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

REGEINED Postcards from John Keating, Hildy B. Meyers, and Carl F. Swanson
q Official Public Comment gy 28 %909

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

US Fish & Widiife' Serviee 762-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural WHERASW ) o
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stady that 763-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an 2ssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . u; fac
ngi;[aﬁ(; creating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legislation 764-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water .

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank Yo

Name: ® \/ﬂ}H"}J KE&TWVG ((__,
Address: 1LY (T fhoAsed gy
Citysate/Zip: __ [ AT §C4, }5’3—1,_ CWF :

crveld

' ;b 3 Official Public Comment

Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:

<5 Fish 1 Wildiifs Sanvigs

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural Wafe? flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional leglslation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve & legally mandated restordtion of the ecosystern,

Thank You,

i
Name: / -4'4,2(147: Y?»—uﬂ-{ﬁ-—\&

Address: i I-BH;;B. A
City/Seate/Zip: 'g::lnﬁ?::os: Beach, CA 92646~

- 16861980
Gfficial Public Commenr q0y 29 %%

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: e

. = fsh R Wildits Savie
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural Watse- flotw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were [imited 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 Tiinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alienative does not po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: 2302 MaplE &r

CityiState/Zip: (s from 02 O . $5Trr2

o

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

AEREIYEy Postcards from Mark Bergstrom, Roy Kato, and Jay Lucas

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T 765-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I sepport a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturdl watet oW Sandic.
from the Trinity River Basin, White T support the science and studi that . . ups I
produced the Flaw Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by 766-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . - .,
Legistation ereatng the Trnity River Division, and additional Jegislation 767-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water
ter the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ) ﬂayé &;nga g
Addrrss: 3B W 57{'
Civismezip  SF, LA TS

' b b Official Public Commient i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

ey

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
frem the Trinity River Basin, White I support the scisnce and study that”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatiens wers limitad by
an assumplien about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Teinity River Divisien, and additional legislaricn
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priofity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Akernative does not go far snouph
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

oo

Thank You, .
Name: Aoy AmTE
Address; s FLEFE

City/StateiZip: __SPaf ZEH 70T (3 2% 2

% l Officiul Pablic Comment -

Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

W I

25 %
o E & Wit Sarics
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the netursl water: low

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

an assumption about the amgunt of water thar could be available for the river.
Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepistation

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

to the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Altemative does not 2o far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Nume: — Gy TN

Address: : ”'\\F\J-?’ nggliu"_}f, Lo
City/State/Zip; __S:»C‘\_’.e A R Idg}js-é)

é/\l v -l

g D3-335
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

HECEIVER Postcards from David Baker, Richard L. Crossen, and Dr. Ethan R. Allen

Qfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team dMembers: MY 29 qagg
. . ups P
A _ Fisheries.
I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural watérf‘ﬂb'{'}f? SBeric: 768-1 Please see thematic responses titled

from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study thai**

. . “ : : ”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 769-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation ereating the Frinity River Division, and additional legistution 1 itled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Tr[nitﬁy fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 770-1 Please see thematic responses t

ta the CVP, Thercfore, the Preferrsd Alremative dees not ga far enough to
achicve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosyster,

Thank You,

Nare: _ ) BAked
Address: a5 FPrlayil ool
CivStawwiZip: __ABIN o 9 3500%

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

5
I support & diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the naturs ter-flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by
an assumption aboul the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Frinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of apy warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative dogs not go far tnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You, e
Narne: jé //,/;///? ::7/6;'///»;.'_{,,7_,-:'-/
- -

Fo LT Lo
Address: o S ey A il

ClwiState/Zips _Sdm Forsss o TFels S

I w Official Public Comment A

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: A [

Itvd
el

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow"2 Sexvier
frem the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that>>
produced the Flow Evaluation Repurt, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption sbout the amount of water thar could be availabie for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal iegislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priotity aver the diversion of any water

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

Thank You,

Name:

Address: .5 ]%QEIHM“ E. :\E‘,n
iyiState!Zip: 4 - 7 onepark Dr.

City/State/Zip % Whittier, €4 S0606-3906

V £ \:;l D3-336
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from Mr. & Mrs. James L. Denison

771-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

N ' i ( Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
L .
f support & diversion qf_gnmmgc%oz the natural water
from the Trinity RiverBasin. While | support the scicnee and study that -
prodiced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the tecommendations were Jimited by
an assumnption sbout the amgunt of water (AT ToUId be avaiable for th river.

"Eegm[atlon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ov eth___echlmmn_of_

any. wager
to lhl,'t\ﬂ"" Therefore, the Preferred Altemats;‘;g::s_%m@m /
_'E'_Tleg_m_,mandated Tesfofation ot the copsyem 7 fﬂgﬁf ,_'Nrfc‘ﬁf,{us

-’];"; "}H}‘fj’r . [ ,},}Z,l'_rjw

Name:

Address; M. & Nrs. James T Darison jasen
City/State/Zip: Long Bezch ;,5 90415 o ma B
LD.d 31 L Living
Cragisrss
N oD
R D3-337
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Randall Yates and Stanley J. Stephens

772-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
773-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

REREIVET
2 Official Public Comment HECEIVED

Dear EFS/EIR Team Members: a6 & G 4600

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natiralwater Hidde Sordice
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and sti@y that-
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumprion ahout the ameunt of water that could be available tor the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhfe priocity over the diversion of any water

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lzgally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You,
Name: IFCJG // }éﬁ:‘.ﬁ
Address: EF Las Lppras ST

City/State/Zipr: z:.a,:l Heact, €4 Sokz5

l i 3 Official Pubdlic Conment 7

Dear EIS/EER Team Members: AT

= Sordicy

[ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percant of the nalurzl water flow |
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the sciznce and study that
pruduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an gssumption about the amount of weter that could he avzilable for the river.
Legislatian creating the Trinity River Division. and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife peiority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altwmative does not go far enough to
echieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, Dtentes ¥ ‘5+f\ol\n @l d

I
MNarne: . e O %
Address: 2 bR ,’L VY

City/StateiZip: N el C6 Az

K.A N v
V - ‘\--J'l D3-338
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Ken Spittle and Jean Vafeades

774-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

775-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent thhc‘%ﬁiﬁfaﬁ%‘»ﬁs FHloRnrvic:
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science ani¥ Sivdy hat
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recomrmundations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that esuld be availahle for the river.
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional [zgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You,
Narne: REKR SPrmrLE
Address: 4840 Pl TEARRACE RA

City/State/Zip: - LOWNg BENEH Ch Qo664 ~4983

i i ; Official Public Comment diaadd
= Nl

ar EISEIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of a¢ more that 30 percent of Lhe-’.‘m‘&'ﬂral;.\ua'ter.:ﬂow¢,a‘r,'c-_
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seignce and study That
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be availahle for the Tivet.
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 Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the goosyitom,

Thank You,

Name: S % @ﬂ_‘?

Address: Sag W D‘:’!JQJC_,

City/Stare/Zip: ':Po&f»{.e t/y‘f!w cﬁt
Fras

~NS D3-339
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

AESEIYVEE
waﬂ?ﬂfﬂf Public Comment _i Postcards from Ruth Sawyer, Rob Byrne, and Frank Ives

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Ay 2 9 1458

. - = s 2 Wildlify S
[ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow.

. . aer P
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 776-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited .by ) ) — ) .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 777-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legslation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovicy over the diversion of any water . . p— i0s.”
t the CVD, Theretore, the Preferred Alrernative does not go far enough to 778-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thatk You, 2
WName: ﬁ}-{fu 14(534»%“/
Address: 5 ) Aeasbn. D

S
City/StateiZip: 7":,. o > G e ?_!,‘c‘;i-f/

. j

; Qfficial Pablic Conunent

Dear EISEIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more thar 30 pereent of the vatural v{a‘;;; pi[att
feorn the Trinity River Basin. While [ supparr the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could he available for the tiver.
Legislation crsating the Trinity River Division, and additionat tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far crough 1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yau,

Name; é% S gt
7
Address: FST F el A E

City/State:Zip:  Predivtd e &4, P5645

4Tt
H

i

'

Official Public Comment 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ugY Z 2 ,:ggg

[ suppore & diversion of na more that 30 peruent of the nanmak witet, flafw Servies
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and studynthat.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watsr

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

Thank You, amr— . P
Name: e T Sy e
Address: : Ty 4R 4 i
City/State/Zip: & /v ™ 1 5 [N ‘j\{; ‘j\(.f
) V n ° s
g D3-340
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RT
COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPO

? f"’ Officiat Pudlic Conment Postcards from Rob Byrne, Charles W. Smith, and Birger L. Johnson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . ur: P
1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natral water fow 779-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
fram the Trinity River Basin, While support the sewnce and study that . s .,
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 780-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . ups ries.”
cle:r[y gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity aver the diversion of any water 781-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fishe .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o

achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, dE SR :
Name: @ /6/4/'/]! i 1865
Address: 5T P AAnasto @?{gé
CitylStateZip: _VAENL L2 ER SSerp

8 o Gfitcial Public Comment

5

S ju—
I ¥ _—
- = « ——
Delir EIS/ETR Team Members: =z ;
. ER ————

F support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of 188 raal water flow .-

from the Trinity River Basin, While | supprt the science and study that

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 creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

tlearly gives Trinily fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water

w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altenative does nut;gg, far. e}uqugh o
TEOLYT

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem,” 7

Thank *ou, s .
Mame: e B FOian . .
Address: 3122 .{,:v Cophen g L5

City/State/Zip: éfﬁ 5_'-‘&&33 zpj & fi ?J‘]M}
) J

i 8 ‘ Officigi Public Comment

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
irom the Trinity River Basin, While i support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
2n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Triaity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Thercfore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the £COsyStem.

Thank You, . N 4 R
Name: é/'-'?f{,q X& u&F Iy =
Address: / .(‘df}g g éi"@?&%@sg
City/State/Zip: R g G/ﬁ eI

— I 4 \.’;l D3-341
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Gificial Public Comment
Dear ERS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aatural water ffow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dues not go far encugh ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You@i AR

£
IName: Sally Jahnscon
Address: 22 Broadmoor Ave,

SanfnselmorCA—HOE0
City/Srate/ Zip: -

i 8 3 Official Public Comment

Dear E1S/E1R Team Members:

T support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaunt 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 CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: Derek Johnson
Ve,
address: 22 Broadr‘noor .? o
Arraetmer LI XA

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank Yeou, i /1 =
Name: p{l'd: ./ M b‘\&\,’(ﬂ,;ﬂf\

Address: @'O, EO ¥z ri L?'K UE Ty E

CityfStateizin & = AatOlo o 201 R VTR £ W Y PE

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

Postcards from Sally Johnson, Derek Johnson, and Art Friedman

782-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
783-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
784-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

é/\l v -l

g D3-342
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

l OD Qfficial Public Commeni

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 suppart the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fislt and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the crosystem. 7y Wy

Thank Yeou, =

- e - N
N TR JAMEE
L Addressr - sz & pipad ety

——

- i ater o aFrasno. [Ea 53720
T el U

—-_-'-_-___'_""-h—'—-"'_-'-*-w'n- B
. l 8 b Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversian of no more that 30 percent of the natwral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scianve and study that
produced the Flow Evaluative Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that cauld be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any warer
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alicmative does ot 2o far engugh o
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyvstem. RS2 A

Thank You, L. A T REn
Name: Qam 9( L(szk N
Address: /glg?; Bﬂ&!—e‘-“-‘& Eas ST
CityiState/Zip: .e‘g aard | L& ISEa-Gao 3

i 8 i Offtcral Public Comment LHE .
ear EIS/EIR Team Members: . -

T support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trisaty River Basin. While | support the scicnce and study _Ihal
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by

art assumption about the amount of warter that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the scosysten, AE7T

Thank You,
Name: TEOBAL S MM LSS
Address: Wamsh Ruaetz P&y

City/State/Zip: [:\*-;u\-nummj ¢ N A P

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

Postcards from James Ross, Judith K. Little, and Doris Sayles

785-1
786-1
787-1

Main TOC
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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

Postcard from Michelle Waller

788-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural waier flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While § support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availahle for the iver,
Legislation creating the Triniiy River Division, and additipnal legislanon
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watee
0 the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not gy _f_'?[jem];ugh 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. * 7 s=cda

Thank Yeu, o -
Name: Mabiele Gl L \“.‘f?_:?.“lr-'.’..'.” lﬂf
Address: 22uh Waylewn -&J«/?— Fovey ""’; b 1%

Cityi State/Zip: I’-\\«’iﬂﬂ;ﬁ; A G550 ooy Pl fo

fe Sdley, ltend

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C u & 5

R D3-344

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Postcard from Tanya Carlsen

789-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

; Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn abour the simeunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tomty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative doss not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of tha ecosvsrem.

Thank You,

Nome: '?ai?iﬂﬂ:. 5ﬂrf55-‘7

nddess: Lol ler £
City/Stace/Zip: /_‘Zc/c‘f@[,;mj/_;iﬁiﬁ/?’

é;% é‘%ﬁ Ve D
RDD/TRINITY0762-874.D0C TR D3-345
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

AEREINED ) .
G o e commen . ! Postcards from Marcia Haver, Dana Millo, and Jason Cockrum

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: B L

I8 Fieh & -
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the pgturil Wil g . . p— ies.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stidythat 790-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries
produced the Flow Evaluation Repaort, the recommendations were limited hy . . e o
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river, 791-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation cieating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 792-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CWE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternutive does not go far enough te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem,
Thank You,
] p
Name: i . Z
% .
Address: 0 /[5')&8.2 (-
N S
City/State/Zip: ?:o?{ﬂu,.;; ChA G85h

i ! Official Public Comment
[=

Dear E1S/EIR, Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Rapart, 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 additonal lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any watsr
to the CVP. Therefore, 'the Preferred Alternative dues not go fur encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Nams: ) ’ﬂ )N C’ L ﬂ oo
Address: We =29 ey, Ae

City/State/Zip: TEU‘-ICL’E?} (& bl

i l z Official Pubiic Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Jimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a brgally mandated restoration of the 2COSYSTEm. AEREINED
Ei g 5 =1

Thank You, — -

Name: \f-ﬁ\f‘-(ﬁw COLVQ\/}/‘\ 7 i 308
Address: Yo By z44¢ ' s & Wildife Sertics
Cysaezip, VMU Ca OGO . Ce

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

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

1 ' a Gfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

Postcards from Barbara A. Radd, Ruth Carter, and Erik A. Rogers

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water low

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 793-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumptien about the amount of water that coubd be available for the tiver. 794-1 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

. . s P
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far enough to 795-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystom. ) - AR
Thank You,

o
Warms; Searbe-. 4 £ Gl
Address: £78 Ereine Dreye 55
City/State/Zip: ﬂ'}or\?qn LI, Gses ]

: a Gfficial 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
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legisfation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legalty mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: ?UTH CWT%"?——
Address; /P o 2:»0)( / 8}‘ e
City/State/ Zip: CHAEr £ VLR T 2 s

CH- 43925

Official Public Cemmeni
Dear EFS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of na more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the rceommendations were Hmited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far ¢nough o
achieve a lzgally mandated restoration of the ¢eosystem.

Thank You,

-
Name; Efp p. BeeEps,

D g
Address: i, P\/‘" ‘{i.l
Citw/StaeZip: 7 r44 . F EESI

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

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

HERET Yy . H
Offcial Puttic Commera BB IY 2 Postcards from Larry Collins, Barbara Emiley, and Russel LaBelle
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: iy oo 1585
1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the-natural watsr, € 796-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinfty River Basin. While [ support the scisnce and Study th
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . up: e
an assumption aboul the amount of water that could be available for the river. 797-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River DHvision, and additional legisiation . . i .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 798-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a leyally mandsied restorarion of the ecosystem.
Thank Yeu, -
Name: m Cdé/ //-(// 5—
Address: 5:‘8 Ly f’-‘_
Cin/StaeiZip: Sk, /¥ P/S e
i I I Official Public Comment i
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members: e .
: : oY
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the, natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppert the scisnce and_study thit
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the reconumeadations were Limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nor go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name: Eneshgn 5/4?(,@(/;
Address: J
City/State/Zip: SE O PYIET
Officiat Public Commg-r.:f
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' gL
E support a diversion of no wore that 30 percent of the Raltgal water flowiar
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and:study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far coough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of rthe ECOSYSEML
Thank You,
Naimne: .é -
Address: 2 oo
City/Stat/ Zip: Mﬂa
: A
AN )

Rt D3-348
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REBEIYEF
N < 4900

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narurafiﬂaﬂé? ot
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience dnd Stuidy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that coyld be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

O_ﬂ;r'cx‘af Public Conunent
Dear RBIS/EIR Team Members-

Thank You,
Name: asrine HEfs
Address: =

CitylSto/Zip: S an/ Az elro 24 ¢ve4s

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

799-1

Main TOC

Postcard from Justin Wells

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

HABEIfsn Co
W AEREiYEY . . .
0 Ol Bubiic Comment -+ w5 Postcards from Ellen Shaw, Victor N. Udaloff, and Don Breaux
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: HY 24 000 e
I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 pcn:eﬁ?o?ﬁneﬁa;ﬂ?r';ﬁsr%?ﬂ ow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scienge and study that 800-1
produced tl'_le Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by . . e PR
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river, 801-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Leglilauon creating the Trinicy River Division, and additional legizlation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhfe priority over the diversion of any water i i “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nol go far enough to 802-1 Please see thematic responses titled S .
achieve a legally mandated restoration of (he 2cos¥stem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Name: Z—/éz,,,. Tlf A7)
Address: 1k Cofimbine {4,

Ciy/State’Zip: Alaunts ra Suses)

Ol Qfftcial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
producsd the Flow Evaluation Reépen, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer 1hat could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversiun of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not e far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, R
N ame? Jbﬁ’%l - u‘%

Address: 77 ig%mé N. ‘{Jg:ff_i_f
. p— Fa 123 4 er.
City/State/Zips 7N }\I)ovato,oéﬁ 94047

g o 2 Official Public Comument

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1% Fizh & Wildifa Serder
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural waree flpw™
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 couid be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional leeislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far encugh to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasysterm.

Thank You,

Name: Q]‘f\ 6?8 aliy

Ao 299 lake Mast Dr.
City/State/Zip: _%QCLOM

é/\l ) :l
- D3-350
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from Joseph T. Mateer

803-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

0 3 Official Public Comiment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversior of no more that 30 percent of the natuliwiter AgwiT= Jurdice
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and studicihia: o8
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any warer

tw the CVP, Therefore, the Preferrad Altemative does not go far enough 1o

achieve a lagally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: ':J;:-e}pﬂ. T edes, ':fé?"f/ 7%
Address: GEp  Lymer S5
City/State/Zip: ff’lauvé_ = d Ares ahe /BDW_F@

Pleese /,,,;j. ot Ve phms A e Trh
Yoo £5

Vﬁﬂ; D3-351
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Allan Erkhart and Ralph Boatman

804-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

805-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
?o . AZRZivasn
Gfficial Public Comment T

Dear EJS:'EIR Team Members:

I ‘;Llpport a diversion of no more that 30 pereemt of the namral “witteriTanEends:
from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie | support the science and” Sy Mt
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assuthption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiens] legislation
;.leaﬂy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Ther..fore the Preferred Alternative does aot go fac ¢roush to
achigve a legally mandated restoration pfthe ecosystem

Thank You, ; !
I Name: @‘ 4 % 0 2‘
Address: 26054 CiavEl @O

City/StateiZip: (3,} N ;‘?pﬂ' T C‘ﬂl 5549

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers: e

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent obithe’ nﬁlural Wil r hin it

from the Tonity River Basin, While I suppor the science A5 stidy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trmity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, e A
Name: "\QQQA Ml’%\-’
: R {Aars

Address:
City/State/Zip:

K.A N v
V - ‘\--J'l D3-352

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C



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

FEmT NS . .
. - . F- =} b= i W .
v Offcial Bublic Covmmen ; Postcards from Richard Harm, Carol Selig, and Randolph Selig
Dear, E1S/EIR Team Members: &84 2 ;4990
I suppotr a diversion of no more that 30 percent of thd%aﬁﬂ_l’fﬂiv_‘%fé?'lﬁ:éﬁef‘mw . tic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science andSidy Iﬁﬂzab 806-1 Please see thematic resp
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .,
at assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 807-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl legislation . . . o
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity ever the diversion of any water 808-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,
Name: (st A
Address: 5{5-’7{ /‘2’4/2/;\15 rEad ED

CityiState/Zip: PRt Rl i (o . FAIC2 -

{EED
O Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Yembers: A

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natiral _L'é?_‘ﬂb
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the 2cosystem.

Thank You,
Name: CoRcl Spae:
Address: 33 _SUMMT AT
City/State/Zip: MLl WL - A Sl
il TR R TR,
o Official Public Comment FEEEITIN
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membhers: Hay 25

1999

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the Fateiat Wit Serdes
feam the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and SH5djHar
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations wers limited by

an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirianal legislation

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

to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the crosystem,

Thank You,

Name: : zt\(\h EA S

Address: 25 Suoone e Do

City/State/Zip: 1Ay \j':\\\.‘h‘ A DH‘H [
' N

é/\l N :l
R D3-353
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

Official Public Comment Postcards from Tom Carson, Bruce B. Kennedy, and Ryan Munaghan
ear EIS/EIR Team Members: N
I support a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural warer flow 809-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scieqce and Stut_i;-r _that . . o
produced the Flow Evaluarion Repart, the !ecommcndations_ were limited _IJ)' 810-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the ameunt of water Eh_at could be fi\_'allablc f_br 11_]{: TIVET.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 811-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefecred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,
Natne:
Address: 15507 dren) wit B

Citw/State/Zip: L89S A58 /8 H5pds

43731739
Official Public Comnrent vavr

ear EIS/EIR Team Members; -

e S Ha
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural:waer Tow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legizlation
cicarly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefarred Alternative does aot o far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOSYSIEr,

Thank You, .
Wame: ﬁl'aﬁ 3f /Li/ Ll 8-/15 p
Address: LIFCC HuTihnseid /b,

CiyiStatelZip: _Lns Eafrs. Cn, 25757

8 l l Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

US Fish 2 VWigire Sarvics
i support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water :flog
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werc limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enouglt ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _
Name: RVF\M ﬂwp\%ﬂ?\}
Address: PR A B

CityStateizip: __ (W p FIfs, ¢ by G036

é/\l N :l
Rt D3-354
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

BEGEIIVEY . . :
V& opariiccomen 770 Postcards from Marcus Libkind, Lynn Otoshi, and Richard H. Morrison

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: #0Y 29 1999

[support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of thE AR Tl Servics : ; “Fji ies.”

frcmf 1:L’hc. Trinity River Basin. While [ su};pon the scicnceﬂgﬂ %?f!gdc_\lrjcrﬂat 812-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations were limnited by . . ups P

an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 813-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation craating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation . o

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 814-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

w the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough
achicve a legally mandated rastoration of the ecosystam.

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

" MARCUS LIBKIND_
1891 MOSELLE COUTY
LWERMORE, CA 3440

l SLEEIVEY
Official Public Comment B DG 992

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natura ?hlgr flow
trom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recornmendations 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 legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Prefarred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 1 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: _tann Bros
Address: 2795%F Ashor Ylac

City/State/Zip: _ emiont A Gas5di

g( ‘ Qfficial Public Contnient

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

, WS Fish 2 Wil
[ support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the Tatural vfaﬁe__

3 o}
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and stidy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the armgunt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You, N
Name: Q\c&vw—é \L Il[q_gy-r-\;,_,._)
Address: 259 Gloma .

CigrStare/Zip: | L\Wiste o ¢4 o5923

é/\l 8 :l
L = D3-355
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

o ‘ 3 Official Public Comnient 35‘3{.“ JVEg POStcardS from Dana Thompson’ Joe TribUIato’ and RiChard Unger
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ARV 2y 1840

I support & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the Terteah Wates flow g - Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scienee and Stady that, Servics 815-1 P

preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by i i “Fisheries.”
1 ) 1sheries.

an assumption about the amount of water that couid be avatlabie for the river, 816-1 Please see thematic responses titled °F

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, aad additional legislation B i “Fi ies.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 817-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs nat go far enough to
achicve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: W

Address: HIO8g St Y M
City/State/Zip: &m&%ﬂ( ﬁ ?_52? 33

8 l b Official Pablic Comment

Dezar EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the “hariral' wa
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and ‘smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limitad 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 priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - i .

’ L F —ta
Name: ez € o s R B )
i e I o s
Address: 2— V7 o I Tl "o L

i 57 o0 .
City/State/Zip: wﬁ'ESG‘PLU e & ,5{-— TP

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS'EIR Team Members:

. US Fish & Wiidiife Serdles
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturalwater, fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinfty 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 nut go far encugh to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

Name: /_D‘ cram () KCh et
Address: SGZR O (hRIVE Ave
City/State/Zip: _CALSATAD  £A Y574+

é/\l ) :l
- D3-356
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

| s PEITLAY

Offpcial Public Comment — uny 5.0 4000 Postcards from George Siefert, Donald E. Lintz, and Reynold B. Nelson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
U% Fish & Wildiife Servics

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural #HREAS i i “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study thai 818-1 Please see thematic responses titled S

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lirnited by . : “g; iag ”
an assumption about the amount gf water that could be gvailable for the riv)icr. 819-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trimity River Division, and additional tegislation . - o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water 820-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the BCOLVSICH.

Thank You,

Name: 564244‘4—
Address: Yoz¢ Toues [doesh CA.

City/State/Zip: OM(O{'{& A 2EZIl

ERITHLD
Official Public Comment IR URE 1959

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

LF]
iri

1

S8 Tsh & OWIASTe Sapvicn
1 suppert a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nafaralavatir 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 availabie for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioticy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam

Thank You,

Name: FDp\-‘lQ,[J E‘;,{_l Vl'f'%
Address: 1599 Klasatt. T

City/State/Zip:  Dupn ? / al & f—ﬂ 240 57

O Official Public Commaent R RE

Delr EIS/EIR Team Members:

WY fy e
L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the,natu‘rql)\#'a_te; flllé\Ha;" i
from the Teinity River Basin. While I support the scien’® 353 SudPdiily Service
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations weHERTikd 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 warer
to the CWE. Therefore, the Preferred Alterpative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _ s
Name: /f&',ﬂ"f‘z’?ﬂ/ ﬁ, 71/{/’_@(“'
Address: /;Z(f W J e g

City/Stare/Zip: ﬁf%mrz/g- o, 99776

é/\l ) :l
- D3-357
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X z ‘ SE8EITEE Postcards from David Pinto, Eric Landfather, and Jim Carpenter
Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: gy 25 1999

& Wi Eﬁgfﬁ" Sarvics: 821-1

IS, Fist Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no mare that 19 percent of the ﬂglfr'gf])(\%m[

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppert the science and study thal : i “Fi ies.”
; : - s titled “Fisheries.

produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 822-1 Please see thematic response

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion 823-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefened Altemative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the sLosystern,

Thank You, Y

Name: :jf IJ/A(/LD VD//.ZT—O

Address: y@ E—”j)((/

City/State/Zip: _é‘/\/‘é/ﬁ [tz Cﬁv?y;j@/

gz 2 Officiaf Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 parcent of the natural 0w
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildkife priority over the diversion of ary water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu,
Name: E‘R\,(‘_ LAN DEAT HER.
Address: VAR | e ager \HET

City/State/Zip: Somes | Eapmme €A F4S77

81 3 Officicl Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. 2Z len & ifs Seriics
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of ihé natural water flow
rom the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricricy over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dous not go far enough 1o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank Yo, n prd
Name: e £t 4«-’;;;”4»«:2;«{/
Address: SR A e /j/.;'

City/State/Zip:” /j’afz//@m"? i Xl

é/\l ) :l
- D3-358
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v SEREIYED
Official Public Comment

sy £
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members: NiY < E 1888

£l

D Tieh & Vi
I support a diversion of no mors that 3¢ pereent offﬁ'efnaltg_dilf{t_lqmﬂow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and stedy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river,
Legisiation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve 8 legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
Neme: WM&&JJM&‘JL
Address: 252 Charfese 306 \(

City/State/Zip: (fesfir {J {f@}f Cot Sufyr

73
8 S Official Public Conmment i
ear E1 i

S/EIR Team Members: A Bys

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the naruthf To
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the scicnes and StHde that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative daes not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystam.

Thank You,
Narme: 1€ E Lo, BRoawn
Address: 4% Eaer M ST

City/State/Zip: _ Bmgyecia, C A Gesso

g 2@ Official Public Comment AZ3Ely I8

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members; U,
vy 27 188Y

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the.n, tural i o,
feom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciende and, seiiy.that
produced the Flow Evaluatien Repert, the recommendations Were limiied by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availyble 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 10
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the 2cosystem.

Thank You,

Nama: /(j‘\}\ 3'0 Ty 7€D€Aa

Address: EQ'ID" A-T‘H\ A\J\Qﬂ Je
CityiSwterZi: _ Nan F{M‘QTSCOJ CA 341270

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C
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Postcards from Karolyn & Gordon Burkhart-Schultz, George L. Brown,
and Julian Zepeda

824-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
825-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
826-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
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L Offfcial Pudlic Comment

car EIS/EIR Team Members:

K07 25 g

I suppart a diversion of no more thar 30 percent ofthcrpaggﬁi]_.,\va}g fow 827-1
from the Trinity River Basin, While | suppart Lhe science and?_;mdfﬁh‘aﬁer‘m:
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limied by 828-1

an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabl: 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 829-1
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough o

achieve a lepally mandated restgration of the eCosYsItm,

Thank You,
tlame:
Address: 7

4y fr
City/State/Zip: ‘gﬁ‘%bmur’ (f\’ ?i‘{;é

Official Public Comment
Dear ET5/EIR Team Mcmbers: R 2

&

P RPN
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narumal-water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not g0 far enough to
achizve 4 legally mandated restaration of the ecosvstem,

Thank You,

EERNCEE E
Name: AR T
Address: -:/:'_.;{."'r e LN P

- ~ — =
A I VLA S
>

L

CityiState/Zip:

Official Public Comment f
Dear EISEIR Team Members: g Fist

I'support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achueve 7 legally mandated restoration of the evosystem.

Thank You, . R
Name: —pa"’" i lﬂ\z‘v e

Address: 13D Shyader ST
CityiState/zip: Se Frzumeised o/ AT

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.D0C g
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Postcards from Jesse Lachman, William Espey, and Darrin Martin

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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85 o dEEy 3y Postcards from Michael T. Buffo, Jack B. Dowty, and Kevin P. McCemity

Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR ¥ : M3Y 25 jega . . o

) feam Members: S Fish 2 W j g 830-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a gii_versic_m of no motc that 30 percent of the haium;y_{‘;_;; E{;\f:rwce : i “Fisheries.”
from the Trnity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 831-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Fl%w Ev;]uation Report, the recommendations were limited by d “Fish ”
4n assymption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river. icr onses title isheries.
Lagislation creating she Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 832-1 Please see thematic resp

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preforred Alternative does nat go far tnough 1o

achieve a legally m/%d s _ﬁl&d’\g-hh OSystem,
Thank You, M s /
B s
Name: A - .ré % v
——— -

Address: S/f Yo el o T

City/State/2ip:

8 3 ‘ Official Public Comnrent

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

o 1358
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 porcent of 1he fiafral-waier: flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and ‘Study that
produced the Flow Evaivation Repust, the recommendations were limited by
ar assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinfty River Division, and additicnal legisiation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watar
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem,

" Y
Thank You, ! ? @ -?l
Narne: L\QJ—LA- / /

Ptk

Address: \/‘If/f’é f_?(;—i AV TP /

City/State/Zip: \S ;’ it E;@g“g 5 2= {‘.;3"'., ?7‘({;{

83 Z Official Public Contnzent

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T FiEn & owilelife Sepdes
1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural Gater faw
from the Trnity River Basin. While I suppart the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lunited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available (or the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [sgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
© the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

O

Address: _L-] \ Mmm—tyv ,pr— {
City/State/Zip: i‘b E‘“J'h\ UU\Af -
R
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Postcard from Dorothy Ball

833-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

5 Official Public Comment N

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

o8 wilchite Zapaag,

L suppart a diversion of no mer¢ 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 [imited by

an assumption sbout the emount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislation erzating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation

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

1 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nor go far ¢nough

achieve a legnlly mandated restoration of the ecosystem. A Vi

! Thank You, T /

. Name: ﬁl} < 4 ﬁ»
Address: ? Mgﬁ U
City/Srate/Zip: "77)/}’7%){ / lb’t _'bw 1

w2,

W - l D3-362
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6 3 ' Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from R.M. Oliver, Sran Given, and Laura J. Davison

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanfSt Watds tlow 834-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
frum 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 armaunt of water that could be available for the river. 835-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 836-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

1o the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alwmative does nat go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Name: ? wi @‘-ﬂ-’-‘
Address: A0 9;% Chca,
Cuy/Stare/Zip: <k ‘iq—?c"{

Official Pubiic Coniment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the gatiirsl e
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science add Study” that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thae could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish end wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOSYSTEm.

Thank Yau,
Nare: &1& o) G (W€
Address: & O QJ\“({C £'

Ciy/StateiZip:  _ DS CA G, [

? 5 b Gfficial Public Comment

Drear EIS Team Members:

from the Teinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ceuld be availably for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Prefemred Alwmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, P \/]
Name: \ %{,z» p :/-/’/ SO S
Address: 3732 st hmoro S

City/Staie/Zip: Gy Srfoicind O Yegy o

é/\l V > -l
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Postcards from James A. Hogan, Nick Selcke, and Mitch Matsumoto

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

B 25 mos

US Fis¥ & Wilgifs Sanies i nses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aatural Wenneboflde 837-1 Please see thematic respo

from the Teinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that . . ups P
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited By 838-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river. . .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgastation . 839-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinily fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Akernative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECosystem.

Thank You, i :

Name; ) A M S /4 {Z%r‘/;—f\j :Q#LJ%Q%
Address: PC i3 ox 3 T8 ’

City/State/Zip: M o585 jé = /‘}C-A (:9_(;703 \.;":3

EEE R
" Official Public Comment . X
REFEDR

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

-2 T Somvicr
1 support 2 diversion of no mare thar 30 percent of the natura) water flow -
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations ware Timited 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
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of thy ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name; Pret Selefe
Address: F ey Sa<

City/StateiZip: 2 lom Eflen oo, LYY

o EEEREE
Official Public Commenz

Dear EIS/ELR Team Members: d3Y 3 988

IS Eiai 3o
F suppart a diversion of no mars that 30 percent of thésnﬁtﬁ?at““' it
fromt the Trinity River Busin. While T support the science and 'sterthﬁal
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recorimendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasysien.

Thank You,
Narne: A TELH A F o rtaeniy
Address: el Zy 0 PETA Al

City/StateiZip: 7 As7ie pin M v (A S s

é/\l ) :l
T NP D3-364
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REGEIVZD
q O Official Pabiic Comment o POStcards from Gayla Waldon’ Jason Young, and Jerry Snyder
Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members: [-lﬂ‘-‘ Z9 1998
L support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of:hc;“;%ti‘:fahlﬁa‘:ﬁﬁfmﬁww 840-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that . ey foe
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by 841-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

in alss[umption about the smount of water that could be available for the river.
cgislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additona) legislation i i “Fi ies.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 842-1 Please see thematic responses fitled "Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the €Cosysetn,

Thank Yeu,

Name: _C,/Zﬂ?(z,q é{afé/gf-j
Address: .Q/&g & LFoy L. (%Z-@,

. City/State/Zip: Essroarl e

EERERE R
Offcial Public Comment AR
©: T

BPear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the: natiral watsc flawe-ic-
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support ihe science aidstiidvvhat
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendsations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional levislation
cloarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watur
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altarnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eCosysiem,

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
Ciry/Srate/Zip;

380 Youre
4360 Burch B -Sas CRarkz, CA 22570

q HESEV R
g 2 Official Public Comment HEaLiliaw

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membars: . HAY 29 5ge

[ support a diversivn of no mare that 30 percent of the Baturzlwiaies fioke Servics
frorn the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and Snedyahat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinily River Division, and additipnal legislation

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

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

Thank You,
Nams: jeﬂﬁq SrYDan
Address; Hteo  FRigooed st

City/State/Zip: F?EN&JT] CA yI3f

V £ \:;3. D3-365
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RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

Postcards from Jayne C. Parker, Jayne C. Parker, and Betty Jo Santin

U ' ’ Official Public Conument

Dear ETS/EIR Team Menshers:

Y5 T A Wildife Seppien ; i i i
1 support a diversion of au mere that 30 percent of the naturul Wteiefleyy o 843-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations weare limited by 844-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assurnption about the amount of water that could be aveilable for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priodity aver the diversion of any water 845-1
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nor go far ¢rough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the £COSYSIEmM.

Thank You,
Narme:
Address:
City/Stare/Zip;

8 | ‘ Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: S

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 suppott a diversion of no more that 30 persent of the watuddl water e
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evuluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal jegislation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watar
to the CVP. Theefore, the Preferred Aliernative does mot go far encugh to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Narme:
Address;
Cay/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment
Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

R
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the n‘é‘fumfn_ ater: fTow,
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitad by
an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Nurme: MP‘RT\TT& %Cu‘\—i— 1\ e

Address: e C‘C’f e ﬂ%}@‘u.&“i\
CityState/Zip CC €y o g vay

é/\l V > -l

R D3-366
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IEGEIVED Postcards from Rufus J. Pederson, Daneen Pederson, and Tim D. Daniel
Official Public Comment i
r eam Members; HGY Z% 19 . Py o
Dear EES/EIR Team Members gy 2Y 1696 846-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

] e
I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nia%;;éﬁh\&% glﬁgk senee
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that 847-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations ware limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could be availahle for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 848-1
clearly gives Trinily fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altornative does not gu far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the erosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: ?Uf_{ﬁ' ‘SMM%/
Address: ECD4 Z. E/‘?ﬂ@&é Fy)
City/State/Zip: Wm"/ﬁ%@ (=G s=f /

% ‘ i Official Public Comment

Diear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

L support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natuist water fldw:
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and-srude. that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the zmaunt of water that could be availabie for the river,
Leaislation 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 Preforred Alternative does mot o far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, Do )
Name, Diantzrn) e Ty
Address: _F T i Potee
City/State/Zip: /—7‘57‘?"5/&{/,5‘-@)( . Q?q!; .\f

8 I ? Official Public Conisent

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhers:

i support a diversion of no more that 30 pervent of the matliral
trom the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and”steidv ez
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 additiona] legistaion
clearly gives Triaity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R
Name: [NV B \BC_\V\ i \
Address: 33 Caviielvan = Teek

City/State/Zip: %l__gc - \,C-_\"\—\\\L Qq Q\L\SL'E’:

é/\l ) :l
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Ll' Oficial Pubtic Comment Postcards from Ann Blocker, Jeffrey H. Spurr, and Rick Udaloff

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . ut: P
1 support a diversion of no maore that 39 pereent of the natural water flow 849-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . e .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 850-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation 3 i “Fi ies.”
clearly gives Tronity fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion zfany water 851-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.
Thank You,
Wame:
Address:
City/State/Zip:
. O Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of ne more thar 30 percent of the natural water Flow
from the Trinity Fiver Basin, While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amnmount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legsfation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name: ZEFFREY H. SPu AR
3 pon
Address: E% 1‘@ S
City/State/Zip: R4 L A Cl_“fq_:/?'
gs ‘ Official Public Comment
Dear EXS/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 suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Leyislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,
Thank You,
Name: ?\ i‘C-K \\D\L\L’OF;
Addrass: T4 SAA REA T W A
City/Stare/Zip: - !
ity/Stae/Zip Nouh LA F 9 ‘}—qa,.g
Q
AN\ N \
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s

IR Gfficial Public Comment
Dedr EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no moes thar 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clsarly gives Trinity ish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefare, the Preforred Altemative doss nar go far enough 1o
achizve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address; :
Ciry/StatesZip: |~

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

852-1

N

Main TOC

Postcard from Dorothea Davis Harrington

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcard from Phillip J. Cabasso, M.D.

853-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Gfficial Public Comment
car | IR Team Members:

[ supporr a diversion of ne more thar 30 piresnt of the naturzt warer flow
from the Trinity River Busin. Whils | Support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommeandztions were [imited by
an assumption about the arsount of water that could be wvailable for the Tivar.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife Priority over the diversian of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Prafered Alternative doss not oo far enough to
wehieve a legally mandated rastoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You, . T socd

Name: - PHRLL®P 1. CABASSO, M.D.,
Address: 10 E. MIRA MONTE AYE,

——ERRA MADRE, CASIO2E
Ciry/State'Zip: ﬁ}'\]@

<~ V\’\} D3-370
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Postcards from Dok Arvanites, Steven J. Ager, and Laura L. Nixon

Officiat Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . e P
- tic responses titled “Fisheries.
1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the namural water flow 854-1 Please see thema P
fram the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study thar . . = P
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by 855-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
&1 asSUMption about the amomt of water that could be available for the nver. . P .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislarion 856-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over ths diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem,

Thank You,

Mame: BK ABVAN!E

Address: M_&wﬁ Bl
City/State/Zip: é@@@:{ﬁvﬂﬁj{%/

Official Prblic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent af the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. ‘While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnption about the amount of water thar could be available {for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional [uygislacion
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife prionity over the diversion of any water
W the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Altornative does ot go far enough o
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystam,

TFhank You,

Name: Steen T, Gyer

Addrass: & /{7 3&; /&1’/
City/State/Zip, 2 P50z

Official Pablic Comment
Dear EISETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of o more that 30 percent of the naumal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daes not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandared resworation of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
MName: L-&\r\l‘m]_ . i\}(“‘,(rw\
Address: LA NYendala pe

CityrStaw/Zip: | Saun, Cades €A 99903
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Official Public Comment Postcards from Steven J. Ager, Mark Pringle, and Frank R. Stolten
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L . . g . ”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 857-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and stady that

- - . . 3 ”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendstions were limited By g hematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 858-1 Please see t P
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . u; fac
Slearly gives Trinity fish and wildifs priorits aver the diversion oF any water 859-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does net go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the crasystem,

Thank You, ’
Wame: ﬁ‘f{ﬁ(ﬁ?ﬂ T /41 e
Address: DFF s /@x@fﬂe Aewr’

City/State/Zip: iﬂﬂ/‘g’rgfr’f/ d/f/’ _‘?//%05

Official Public Cormprent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppart the scignce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife picrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore., the Preferrad Alternative does not 2o far enoush o
schieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystam,

Thank You,
Narme; ST i ;/3-,\/:_ fo
Address: o Dewe 2oy

City/S1ate/Zip: reeinan (i Sxsn

Official Public Comment
Déar EISTEIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of 1he natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whils 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legatiy mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You,

Name: — -
. FRANK R STGLTEN

Address; —  B22J COUNTRY LAYE GA

City/State/Zip: - ORANSLYALE CA 85827147

— I 4 \.’;l D3-372
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Postcards from John Yen, Marian L. Perry, and Michael J. Dehority
Official Public Carumnent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

iversi 860-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow ;
from the Frinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . 1 d ,,F. h .
I i - atic responses title 1sheries.
produced the Flow Evaluztion Report, the recommendations were limited by 861-1 Please see them p
atl assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) ) . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 862-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far encugh w0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ; .
Name: ":aff;‘/ by I@J
Address; L[ i b&{?&‘ﬂ N7

CigStareiZip: DAL Op G123/

8 b ‘ Official Public Comment

Dear E1S/EIR Team Meimnbers:

i supporr a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recorrmendations were limitad by
an assumpion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish znd wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go fur snough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the SCOEV ST,

Thank You,

7 - = 41
Name: 7//(IM<~4—-‘, e ﬂ,um.y,/
Address: My Marian L. Perry

24] Mewell Dr.

City/Siate/Zip: . Fortuna, Ca 95540

Official Fublic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water Flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the OV, Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achugve o legally mandated restoration of the SCO5V5lenL.

Thank You, B i .
Name: Mickel J. Deborip y
Address: AT &) '

CivwiStwizip: A redte A Fis/F- 087 g

é/\l V > -l
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é w j Qfficial Public Comment

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naral water Now
from the Teinity River Basin. While i suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by

an assumption abour the amount of water that could be availzble for the river,

Lagislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of amy warer
w the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dass not go far tnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, L &é{ N
Name: / va{/ 7

Address:
CityrState/Zip:

Chriz Ursich
> B3 Bax 1053
Arcate, CA P5518.1053

8 b ‘ Official Pubiic Comment

Dezr EiS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While support the sciznce and study tha:
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were limited by
a0 assumpton about the amount of water that could bs available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Dhivision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priotity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does nut go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restorztian of the ECOSYSIEm, -

Thank Youn,

Name; Litgrapimer 7’3;:—';/!
Address: 20 E Mapaw il of
City/State/Zip: Hgcpze  di

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scisnce 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 additiomnz] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far cnoush to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
o

Nate: ey

Address: !5

City/StateiZip: (Spaogpo Leopmy

RDD/TRINITY0762-874.00C

Postcards from Chris Ursich, Christine Parra, and Rhinda McClure

863-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
864-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
865-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

R\ v -’l

N
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Xb b Postcards from Rose Ann Luvi, Doug Knight, and A. D. Schneider
Offtcial Public Comment

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members: . . . o
866-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {low P
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that ti itled “Fisheries

1 ¥ . 1c responses title 1s .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 867-1 Please see thema P
an assumption about the gmount of water that could be available for the river. . : “hi ies ”
Leguslation creating the Trinity River Division, and 2ddilional legisation 868-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Triaity fish and wildlife privrity over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough tw
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the SCosYStem.

T-hank You, i /, .

Name: ; z,s e [ é 243 S 2;'2,::

Address: {f‘f;}'é C: é[]:l Cpme O i

Ciry/Seate/Zip: _g_ﬁ oA /(15- 64 6:5 8?5
-

8 @ i Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/ELIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ceeating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildkife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the CCOSVELCMm,

Thank You, .
Name: Iy /Oﬁ Uﬁ} /\/’;"‘7 td .
Addregs; Lo Mafes Shdiem QO/I_

Criy/State/ Zip: ) (C‘_),-{ r [ /‘f Cfréj(j

De.ar EIS/EIR Team Members: 9 b g

Isapport 2 diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the
setence and scudy that produced the Flow Evafuation Report,
e 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 clea rly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over

the diversing of any water to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achie\{g a_le)galiy maadated

restoration of the ecosystem. REEE YEY
Thank you, {1]{']1{ 2 G ngg

UE Fisk & v
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ear BISEIR Team Members: 80‘1 Postcards from Paul Caswell, Jeffrey E. Lorelli, and R. T. Langland

Lsupport a diversion of no more than 36 Percent_ofthc'ﬁéluml
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppart the

. p— s
ic responses titled “Fisheries.
scienee and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report. 869-1 Please see thematic resp
the recom mendations were limited by an assumption about . ti “Fisheries.”
itled “Fisheries.
the amaunt of water that could be available for the river, 870-1 Please see thematic responses
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiogal . . “Fisheries.”
legistation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over 871-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fis

the diversion of any water tu the VP, Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go fap encugh to achieve a legully mandated
restorution of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 8?0

1 sapport a diversion of no more than 36 Percent of the oatural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the
seience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Repore,
the recomaiendations were jim ited by un assumpiign about

the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Trimity River Division, and additional
legislation tlearly gives Trinity fish and wildkife prinrfty over
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achievera_le%g! mandated
restoration of the ecosyster. e IG5

T

Thank yau,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 8 4 ,

I support a diversion of no more than 36 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evalustion Report,
the recommendations were ikmited by an assumption about

the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislztion ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legislation clearly gives Frinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversior of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a Kg#JFE ma gggd
sestoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok you,

a \:;l D3-376
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. Dennis
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membecs: 8 ? Z Postcards from G. Kaczmanck, Wm. R. McCarty, and Larry E. Den

Isupport a diversion of no more thzn 3¢ Percent of the natural

i i “Fisheries.”
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the 872-1 Please see thematic responses titled

science and study that produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, . . up: faa
tire recommendutions were limized by an assumption abont 873-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . “Fisheries.”
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! 874-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

legiskation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion ef any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternztive does not go far ¢nough to uchieva i legally mandated
¥estoration of theEe&osvste_ " . -
A EYYES ya
Thankyou, = 4
Bl 2 g "

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memnbers: 8 i 3

Esupport a diversign of vu more than 3 Percent of the n:

water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While lsap;c»r:i:;nl
stience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by g dssumption abouet

the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creaiing the Trinity River Division, and additionya)
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wild)if priarity pver
the diversion of uny water 1g the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Adternative does not gu fur enough to ackieys 4 legally maadated

restoration of ke ECOSYSiem,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 8 ? q

I suppori a diversios of no more thar 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppori the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limitad By an assumption about

tite amount of water that couyld he available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, ard additional
legisiation clearly gives Triaity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative docs not go far enough to achieve a legally mandared
restoration of the ecosystem, AERE &

4s g iy o
Thank ygu, =39~ izs

Thark vau,

<~ e "l, D3-377
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