-1 Please see thematic responses tit!

to the TV, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enaugh to

achieve o legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Don & Jean Catnsr e ~ B 7 Z{/é—;
Address: g?ﬁgﬂ“:ﬂ'& s2e78 iy i LAt Al
Ciry/State/Zig: .

i ' Official Pubfic Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mere thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion af any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prc d Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, /Wm{%

Narne:

oy R. B. Wilson
Address: & 5202 Loyola Ava, _
CityiState/Z Wesminster, CA 592683-2725

?' s Qfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

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

from the Trinety River Basin. While I suppon the science and stuc_ly _that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

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

ta the VP Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystom, — u_w‘7 -

Thank You, Wﬁ_ -
< Sur Howznal

MName: LTV 363 Park Avenue
T " 3%, Laguna Beach, C4 02651
Address: =

City/State/Zip:

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

. Official Pubtic Comment
‘Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I suppart & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the aziural water flow

from the Trinity River Bagin, Whils 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumplion about the amount of water that could be aveilable for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
m the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ceosystem /4‘1

/ . — e W [T
Thank You, g; @,\,a,fi;} ﬁ \\/” Le/
Name:
Address:

Crty/State/Zip:

L suriovant -
] 367 Tark Avenuz
‘!. Lagum Besch, CA 92630 -

.

Official Public Comment
ear FIS/MR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an gssumption about the amount of water that could be avajlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trintty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altzmative does aot go far enough to
zchieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Mok STReve [P

Adéress: Eg2a Lo, (hanry  Pue,
City/StateiZip: f;,\n-n JA“A; C. ®auicH

i ’ 8 Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thenk You, (Qheat¥towy Ao
Name: thonq‘ A\ KJ\_L_M

Address: WMo ond wit. Vigwo Reb

CievSaeZine Sl Catowe Co. @ B

RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C

Postcards from Star Howard, Dick Strever, and Anthony A. Ulm

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

'f' "1 Offivial Public Comment Postcards from Mark Rostratter, Ray Sullivan, and George B. Almeida

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . up P
I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural warer flow 719-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils [ support the science and study that ) ) .
pivduced the Fiow Evaluation Repor, the recammendations were limited by 720-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . e .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority sver the diversion of any water 721-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therafore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystent

Thank You,
Name: e Rosred rrER
Address: LUNY AMENDY SnGasAs B Rer

City/State/Zip:  _(ARweBaD &% 2o §

zo Offical Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
prodveed the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limized by
an assumption about the amount of water that coutd be availablz for the river,
Legistation creating the Triniy River Diviston, and sdditional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefomed Altersative does not go far znaugh to
achieve g legally mandaled restoration of the CLOSYSIEMm.

Thank You,

Name: gj.—“ . ) 1 | [ Ll ﬁ/‘
Address; gf 7 ﬁé@_/f ')'Lf; @ é

City/StatesZip: Edf‘f."&c,g_»f e 04 :}’C/G

i Z ' Official Public Comment

Trear EIS/EIR Team Menmbers:

T suppert a diversion of no more that 30 parcent 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 assumplion abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Teinity River Bivision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority over the diversion of any water
tu the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefesed Alternative does not go far gnough w
achieve a legally mandatad restoration of the CCOSYSIEML,

Thank You, .
Name: E‘ﬁé g} < /; 9 gﬁ? Ao
Address: /5 = 3 £ D{Z

Ciyswezin: _ Jap Wiates CA G4ipd

= VvV ~ \.:)l D3-318
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REP

'-f Zz i Pasie Comms Postcards from Julie Steury, Jeff Owings, and Jeff Owings

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . ups P
1 support a diversion af na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 722-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
frontt the Trinity River Basin. Whils [ support the seience and study that . P P
produced the Flow Evaluaticn Report, the recommendations woere limited by 723-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . : ups o ”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiitz priority over the diversion of aty water 724-1 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 £rosystem,

Thank You,

Name: Julie szur
Address: 172 Wis {E ;;;

Citw/SuatesZip: Min View oA oy o

? 2 Gfficial Pubtic Conument

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the nawral water o
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the seivnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommerdztions 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 izgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Profered Altemative does not go far enough ta
achieve a legully mandated restoration of the Leosysiem,

Thank You, .
Name: _Jere Fuaass
Address; R @Akmé/éé‘ /E‘B.

City/StatesZip: _QQK ¢ gﬁ/_hf.i A P Yoy =z

Offfeial Public Comment
ar EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ suppart a diversion of no mere that 30 pereent of the natural warer fow
{rom the Trinity River Basin. Whils [ support the seience and study that
groduced the Flow Evaluation 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 additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversian of any water
lo the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 3o far enouwgh to
achieve a legally mandated restacation of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Natne: TEE ﬁ/{f//l/(; £

Address: C/,:fé 5 gfﬂﬁ mﬁg‘gé‘ /G.D_
City/StatesZip: ﬁﬁKiﬂWD L CA Do

= V ~ \:)’l D3-319
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

? 2 5 Official Public Comment Postcards from Ruth Selter, Gary S. Barison, and Julie Balot

Dear EFS/EIR Team Members:

. . i s

o ~ thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 7251 Please see the p
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that . . u: P
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 726-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assurnplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . p— .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 7971 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority over the diversion of amy watar
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefeered Alternative docs not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandatad restoration of the ceosystern,
Thank You,
Name: uh e ¥
Address: [BYS Saferm (+
CityiState/Zip; Cla Farth +. Cﬁ a.""?ié

i 2 b Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Teawm Members:
L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rjver.
Legislation creating the Trinisy River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trimty tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alernative dows not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecusystem,
Thank You,
Name: AR s, RIS s
Address: B0 Acacia Dz,
CityiStae/Zip: _ Boigitopmsime o G R,
? Z i Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/ETR 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 siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recotmendations were limited by
ar assumption about the amount of water thar could be available far the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Drvision, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prigrity over the diversion of any warter
te the CWP, Therafore, the Prefesred Alternative docs not 2a far enough to
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ECusysiem.
Thank You,
WName: B Yo S ' _
Address: 4‘-{@ (‘ 'Cgﬂ,i_,d; -%\".
City/State/Zip: ’.:\-.23' 4 Ezﬁ i )‘;;;:ﬁ"g @3 f 9‘3’3
S AN
S
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

‘f z,s Official Public Comment Postcards from Malcolm R. Powell, Ranney C. Grotta, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mermbers: Malcolm R. Powell

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciznce and study that . . up: fae
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitad by 728-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river. . -
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 729-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly aives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to . . ug: faa
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 730-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You,
Name:
Address: ol

N Tes Eé - Malenir X, Famall
City:State Zip: c_&/ SR e

i Z i Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natyral warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the scienee and stucy that
produced the Flow Evalvation Repont, the recommendations were limited oy
20 assumption about the amount of water that could be availuble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity (sh and wildlite prinrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restorarion of the ECOSYETEM.

Thank You,
Name: iaymeh €. (ot
Address: a6 Poackéer i

Cizys State/Zip: ]?pr\ca,i’aﬁ! Cn 94703

i 3 o Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water tlow
frem the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flaw Evalustion Repor, the cecomimendations wite limited by
an assumption about the emount of water that could he available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
e the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough o
achieve a legally mandatad testoration of the £cosystem,

™ D atecle S

T

Address: P M Matlm B 7omen
) Ay iy

City/State/Zip: S Caliteg, CA Sa015-5118
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

?3 ‘ Postcards from Bob Weber, Norma Griffin, and Hannah Bartee

Official Public Commeni
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . ups P
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watze flow 731-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . . .,
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoit, the recommendations were limited by 732-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an agsumption about the smount of water that could he available for the river,
Legislation ceeating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation . . up P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the civersion of any water 733-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,

Name: 4 '.n’/("\ w(/é“\

Address; e )':{azf?ﬁcg_’w

City/State/ Zip: _&dw?ra/ C(jl—"._‘ o 9Ghe,

Gfficial Public Comment
ear LIS/EIR Team Mentbers:

1 suppurt a diversion of no rnore that 30 percent of the natral waer flow
from the Trimity River Besin. While [ support the svience and study that
prodiced 1he Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations wera fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that sould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisiun, and additioral legizlation
clearly gives Trenity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore. the Prefecred Alternative dues not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared resteration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Wame: _.&m&u._@_&ﬁia

Address: _Asae o Middlefield @}#é
GiyiStaeZip: | ML \e s (A GYDY3

3 Official Public Conument

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcemibers:

! suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural waser Mow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an asswmpion 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 gver the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 20 far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the 2cosystem

Thank You, : '

Address: [

= 'ﬂ, -
City/Srate/Zip; U{P r{ { 67 Aﬁ? 2 M ‘7;51?0
G

V ~ \:)’l D3-322
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

?34 Postcards from Debra Costner, James Archibald, and

Officiai Public Comment
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members: John C. Osmer, M.D.

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seicnee and study thay . . “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the mrommendations were [imitzd by 734-1 Please see thematic responses titled

an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . e .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addilional legislation 735-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
cleatty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity wver the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w . es titled ”Fisheries.”
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 736-1 Please see thematic respons

Thank Yau,
Name: Jerga 009?«0&"3-_
Address: = 532 Saw Pane Ave

City/State/Zip: Emeguviii e O4 QdepoR

Officigl Public Conunent
Dear EIS/EIR Team piembers:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciences and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reparr, the tecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could ba available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity aver the diversion of anv water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not o far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nume: il s B e
Address: AFCLT™ o fPll v 2

City'State/Zip: (/ST we s, b TS5

Official Public Comment
Dear E15/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, A _L'
Narne; L o e e 2
Address: John C. Gsmar M0
City/State/Zip: .0 Box 674

Diablo CA 94528

V ~ \:)’l D3-323
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

‘ 3 i Gfficial Public Comment

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. White I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were |imited by
an assumnption about the amount of water that could Be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
tor the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nama:
dd P dnars
5 11T Chrdmay
Address: - Alsamy Ga 347052315

Cuty/State/Zip;

I 3 e Gfficial Public Contment

Dcar EiS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water low
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seienge and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendutions 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 aty water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Alternative dass not %o far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the CCOSYSIEm.

Thank You, e ;s - -

Name: /f:ﬁ/d?/g,/ /%z‘('éé’ﬁw_w‘é

Address: /g £ S?L giﬁ—;,, e

Clty/State/Zip: f;‘LV?; (/e 54’. j/q A Fusud -1z

Qfficial Pabiic Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natiral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study chat
peoduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lugislation 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 Alrernative doss not ga far enough o
achizve 8 lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You, .

A
Name: g B
Address; L

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY0650-761.00C

Postcards from Paul Wagner, Robert G. Holcomb, and P. A. Lindsey

737-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
738-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
739-1 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

?q o Official Public Conunens Postcards from Mike Joseph, Frank Mikesh, and John A. Jacobsen

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

. . up P
1 support a diversion of no move that 30 pereent of the natural water Flow 740-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that s .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 741-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available far the river,

Legislution creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislation . . = .
¢laarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of eny water 742-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
10 the CVTI. Therefors, the Peeferred Alternative does not 20 far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm

Thank You, ]
Name: "’i.'k;‘: JGSEQQ
Address: Porve hWldwar e, HER o

Citv/State/Zip: /o st L4 Ts v

i l ' Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 suppart 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
2n sssumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nut go far cnough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the cosystem,

Thank You,

Name: Lo vt AF LIS

Address: £33 G velagyz, My
City/State/Zip: bonf e m CHESE O o PG

Official Public Comment
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namural warer flow
from the Trinigy River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendetions were [imited bry
an assumption about the smount of watsr that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of amy water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferréd Airernative does not gu far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the CCOSYStem.

Thank You, /—léﬁﬁ““

~ame: M. John A, Jerhion
Address: 16898 Catie Arbolads

ST P i i T2
(,uy;S[atc-'erz Facific Palisades, CA 902
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‘f' q 3 Ojficial Prblic Comment Postcards from Ron Barklow, Derek W. Mackay, and Alan Goggins

Dear EIS/EIR Team dembers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow 743-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the scienve and study that
produssd the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecammendations were limited by 7441 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additional legislation . . e .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 745-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Allcmative does not go far encugh to

echieve a legally mandated restoration af the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: ﬁap g/f,’{-’ﬁ’bé L2
Address: I fee T 1 E5cn Lo

City/Staw/Zip:  [FheUARD . Fh B &g )

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Menthers:

I support & diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the nalural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limiced by
an assumpiien about the amount of water that eould be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of anv water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the SCOGyStam. N

Thank You,

Name: . Do 3

Address: o 7oz b La y
City/State/Zip: A S45es

? ‘ s Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membhers:

1 support a diversion of no more thar 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, (he recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity tish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any warer
 the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enoush to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster,

Thank You, ; A
Address: .
City/State/Zip: ?:’E%Eﬁ%:"ﬁm
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Official Public Comusent Postcards from Ruby A. Okazaki, Jeffrey Poetsch, and Harry Jung

Drear EIS/EIR Team Mombers:

[ support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natursl water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the scisnce and study that
oduced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . P -

.Fa’n assumption about the amaount of wuter that could be available for the river, 747-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 7481

ta the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achizve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Name:

Address: =< }8 e [ C+
Clity/State/Zip: Or“.{.\da L FHCER,

? q ; Official Pabiic Commens

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

746-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

I support a diversion of na more that 30 pereent of the natral warer flow
fror the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppait the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations ware limited by
n assumption about the amount of water that could be available far the river,
Legslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additonal legistarion
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlite priacity aver the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Altemative does not 2o fur encugh to
achieve r legally mandatad restoration of the £C0system.

Thaak You,

Name: —-A‘EEBZ.B‘?EDET&\A
Address: )Qz& ed W P U B TN eRRIT
CitviSraterZip:  FmdiFan U] <AL SiqBe 2

i ‘ g Official Public Commen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:, . .

! support a diversion of no more-Fhat 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinily River Basin. While I support he seignce and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of watsr that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefvre, the Praferrsd Alternative dacs nat ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystom.

Thank Yau, .
Name: ‘\"- hQQ“ .BUN()
Address: S$Z2 CuRenADG Ave

Ciysstateizip: S AN TRATLGS ca Ei\i .

FROTH220E  hliedelibhole Masd ool do bl
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qqq Official Public Conment Postcards from Charles E. Nagel, John T. Malloy, and Stephen Maggard

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . ur: P
T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow 749-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scignce and study that ] — o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 750-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption zbout the amouat of water that could be available for the civer.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona!l tegislation . . Pr— s
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water 751-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1o the CWP, Thereforc. the Preferred Alietnative doss aot wo far enough ta

achieve 4 fegally mandated restaration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

Namu; (?'/4//?' /—':‘/%""/
4 l /

Address: LYgsy 2o, Mg e el -

CiyswreiZipn. o Sarr Frya.de [ Cue S

o Official Pablic Comment

Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more tha@ sreent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. WHila T sifpport 1he scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations ware limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available far the river.
Legistution ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additiana) legislation
clearly givies Trinuty fish and witdlife priority aver rthe divarsion of any water
e the CVP. Thereiore, the Preferred AlZinative does fior go farensugh 1o
achieve a [egally mandated cestoration of the ECOSYSIEML.

Thank You, O I . \(\

Marne: ?_,ﬂé e m@:_;{ EAyS
Address: o S5y T 0l efra 08
Ciy'Sate/Zips £A7 ~ - (Ao g

i

T

i 5 ‘ COfficial Public Comment

Dear EI$/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seiwnce and study thac
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the cecommendations were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the Tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not zo far coough w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the Leasysten,

Thank You,

MName: ngP“eM M
Address: f_é"jﬂ CHESIIUT ST
CityiStates Zip: gﬁ"r %VCGC{); CA ?C{l{ 3-5
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—

Postcards from Paolo Della Bordella, Willis Longyear, and Ruth Lemmin

Official Public Commrent
Dear EISTEIR Team Members:

. . P s w
I suppart & diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the atural water flow 752-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, Whilz 1 suppodt the science and study that . e
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 753-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an gssumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additionai legistation i i “Fi ies.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water 754-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferrsd Altemative dogs nat go far enowgh w

achieve a tegally mandaied restoration of the eCosyslant.

Thank You,
* FLanw]
Name: :I__ﬂvé_;f :fa—r - f
Address; FeD S S,
City/Stare: Zip: i—?"\)&/’- Ne sy,

Cificial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of ng more that 30 peccent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, While | support Ifie science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the wmount of water thar could be availuble for the river,
Ligislation creating the Trinity Rivér Divisioa, and addiianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any waler
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Prefad®d Altemnative docs net go fer encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoratjon of the £COSYSICm.

Thank You,

Natme: M_dﬁ {LONET

Address. %ﬁ 1_75;14 S

CityrState/Zip: MM&}M} aas
T o7 e .

?s q Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sclence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werz limited by
an assumpiion abaut the amount of water that could be available for Ll_le river.
Legislation vreating the Trinity River Division, and additional Eegifiat]on
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
aclieve a legally mandated restorgefon of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name:

Address:

s
City/Srate/Zip: M—M 7

<N v 2
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Postcards from Sue Wilson and Tim Stroshane

s 755-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Qffetal Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Members: 757-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

frem the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that

praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werz fimitzd by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, und additional legislation

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

10 the C¥P. Therefore. the Preferred Alternative decs not go far enough to

achiave a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Trank You, ¢
Name: L{_,),C,é.a.gfpz
Address: ful ;EEZ ;; EM

City/Srara/Fip | th P2 S

6 Official Public Comanient L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more tiat 30 percent of the r@ugr?a_l. watgr flow .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seienct afd study jhz.n
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomnmendatlon§ wery limited b»
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available Elc:r the iver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addmona_l legislatien
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Allemative dous not go far enough w
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the avosysiem.

Thank You, ( ~ 5%—-
- B /A
Name: fien Srobcue. 1%‘\, rg-‘—-’__
Address: 3N S Calless Autmesm

City/State/Zip: Ahane  ff 994106

) ,)
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Postcard from Felice Pace

756-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

; S b Offtcial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural
fram the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and.st
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the tecommendations were
an gssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the niver.
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 Alernative does nat gu far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccesystén.

Thank You,

Name: Tolice. Pace Foo Kleuadl Tovest
- QR a2

Address: Mﬂﬁ-—&;—s@ F‘-
City/Staw/Zip: = ’t‘&f_éﬂ_‘iaw&?
Cag

Vdd Salion Tovever
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Postcard from John Selawsky

758-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. I S 8 Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natu[al w ater |
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciencé dnd stud), lhat arans
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations weré lirivted by

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

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildife poority over the diversien of any water

10 the CVF, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough 1o
achisve a Eegaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

ank You, i J?
o Dok Sl Chole £
Address: _‘Lﬂ)‘ gﬁ/&' o Cﬁ/ f%z
Cly!StatesZip: Qw,,f}i/—\ﬁf\ (/4' Z—f ?‘ﬁ’-\r—f; C‘(En s

f/ f/-sh o ‘Aﬁji,ﬁ‘& T"M-«-?"u Eior {"JT
«VJFCL({; gé;f()% e [\J J ﬁué/

L v ‘ h
é % < vV Y
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q's ' ! Public € HEGEIVER Postcards from Jan Ambrosini, Bill Cavalli, and Jesse O. Davis
ficial Public Comment

H 1]
Dear EIS/FIR Team Merubers: wpy 29 1588 od “Fishorics.”
o) whley s Servtet - tic responses titled “Fisheries.
1 support = diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water, HDL\:E 759-1 Please see thema P
hat

from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppont the scisnce and st v . . e .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by 760-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
&n assutnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) e o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 761-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
io the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss oot go far cnough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You, .
MName: oS
Address: LB Sepn i les

CityiStare/Zip: /%4l bany CA QVoe

o Qfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the hatural water fow ©
from the Trinity River Basin, While support the scicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were lmited by

an assunption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any watet
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does nat go far cnough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: % A C (=T L\‘

Address: L™ a7
City/State/Zip: Lﬁp n\QQ:\A [ Ao

J b , Officini Public Commuent

Dear EIS/EIR Teum Members:

L supporr a diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natuial Water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the arount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rig8r Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wi]d'f\rje priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Praferted Alternative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restaration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
Narne; Tiime 2. DhAw S o
Address: ts

CityfState/Zip: _ 53 Mo ltae (o &yo3 :.:f

V . \.;-l D3-333
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