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

; Official Public Comment 8 7 b
: Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: e .
i 1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
H from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendadons were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Dhvision, and additional legislation

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

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the evosystem.

Thank You, | P
Name: 5?? R o
Address: HoTH _fas Re occas

fal H “ A
City/Staw/Zip: S Hefupl OF Fefrs 3

b Official Public Commert
-i’ Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppot & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinicy River Bazsin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Keport, the reeommendations were limited by
an assurmprion about the amournt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trnity River Diviston, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Theretore, the Preferred Alemative dogs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the evosystem.

Thank You,
MName: ngmo %ﬁuce
Address: o Dtveveweed b, PO Rer WO

CitysState/Zip: teniess Coo 955w

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/E(R Tezm Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and smudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by .
an assumpiien about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation erearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legelly mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You,

IName: (= e rge/ g—-; <7 ﬁES
Address: 3//3 tlgalment /2r

CityStatedZip: Wi Y 7 FAPR I

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C

Postcards from Steve Ager, Richard Bruce, and George Gates

875-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
876-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
877-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officinl Publiic Comntent

Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

818

T support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study Ith:n
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be a\lrallable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi_uona_l legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far encugh two
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

C/)}P/W ﬁu//{g//é 7:

[ support 3 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. Whilz [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an sggumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

tr.ftyvzatre ‘.S/éﬁJSEA/
11 (w0 UiEd p a0

St PRawileo CH
Iy -

Postcards from J. Lemein, A. Annette Jensen,
and Rebecca Tavish

Official Pubiic Coniment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

gg0

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated cestoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You,
Name:
Address;
Ciny/Statei Zip:

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C

Eobacom Tozerd
LhoSo Lupe (ecle 2,

Dt Sy Srte o4
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878-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

879-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

880-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

. Ufficial Publie Comment
Dear EIS/EIR: Team Members:

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

- from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reeommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Thercfore, the Proferred Altemative does not go far enowgh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You,

Name: JbLﬁb. E—“'Q wiZ g

Address: 292407 KﬁnlSln.BSTC:-J =1
City/State/Zip: LG MIGUEL , A G2067T

e

Official Public € orment
Dear EISJ’EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name:

Address: el -

City/State/ Zip: m,Mg.m.A%a_cg .geeg(

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: '

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

Thank You,
Mame: G MP-LKGM&M
Address: ,ﬁ OQ;; &jﬁ_‘- ﬁ ALy

CityState'Zip: Dol (a- Fos il

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C

881-1
882-1
883-3

Main TOC

Postcards from John D. Faivre, The Hansen Family,
and G. Mark Graham

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

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

Official Public Comment
Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

§84%

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Repaort, the recommendations were limited by 884-1
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 885-1
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiocity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh o 886-1

achieve a legally tnandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: .@5}4: ,/&’ é.w// 2\ g%
Address: SRS SFFe

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Oé\;f')lﬂn
Address: C//?, TV A © Q&qe’

CityfState/Zip:  ff obecst™ Dok, Cﬁﬂ?’ Y525
v/

s Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aamral water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While [ 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,
Eegislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far engugh to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the erosystem.

Thank You, H‘/% T2
Name: Y 2wy |
Address: Z2F _W/‘J?"/E'ﬁ s ?’5 . c.f/(t»—(_, '

Cily/State/Zip: /ﬁu 7

=5 “ /Aly.ﬁf'%f/

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C
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Postcards from Douglas W. Lovell, Lynn Harlow,
and Fred J. Pedersen

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

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

Postcards from Brad Jackson, Kathryn J. Rayne, and Michael M. Jones

Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR. Tea 3 ' i i i i
m Members: 887-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
- L suppost a :‘.Ti‘version of no more that 30 perzent of the narural water flow . . i .
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 888-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced rl:xe Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 889-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
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 0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Bras

Address: 107 Viliage Driye
City/State/Zip: Scctne CA 36007 S

- - AT
. Official Public Comment 8 %
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppaort the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluaiion Report, the recommendadons were limited by

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

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of@r
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altmmative does not go far & Tt
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Kemeyl T. Koyl
Address: k‘ﬂi—'g‘i-

City/State/Zip: = . 2) o =
TS my DaD usTED T Eisy THE TRt
{; wHas ITwhs Stk A Videw Rwﬁtc;gﬁﬁ“b

.- B L S

fficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that
produged 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 Allemative does not go far enough o
achigve 2 legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .

Namer Miewhsr . M. Sorles
Address: 2557 WESTEERRY PR
City/State/Zip: mw

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.00C v S -y D3-382
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Commen, H
Dear EISELR Toam Sember 8 ‘1() Postcards from Daryl Ham, Ms. Jana Sokale, and John Keith

1 suppart a diversion of ne mare that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seienea and study that 890-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by -

an assumption about the amount of warter that couid be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . 891-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far ensugh to 892-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, Tf\ith{a th

Name:

Address: r"l [ {J”&_ fla -
City/State/Zip: sl S 1ot ‘Cl o] f
T

Official Public Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Aliermative does not go far enough to

achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You, ﬁzm_ ﬁ_&._

Mame:
adly
Address: é gc_l?-s.lanaSchlc
- t
City/State/Zip: | %0 Lo B,

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C

. : Official Public Cormment 8 q 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natuzal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werc limited by

_ap assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou, qm)u‘& L :
Name: K!_{_ h/\
Address: EC( LTecebut At

City/sateiZip: __ S caomanelp QA4 X%4F

<~ V“"\

T b D3-383

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

]
} Officiai Public Comment q
i Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Legislarion ereating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystent.

Thank You,

Name: #@m\d "}[-ELGLO

Address: S oy Jo
City/State:Zip: Ll | Ot

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

Postcards from Harold Heighs, Rob Durham, and Linda DeVos

Official Public Corunent
- Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support & diversion of no mare that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by

E 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 ecogystem,

- Thank You,
o Name: (Q;h)v’}ﬁa‘cﬁ-s. ~—
Address: "?‘2(9 of }“QQDTE_\Jlg{T){ 'ﬂﬁ(Jf’
City/StateiZip: % J
Qaoy+—

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

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enaugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narme: - Q“SQ:L
Address: e AT ;}; A U.l:,\-:;

City/State/Zip: Cre =gy

AN Y

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C

Official Public Comment
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members: i

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

893-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
894-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
895-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
|
w . N
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

QOfficial Pablic 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
pioduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
&n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: | ‘K é{\/ AK&H UI[/ET—,-‘{
Address: 5125 He’ErT’mS’é DRH/&'

CiyiSweizip: SN RACAEL CA 24901

Officiat Pudlic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption 2bout the amount of waler that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinty fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: RG h .% H"LC i

Address: 45495 WII-}SQ\‘R‘.- Blaj®n2e
Ciyistaeizipn _Beverly [N, (i 9020 2

Gfficial Public Commeni
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amounnt of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
ta the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You, ;? _((’:-1.\ '}{?‘2@

Mame: K

Address: B fh 39%? i

City/State/Zip: _ SAATR AU . A
G506

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C

Postcards from Ken Archuleta, Rob Seltzer, and Robin Hayes

896-1
897-1
898-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Cfficial Public Comment U 1 H
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: : Postcards from Mike Evans, John Noonan, and Alison Poetsch

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 perceat of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bastn. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 899-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legistation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislation . . . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water 900-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Address: /?tf _ﬂ@ o ﬁg 2"
CityiStaterZip: reped c 11y Lo ¢ £ ?-f

7 achieve a legally mendaled restoration of the ecosystem, 901-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
. Thank You, . -
C Mame: A’ﬁ{& C/,’/"&",a/’/"

r—
=T}

Official Public Comment w
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of ro more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amoune cfavater that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Tonity Rnﬁ Dhiviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
t the CVIP. Thevefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of tie ecosysiem.

Thank You, —

Name: é‘o Ll n UQ oAIAL’

Address: :‘j—ﬂ Bf} thu e ” Y

Ciyistre/Zip: San FAAMCISCOD Cf C??Lf ﬁ}i

= f
Official Public Comnrent 0' :
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: i

I support & diversipn of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow i
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that !
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water thet could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Prefarred Altemative does not go far enough o
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

1 Scad
Thank You, ;
Name: %‘-—f %cézﬂq
Address: 25 U ]IIM‘MW LL')"-J—-

”

cCityrsuseizipn _Led s og 0 (j.f\ CAHO62

) ) . ° s
RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.00C V T b D3-386
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

et Comment ‘1 VA Postcards from Don Okazaki, Helen Anne Jeffrey, and Paul Gilbertson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie T support the science and siudy that 902-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

. . . ur: P
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation : 903-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water ) ) . ‘

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to 904-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, : ; ]
Natne: 2;&52 ¢ ?12’774 vl e _
Address: /( o R g

Cityiseaieizip: (RN YE (PSS

. Official Pudlic Comment -
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percert of the natyral water flow -
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were timited by
an essumption about the amount of water that could he available for the Tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priedty over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
hame:

Helan Anng Jatfrgy
Address; 24 gy Cir

— K L. Winvaey, Ca Sags
City/State/Zip: THE LEADEAS ANT £55T

Hii‘!”]ﬁ“ i‘ll‘l‘I‘!Liﬂl!!:.i‘.!\“l!lﬂhﬂ !Il\‘lll{‘l!i“il{

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and sruc}y Ithat

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by ;
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. i
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addilionall legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefare, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh t
achieve 2 legally s e i

Thank You,

Natne:
Address: 2EE e, Raro
City/State/Zip: m_wﬁ‘O&

<~ v AY

= D3-387
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcat Pubtic Commont % Postcards from Doug Boutocao, Mr. Michael J. Alaimo,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - and Jean K. Jones

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

from the Trinity River Basin. White I support the science and study that

preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by 905-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation 906-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priodty over the diversion of any water B
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enohgh (7]

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecagystem. 907-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Mame: g B vtoiag
Address: . O Bay S0 72

City/State/Zip: ;{Mﬁfﬁs&_ éé FIrvh

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Conument q O b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank Yeu, Seiheet } 7. 2P

Name: Mr Michzel I Alaima  ——

Address: ‘g 115 Surrey La. _
City/Stata/Zip: an Rafsel, CA $4903-3212

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natyral 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 Yrinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prietity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefars, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a tegally mangdated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ‘
Narme:
Address:

City/State/Zip: c)q F’AELI oA AYa e

) ’ . ° )
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Postcards from Matthew Stalin, Richard Shankel, and Mary Fraser

Lithoml Fubicc Comment u
Dear FIS/EIR Team Members: ' o

[ suppart 2 diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 909-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption abaut the amount of water that could be avaijlable for the river. : . : :
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Yegislation 910-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fich and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated rescoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
MName: q\ AW S gw
Address: 1o q{: ﬂ‘ew\‘\‘\— }gz
City/StateiZip: Sewd C{’HZL[JS‘ N C.A
G407

Official Prblic Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support 3 diversion of no moare that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston. and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the evosystem.

Thank You,

Name: %/ﬂzgﬁﬁﬁwa
Address: Z@E JETEST /—ZQFEZOZ_
City/State/Zip: mf? 0@% (@4 *Q%.W

Official Public Comment q ‘O

Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

908-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scignce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt 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, Therefors, the Preferred Allermutive does not go far encugh o
aghieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: L{,&VZ/{ %W‘

Address: TEo Depr \Sfr.’ N

CiylStateiZip: L2 {Qf'&' (A GAGY — 773D

) ) . . s
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Postcards from William H. Fraley, Janice Hutchinson, and Seth Norman

Gfficial Public Comment q ‘ l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - 911-1

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent 3f the natural water flow

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and sudy that 912-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 913-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlift: prority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

' Address: TR T2t g A

City/State/Zip: %M/W‘: é{_ .
Pt gyt ~ LT

) Official Public Comment q l 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinigy River Basin. While [ suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of waker that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, ard additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does nor go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

'_ - Thank You,

Name: :fCtvU‘C@. Hu‘h}iuf'udm

- Address: 1726 Parleer $T-
CityiState/Zip: oy }H—,Qo,} G 19703

Cifficial Public Comment q ‘ 3
Dear E[S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
{from the Trinity River Bagin. While T support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assusmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistetion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
ty the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yaou, i
N _.S‘—wﬁfv" %GW
Address: 472/ M%/ AT

CitysStateiZip: _CXFALARIS, €4 ‘9%5/?

<~ v =\
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Official Public Commaent
Dear FIS/EIR Team Members:

“U4

1 support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natral water flow 914-1
from the Tonity River Basin. While T support the seience and study that

produced the Flow Eveluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 915-1
an assurtption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and addivional lsgisiation 916-1

clearky gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough te
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the scosystem.

Thank ¥You,

Name: "
Address: 352 ﬂgg Z%d & d
City/Statei/Zip: (e w.dnd i T S D

Qfficial 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 | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecogystem.

Thank You,

Name: JA HES 4 ?Yf?n/
Address: 3o HMoeThe KL
Cirv/State/Zip: Oﬁ:’mdﬁl o F¢n >

Official Public Commment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no_more that 30 petcent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repen, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount ¢f water that could be available for the tiver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CWP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,
Narne: ‘144\;;%7-\ iy A WY N ~
Address: Nancy H. Helmers

H% Seenic Roag

City/StatelZipt __ poo CA 94930

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offfcial Public Comment q I 1- Postcards from Marjorie Fontana, Tom Beatty, and Valerie Arelt

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 917-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilz I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . : u: e
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 918-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Lezgislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation . . P .
] clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversian of any water 919-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

L s Tt

Address:
City/State/ Tip:

arjorie Fontana !
“General Delivery | .
Twain'Han! CAl 9535
e

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

I support a diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the gmount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Triniey 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 cnaugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, J
Warne:
Address:

!! +
City/State/Zip: MQJD{ Gw%f %5357

Officiaf Public Comment q ‘ q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abourt the amount of water that could be gvailable for the rver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
claarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restorabion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: m@z’éé 42€_£/-/
Address: dfflpﬁ W{?’?& /é&,qe)

CitviStataiTine  CHDmsP wndd | AP SHFCT S

<~ v =\

T b D3-392
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

opiciat usiic Comment Nl K S Postcards from Marny Jones, Jack C. Welisch, and Carlo Bongio

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of noe maore that 30 percent of ihe natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the seience and study that 920-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by

an assumplion zhout the amount of water that eould be avaitable for the river. 921-1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation

clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priacity over the diversion of any water . . . )
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 922-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: -/)}zafﬁéri "Jé-"“fﬁ
Address: s

City/State/Zip: |

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment
Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be aveilable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,

Name: OMJ,/;_ C. !’L/i.oé..g,y&

Address:

Ciry/State/Zip: geg“gg pred (L 5‘?3_‘9

Official Public Comment
Deuar EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, 7 — k
MName: C#‘IZ o f5o A/[-,f dJ
Address: o ’é’?i’“ oo i e o

CiyfStateiZip: /o ln=r b O QL// ‘7"{;&8

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

Postcards from Mr. & Mrs. Kenneth V. Dawdy, Donald J. Dal Porto,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memb:rs: "' h ‘ and Mal‘ia ROSS

[ suppart & diversion of ne more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, Whils I support the science and siudy that 923-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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 Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 924-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 925-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Natne: Ko '@ 0"—"7'4//

Address: Mr. & Mrs, Kannen v, Davwiy
City/StatefZip. LESTS Cowell 5t

San Leandro, CA 94378 ’

Gfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Treinity River Basin. While [ support the science and srudy chae
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amoeunt of water that could be availzble for the river.
Lzgislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional lsgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotey over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: TOMALE T DA ForRTo
Address: SEe7hE JMMRFEEE o7

City/State/Zip: D SCO iy E/H: (i d e

Official Public Compent
Diear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ceuld 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 CWVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternateve does not go far encugh to
achisve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: “"\ A A QOD:D
Address: 12 i e 15

City/State/Zip:

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.00C v S -y D3-39%4
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 1.4 ‘ 'o Postcards from Tara Mueller, Derek W. Mackay,
De:_ar EIS/EIR Team Members: : and Susan S- Ke"ogg

I suppart a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 926-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 927-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to . . . .
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 8 £ 928-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: “Tava byl

Address: Y S an Carlas Auc

City/State/Zip: Bl {pants €A F4S30

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of e moree that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repen, the recommendations wers limmited by
an assumption abaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefamed Altemative does net ge far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the zcosystem,

Thank You,

Nams: Dovadc W Mzch
Address: Sanmﬁ wg Lang
583

CitysState/Zip:

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Teamn Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, 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 priarity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yau,
Hame: 505:: n S ﬁ(oJ {G‘j
Address: sdt) Seq [)l(_‘ ‘EuJ

Ciy/State/Zip: Dt m&d CA ?ZC)/S[—'Z:Z(Dg

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

Ogfcial Pubiic Commens ‘4 ! ‘1 Postcards from Stephan Pruyn, Melissa Pruyn, and Richard E. Kellogg

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . u: . ”
| support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 929-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppent the science and study that . . P .«
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by 930-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation 931-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water ’

o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally manr.xta (ytoﬁmnon of] the ecosystem.
Thank Yo

Name: 5%{1?@\1/1 ﬂ]m. 4
Address: ! H’?f Gﬁtf /ht” .‘EJ,

City/State/Zip: m (l(ifJ A FAL!

Official Pubiic 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 [ suppoet the seience and siudy that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority qver the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternatuve does not go far enough to
achieve a chalty mandated restoration of the ecosysteni.

Thank You, j@ﬁu;f- 7‘)”—’

Name; JHP R Trs Pf'-’l‘-f/i
Address: H77¥ aed Mg A:"»
City/StaterZip: m(k&_’j CF _ff—ﬂf

Qfficial Pubiic Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availablz for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watcr
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does oot go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: TPiovron B ksl
Address: |2 e SN IELD AviE
Cityrstate/Zip: DEL AR, T Foot4—

) ) . . s
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L

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. Whike I support the scisnce and study that
prodused the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Legislation creating the Triniy River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystenn

Thank You,
Mamie: D‘J\lc\f\a.:.\ MC'CCJRLM‘\C'Y:_
Address: 45 Vg wa Do

City/State/Zip;

Rine W @522
Fd e

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

Official Public Commeny

Dear EES/EIR Team dembers:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinlty River Basin. Whiie I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by

Legisladon creating the Triniy River Division, and additional lzgislatinn

o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: ﬁﬁzﬂ/ f?ﬁf C"Fﬂ, D@ £
- Address: [EPE ,Lﬁ/c Sém A A’F

City/State/Zip: /a/}/fﬂﬂ/r C/ﬁ 5%")’( /

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

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

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of no more chat 30 percent of the natural water fow

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fsh und wildlife priority over
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternatiye does not go far znough o
achieve a legally mdndated restoration of the £ogswétern.

Thank Yoo (R 7/ i nf 2

Name:

Address: [//54' 'f //J%/: ﬂc
City/StatiZip: /Ml it orte, LA 4/. T

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C

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

= diversion of any water

Postcards from Michael McCormick, Carey Penrod, D.D.S.,
and David M. Luboff

932-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
933-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
934-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w ' 2 4
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Postcards from F. H. Read, Jerry Kauffman, and Ms. M. Ottenberg

Dear EIS/EIR Teamn Members: l 3 D

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 935-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were [itited by : 1 “Bi 1 ’’
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 936-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . ur: P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water 937-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far nough to

achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ceosysten.

Thank You,
Name: S LB
Address: 2B Raw Z2€5

City/State/Zip: _mw%#];go 2y — ééf_)/

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natura) water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produeed the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabls for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water
w the CVP, Therefore, ihe Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystzm.

Thank You,

Marme: ’W {d“%zﬂ\

Address: ,} 75 ‘7’7 WZM
CityiStae/Zip:  Loq (Gate 4 74033

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natusal water flow
fram the Tomey River Basin, While 1 suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tromity fish and wildlifie prority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alrernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, A

. - W i
Narne: E\\ S g brtw\ b*“t}d\,\t‘{'lﬂ
Address:

. i Ms. M. Otienberg
City/State’Zip: | 12581 Foorhill Ln.
saraioge, €A 15070-3712

) ) . . s
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Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

140

T support a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the smount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prictity 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, |
Mame: Dﬂl’r&u ‘ﬁﬁ\f{f,,
. Address: 53 Quibe m

Shrokepp Ch A5070 4228

Official Public Comment q 5 I

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

City/State/Zip:

I support a diversion of no maore that 3} percent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nzme: Dﬁ}:'o "“\.L\"\ SO‘\f\l‘f
Addrass; 2w 3 ?‘U\Wc\“j A

CitSate/Zip:  Lwger=ximo, (A A4 39 1Y

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Aow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the tver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legisladen
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: KM}H.’;'{'& Solm: f‘
Address: 2ijel Rty O

City/State/Zip: C'U?M"Hno A 9504

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C

Postcards from Darrell Boyle, Deborah Solnit, and Kenneth Solnit

938-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
939-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
940-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Pablic Comment
Dear EIS."EIR_ Team Members:

v‘ " ‘ Postcards from Mike Smiley, Anna Lee Lantz, and Michael Radmilovich

) . . " : : ”
i_ suppEn a diversion of Ao more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 941-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
rom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study Thar . . : :
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 942-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
: an a;sumption abput the amount of water that could be available for the river,
: Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 943-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

, Thank You, %,
: Name: /ﬁ Z}éﬁ .S;*:’/ éq _
Address: & 73 % ?9{/”0” SAK M

City/State/ Zip; 6.4//!??’?’{/3 &4 9",-[957

B Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Tea: Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: QV]MQ L—Uu ) £ )
. Address: W7 hbl p\‘l LD‘.])LUID \,

City/State Zip:

qsqs

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the ameunt of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislatien creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionily over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ,_O
F e N .
Name: pves .-.d(/){ffﬁ W;A—"zf 4

Address: 2T L S e ST
. - QT "

~ - —- L - A RN

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: I A | Postcards from Joseph M. Thornhill, Marion Franck,

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow and Darryl DaV|s
from the Tnnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limnited by

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

Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 944-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water . e .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to 945-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 946-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Name: —_JOSEPH M THORNHHL
Addrass: Attorney at Law
FORTY FOUN MONTGOMERY STREET

City/State/Zip: SUITE 1900
SAN FRANCISCO 54104

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Qfficial Public Coniment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Reparr, the recommendartions were limited by
an assurmption 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 watar
tg the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not zo far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Marme: /Waff‘ﬂit [L?MU&_
Address: Errie ﬁ(Mﬁ
CityiSateliZip: __Kerts <K 1%

Official Pubiic Comment S’o% dwasigza At
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Ut st i s | Feds

i support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanal Gater flow V&MJ{’
from the Trinity River Basin, While T_sﬁgﬁ‘n the science and study that L
produced the Flow Evaluation Réport, the recommendations were Limited by dosi -
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river’ ;ﬁr-.’.-'
Legislation creating rhe Trinity River Division, and additional legislation =
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of ater
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far en ugh
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Narme: __Dﬂ_wa_D_Cys___
Address: £a( Mqia-?a e

City/State/Zip: Davis _¢n 957 /e

<~ v 2\

T b D3-401
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membars: ' ' ‘-
| support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sejence 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 legisiation
clearly pives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem ®

Thank You,
Name: MM\SEEPU&(
Address;

s 5 S
q48

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percant of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin, While T supporn the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalyation Report, the recoinmendations were timited by
an assumption sbaut the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating ihe Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioticy over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferrad Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosysicm.

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

City/State/Zip:

Gifficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

ey RHE Gazt; ton,
Seereeath G pumar

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Membets:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity 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 avaifable for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altamarive does not go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
MName: &U/ﬁ /{ ]
Address: S22 LhE STy HE

CHmERN 43K AsEFZ

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C

947-1
948-1
949-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Don Serpliss, Betty ??,
and David Rhoda

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

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

Postcards from Eugene Majeronia, Elaine S. Kamil, and Robert Wallace

- X |
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membars: l N \

_ I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 950-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trnity River Basin, While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . Peer P
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availahie for the river. 951-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority over the divession of any water 952-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefen:& Alternative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, E i
Name: “*\MM&‘&%J\;Q
Address: I

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment I’ ‘
Dear LIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of ao mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Busin. While I support the sciznce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of watsr that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity RiveT Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosvstem.

Thank You,
Name: {Zfi QW é @
Address:

City/State/Zip: A Saine 5 Kl
ester Or.
& @LosAngeles, CA 90084

Official Public Comment
Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mor¢ that 30 percent of the nafural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study ‘that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendationsl were limited by
an agsumpkion about the amount of water that could be e_u_raﬂable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversien o T
(o the CWP. Thercfore, the Prefemred Alternative does not ge farignoug
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Mame: _&La_ur_blmng
Address: 12x7) Fepitile Lp

City/State/Zip: __ Shnrrade, L F5020
I uns b foetdine Dicisim.To Divend Mg Titterp Xy

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

Postcards from L. Hunter, Richard Bend,
Offcial Pubiic Comment _ D ’ and Jacqueline Debets

Dear EIS/EFR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 953-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
fram the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by . . s PR
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river. 954-1 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 955-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .
ol %L &

Name:

Address: /'l?b-?' Od-kl, Srraed”
CityState/Zip: _Jow FFa-GsCo, Oqg FirF

: Gfficial Public Comment q E ; q
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the: amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far encugh 1o
achieve 4 legally mandaeed restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank Yo,
Nar Renaes Beap
Address: =2 ﬂdrh& WAy

City/State/Zip:

Oifficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the scisnce and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recernmendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amownt of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation ereating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, e

Marne:

Address: L) &23"“.\ (,Jﬂ—:l
City/State/Zip: g&ﬁa {& QSSZ:E
[
) ) > 9\
V o D3-404
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Kathleen Van Boven, D. E. Foss, and Kevin S. Ohagan

L Official Prblic Commem
Daar EISJ‘E[R Team Members: '

. . . .
I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 956-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations: were [imited _by 957-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of watzr that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation . . Py .
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 958-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,
MName: ARy A Aor@al
Address: PP F Lyen) T
Cily/State/Zip: _ 5 At) FlAMrce, ad
f#’A’
e iy

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from, the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, end additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resrol'auon of the srosystem,

Thank You,

Name: b E . -ED‘SS
Address: agj}i% AT AAAS
City/State/Zip: RAMSEADN SNVEAD . 4 -

q2.ba |

Qljﬁct'al Public Comment "
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

I support a diversion of no mure that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinicy River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could bhe available for the rver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enoegh to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, g
Name: fgg i M OU;’}QAJ“
Address: 17 Ev‘i] sh Sk

City/State/Zip: l%.""\-l-vmﬂ CA CFLMEQ._

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

Offciat Public Commens 11 b‘a’ Postcards from Juan Byron, Murray A. Joseph, and Jeffrey Charzuk

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow 959-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . P .«
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tver. 960-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, apd additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water _ : : “; ioc
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far cacugh to 961-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,

Wame; I " 5 e,

Address: 5YS thoser £

City/State/Zip:  dviepe$ 2,

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

[ support a diversion of ng mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that cauld be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Theretire, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
Name: t HP“!‘:«:} /4 @Sﬁhf(
Address: Z7 S Samaie G

Caty/SueZip:  Widoer e (o GHsTF

Official Public Comment b l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ai assumption abaue the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatipn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion af any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve & [egally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: W@S’ [ =

Address: Iaf  LocimB oAt K
City/StatesZip: ﬁ\//zmd"// % f’?’ﬁi

v " D3-406
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Gib Cattanach, David Travis, and Richard Cooper

-
Officinf Public Comment ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - 962-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I suppert 2 diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow . . s PR
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppert the scignce and study that 963-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werz limited by . . .
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river. 964-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority over the diversian of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far ¢nowgh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: Gib Cattanach

. ' 1117 Ordway St.
Address: Albany, CA 94706

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of oy more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Ri%#r Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -
Name: ?5’//.0 //ffﬁa‘/f
Address: S Drese fmms

City/StateiZip: _ e £FF G

Official Public Comimnent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat ge far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: %ﬂg
Address: vy 7o' A

City/State/Zip: Q é{g._tﬁ % f 1o

< s
RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C e D3-407
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Steve Perry, Tara Mueller, and Steve C. Steele

Official Pubiic Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: : 965-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . "y e
from the Trinity River Basin, Whilg [ support the seience and study that 966-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Re .Jhe recommendations were limited by

an assumpkion about the amount o¥&ter (hat could be available for the river. 967-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,

MName: _ﬁ [ f {ﬂ M@/

Address: /ZJC/ /!/ MF

City/State/Zip: :9/%70 ,(,C‘C/f;(//ﬂ.d [ﬁ/fhf?f?? 3’

Official Peblic Comment bb
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more tha? 30 percent of the natura) water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoftithe recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount &Ler that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rﬁﬂ:a:}'"Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tninity fish and wildlifé priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ta
achigve a legally mandatcd restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: T Aaxrn WM [

Address: YSan Carimy Aoy
City/State/Zip: Flle rmde CA NSIT

i Dear EISJEIR Team Members:
[ T et

L suppon a dwersmn of no more that 30 percent of the namrai 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 amoeunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Duvision, and additional legislation
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go fir encugh tw
achieve a lepally mandated restoratinn of the coosystem.

e ST Sreck
Address: /9/’7/ N '['rff DC‘W—Q G
City/State/Zip: égiiu o, Co.. FABO2_

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.00C N D3-408
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

8 Postcards from Fred Schandt, Shelly Schandt, and Mark T. Gates, Jr.

: - i onses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversion of no morg that 30 percent of the natural water flow 968-1 Please see thematic resp

fram the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that . . i .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 969-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additonal legistation 970-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ;@ ;2;&:

Addrass:
CityiState/Zip: ra

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I 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 fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish snd wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the evasystem.

Thank You, Le/u w
Name: g \f
Address: Zcf

City/State/Zip: L C(W

Official Public Comement
Dear EiS/EIR Team Members:

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

- from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations ware limited by
an assumption abiout the amount of waler that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaton
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priacity over the diversion of any water
ta the OVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enough
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecogysiom.

Thank You,

Name: M@E&—

Address: For Bt pmes ST

City/State/Zip: MM I

V O D3-409
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Official Public Camment Postcards from John Dempsey, Anita Gilbride-Read, and Elaine David
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flow 971-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the s¢icnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatians were Hmited by 972-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be availahle for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinir;' fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 973-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,

e g%

City/State/Zip: CA— ? @éb

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
prodused the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatians were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearlv gives Trnity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysrem.

Thank You,

Name: é.g,“&a g ;.\\3;;;} E‘g%&a
Address; 255 N dson L

CiysmeZipn CeMbpende Ca Hssg

Mficial Public Comment
Dear £ES/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 suppoct the science and study thac
prodused the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefors, the Prefeired Aliernative does not go Far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ~

Name:

Address: JFA Loprell SF

CityiState/Zip: M

) ’ . ° )
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_ , Postcards from Beverly Nadine, Jack Duncan,
UTICIHE ST M GIRITIE AT .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memh.ers:‘r ﬂ fq and RIChard W. BTOWH

I 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 . . p— .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 974-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Legislation 975-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

;?:I‘El:\':‘: :?@ﬂ;ﬁgg;&; rigﬁi;fjnﬂcﬂﬂm;ss::::nsm g0 far enacgh 0 976-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, oo ’

Narme: MA’ D( NE

Address: * E

City/State/Zip: ¥ LD ;'C‘r[,’ﬁz{ WL ELT]

Official Public Comment
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study thar
prodused 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 priotity over the diversion nf any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: (_727:-( a(;/f(.(a
Address: See) Alowia D

City/State/Zip: (o, Mess 2 S

Gficial 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 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 Tonity River Division, and additianal legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alt=mative does not zo far enough to
achivve a legally mendated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank ¥ou,

Neme: f hars W Browd)
Address: T Ve,
Ciyisuterzipn _M, [bree . £7. D930

V O D3-411
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Postcards from Susan Lange, Jane L. Dawson, and Dale H. Dawson

Oifficial Pablic Commient
Dear FIS/EIR Team Members:
. 977-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Anity River Bagin, - Whil . . . .
produced the Flow Evalya e I Support the science and study tha; : 978-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
20 #ssumption ahoy
Legislari . i < sould be availak; ; . . : :
Clearly giver Ty e Trinksy Ruvee Diviion, e for Buiger 979-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

S &l 3 nd witdlife priorit ; .
;ohl_he'C\f P, Therefore, the Prefarred&k;l—n};:;::r the diversion of any warer
sieve a logally mandated restaration of the geng
Thani You,

Name; —;—uﬁ%
Address: m _ S 0.3
C”y-"s!atc:’zip,' At - 133

RS, Do gq = . 5
N "\Qi" \7 EX TR Ty Coak e i v o
sk o we TR T g e s

. Official Public Comment q ?
Dezr EIS/ETR Team Members:

107>

1 support a diversion of no more th¥h-8@ petcant of the natural water flow

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an aksumption 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 wildlifie prioricy over the diversion of any water

to the CWP. Therefors, the Prefermed Altemnative does not go fa%
achieve a legally mandated restoratign of the ecosystem 4

Thank You,

does not go far encugh to
ysiam,

Name: e, ¥/
Address: ARG < S ot Poaretee é%j
City/State/Zip: ’J/’ =/ 7é77 {:é} s g

Offtcial Public Coniitvent i i i
pear EIS/EIR Team Memhewq PL
I support a diversion of no mere 1 of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and srugly that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be gxl'aﬂablc fepdhe river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addlpona_i legifilation
clearly pives Triaity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion o = .
to the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dous not ge far cnough to
achieve a lesaily mandated restoration of the erosystern.

Thank You,

Mame: ; : 4 GW
e

Address: éﬂ;ﬁﬂ%ﬁzzﬂ &2&7
City/State/Zip: f—?;/g,/}/'?’ ot G?_‘,?/f

RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.D0C
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dffivial Public Carmment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\1 O U Postcards from Joe Hayes, Gerald B. Smith, and Littleton Waller llI

. : “" : : ”
I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 980-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

fram the Trinity River Basin. While T suppart the science and study that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, b recommendations were linnited by 981-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumprion ahout the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 982-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, ja__}' H ﬁm

Mame:

Address: jz¢ WAESTEATE OKnE
City/State’Zip: WRTSo v UEJ e

15074

Qfficial Public Conument
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

1 support a diversion of 10 more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
.2 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislacion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enotigh 10
achieve a legaily mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: GE N(}QJ ﬁ 4 S ¥re 7#\
Address: FO Box 720/
City/State/Zip: Keno, Ny 98700

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 34 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumphion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation cteating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat ga far enough
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Name: NP e L0
Address: 2 W LA
City/StateiZip:  La Taede, (. 92037 - &S

) ) . . s
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Postcards from Littleton W. T. Waller lll, John F. Machen,
Qfficial Public Comment q 8 5 and Grayson Kuehnel‘t
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: )

. : “" : : ”
[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 983-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that ) . s o,
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 984-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption abour the amouat of water that could be svailable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimty Faver Division, and additional legislation . . up: P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 985-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

ter the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You,
Name: T e L, (0 T L2960 B
Address: A vt ime ot

City/State/Zip: Lo B, {752 G257~ &G

Official Public Commant
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
“an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefurs, the Preferred Abrernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally sandyted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, A——
Name: D £ Arach o

Address: S7/F %4&74;&'/!
City/State/Zip:  Sedw & fea Ll 2530

ffzz 7/'/
Official Public Comment /
Dear EIS(EIR Team Members: S

| suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the sciencs and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were |imited by

an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waker

ta the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative daes not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandztgd resioration of the ecosvatem.

Thank You, .
Name: . / e .
Address: - S LEE be “t(/ :
g P 1 A
City/State/Zip: 7 {7;’;*? 5.// a?;t 5 ({
e e T 7 \
) ) N ° s
V O D3-414
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Offiial Publc Commens q ?b Postcards from Nancy Glenn, and Annie LeRoy, and James Archibald

Ddear EES/EIR Team Members:

. . “" : : ”
) 1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 986-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

. from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that . . 2] . 7
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 987-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
in as?urppnon about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

egislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation _ 3 3 8 = ijeg ”
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildhfe prionity Gver tbe diversion oF sy water 988-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You, :
Name:’ I\].fu_ﬂf,u GLlenm
Address: E f neé.
City/State/Zip: W inders [l
7

A5A4

. Official Public Comment q 8 ?
Dear E1S/EIR Tezm Members:

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

Thank Yeu,

Name: rqr\n;e_ L‘LRO}J

Address: P_AO. Pyoy 133
Citv/State/Zip: kﬁg( ot Rrenn CA 959068

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcembers:

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

Thaok You,
MName: il e iy /4{564'/ 1'4."-‘
Address: i - SO Py

City/State/Zip: _ Cod s @ ot ST w1

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY0875-1005.00C v S -y D3-415
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Postcards from Ellen Taylor, Gary D. Peterson, and Michael Evenson

: : Gfficial Pubfic Comment ﬂ U l
"+ Dear EIS/EIR Team Me y

mbers: 989-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
i support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

frot the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study 1hat 990-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
peoduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

ap assumption about the amoune of water that ¢ould be available for the rver.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 991-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaak You,

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Name:
Address:
City/Statei Zip:

Qfficial Public Comment q 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
™Name: G—a.rn.f 'D ,ea.'f&"ia ~
Address: F ol B 239

City'State'Zip: _f2frolia, cA §I558-p22

. : Official Public Comment qq \
. Dear EIS/EiR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river,
Legislatien ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority gver the diversion of any water
1o the CVE, Thercfore, the Prefermed Afternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mundated restoration of the gcosystem,

Thank Yeu; -
Name; mﬁf_{ M
Address: T B, LS

City'State/Zip: __ T & be CA 455 5%

v -y D3-416
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and Verna Holson Scratch

- .- . .
Officia Public Comment Postcards from Bobbie Harms, Andrew Youngmeister,
PDear £IS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited hy 9921 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

ar assurnplion 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 993-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dacs uot go far enough to
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 994-1 Please see thematic responses titled ”Fisheries.”

Thank You, -

Name: %h’% mfh\f/

Address: R @mz 291298

City/State/Zip: C(w ;uq& F ﬁ' ‘TB Ci,j.fl.
7

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

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Bvaluation 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 prioricy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefomed Alternative does nat go far encugh to
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

v AMOUAR SN QLR
Address: IR LA ﬁ‘&;w«
City/State/Zip: &)_ f g Ba T g & %7&9

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear E[S/EIR Team Members:

I suppert 2 diversion of e more that 30 percent of the natura) water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yau,

Name: A A gé Z f b dich
Address; 254 62 - 2 6
Ciey/Seare/Zip: _’.;527,, ; Y v o

V O D3-417
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Postcards from Norm Roberts, Cindy K. Roberts, and Charles Cullers

Officint Public Comment

Dear EAS/EIR Team Members: 995-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
| support 2 diversion of uo more that 30 percent of the natural watet flow . .

fram the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 996-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river, 997-1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation -
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waeer

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ga far encugh to

achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, .
Name: gk;gm fggée ¥ fS
Address: PN g ecilia M/:x//

CiswoZi. W\ vys yille

CA 9?5950/

i Official Public Camment b
Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatians were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that sould be aveilable for the tiver.,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislasion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nut go far enough to
achieve a lzgally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yoar,
Name: Cledu K, Roberts
Address: alES Ceedliw Way

City/State/Zip: Miarysyiile B CM;%)K E@/

q5q¢r

Cfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the namiral water flaw
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 avaiiable 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
ta the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lesally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You,
Narme: Dhardee s
Address: AT /ﬂ/ s M’ﬁ/

City/State/Zip: o ;  Fo ey

v ) S D3-418
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. P
Offcial Public Comment Postcards from Eleni O [\leul, and Hgnry M. Ortmann,
Dear E1S/EIR Team Mémbers: : and Ruthle Loeffelbeln

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 pareent of the nawral water flow
from the Frinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

1 : £ . . 7”7
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recemmendations were fimited by 998-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for 11_1& fiver, )

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 999-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water
- iy Alternative d ot go far enough to . . . )
0 the €Y Lﬁ{;ﬁ‘fﬁ;ﬁ;" iﬁiﬁ;g‘fjﬁ;ﬁ:ﬁ e 3 1000-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
S - t -
Thank You,
MName: Ziard O’N‘f{“
Address: RO AoirA EedA S
CiySteZip: _Soom ~ardd O AEEX

Ty Apsamer U3 ﬁw\;wmw 4 bekm +o Alt
Briweriioms . 1€ ”cgftcial Public Cj-r:m\zrf{ Frpled -
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: U’W"‘M‘“‘t“‘l b‘ﬁ a ‘&‘"" .

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagm. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpion about the amount of water that could be available for the i
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional leg#Talian
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority cver the diversion s
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration af the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Narme: l—_tEN&‘f M OKTM& NAY
Address: ASZ08 Slerae Draa

CiyiSueZip: _Eeoervin, (A 15705

/2299

OQfficial Public Commuent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' ow

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | suppont the selence and study that

praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were&
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legtefe

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lzgally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

1 -
Thank Yaou, d
; " s
Mame: /u:’a \'/:' :QJ \5
Address: R, y Ca o ’
City/State/Zim 4 # 4 : CA
EETe ) S

) ’ . ° )
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Postcards from Larry Melton and Matthew D. Kimura

Official Public Comment ' m ‘ 1001-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear ESEIR Team Members: 1002-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,
‘ Name: la cry Melan
Address: (205 finlitxsx Hy.

City/Srate!Zip: D&‘IUI"S df‘?‘ﬁ%/(d
7

Official Public Comment ‘ w z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Nere: —MATFHEW DY
achesy 4630 THREAD NELDL L | hy
City/State/Zip: JMQEBMU_LETQA_%SG‘(
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EER Team NMembers:

oo Postcards from Elizabeth Abbey, Nathaniel Reeder, and Criss Troast
1003-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

[ suppart a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 1004-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lmited by -
2 assumption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river. ) ) ) o
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1005-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildhife priority owver the diversion of any water

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

achieve a legally mandated restorgtion of the egosystem.
1/ k,QL@l
Thank You, _L —~ e oo
Mame: i ALP - IB(TLQ_L ] .
Address: GOSO  La :é‘/\\‘\"x\k.m/\ Crae,
City/State/Zip: O Sl QA_,.A_QQ C-)Q’ qgé (9 2.

Qfficial Public Comment ‘ oo
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
prodluced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
4n assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Allemative doss not go far cnaugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, .
Nama: }‘ﬂ}’}\{lﬂ-\@‘i— (ZQCW
Address: S[ﬁ Hﬁ@ﬂ‘fx" F‘r\,‘e._

ClityiState/Zip: mﬂm'{’\ WI."ﬂQ ] ‘7-55‘\'}

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Wembers:

I suppart 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While { support the scienee 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 [egistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altvrative does not go far cnough to
arhieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 7o o
Nams: (s Teopsr
Address: Loy 2¢%2

City/Stale/Zip: ﬁﬁ/m; Ak
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