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

RDD/TRINITY1006-1076.D0C

: Official Public Comnsent
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. ‘While T support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wese 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, Therefors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achiéve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥You, ;; Ez
Name: ;g M

Address: @X_ Z,a 9
civisaerziv: _Pfpadithel Mot

oty

—_
) Qfficial Public Conment l m 1
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 [ suppott the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluztion Report, the recommendzations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conld 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
hi a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. '

Thank You, } -
Name: QJ\JM N A e
Addrass: ! 5

City/State/Zip: m AN
Qe 4

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

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While I support the science snd study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough io

achieve 2 legall d restorgioft of the ecosystern. R
Thank You, b

Mame: Zﬂﬂ-’&? f}/ﬂﬂmt)

Address:

cityisuwzin: __&ggtniliiees pi 839/ 0

Postcards from Margaret Hallowell, Terri Hamann, and Randy T. Hamann

1006-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1007-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1008-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w N _vl
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
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omc;a,}ub;;e;;mmen, l Ooq Postcards from William Masted, Stanley Smyth, and Astrid Olson

Dear FIS/E1R Team Meitbers:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natral water flow 1009-1
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. . . < oy
an assumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1010-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation

clearly gives Trinity Tish and wildlife prioviey over the diversion of any water 1011-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dozs not go far enousgh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name:

Address:

(4]
Ciry/State/Zip: k\iﬁ\% L@d’t GQQ@W;

Officind Public Commens l o ‘ o
Dear E1S/EIR Feam Members:

1 support a diversion of to more that 30 percent of the natucal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the cecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional i=eislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,
Nams:
Address:

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no mare that 30 persent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
il assumption abaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watzr
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far erough to
achizve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:
- .
Address: P Ms, Astrid Disot
e POBoxIEM
City/SrateiZip: _ % , Taboe City, CA 561

<~ v AY
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
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oficta mc“;?\ l o ' 1 Postcards from Jennifer Floyd, Barbara Marsted, and Wm. Lange

Dear EIS/EIR Feam ¥Members: 7

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent BF the natral water flow 1012-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reepmmendations were limited by 1013-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amaeunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, aad additional tegislation . . P -
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any wacer 1014-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
ta the CWP. Thewefore, the Preferred Altemative doss not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: | o Lerer Ele ) .
e t :

Address; Yoy - qus |l l'l.-w.l D"“f

City/StaterZip: *‘J&M&uﬂu‘i

Official Public Comment ‘ O‘ 3
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of watar thar could be availuble for the river.
Legislation ereaung the Trinity River Division, and additonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CWF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternacive does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Nme  “BAQRAA WAGLTED)
Address: i4i%0 Gyeifcon
Ciyistateizip:  TMLLEE  CA Folin)

Official Public Comiment l O‘ q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werz limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go tar enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

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

é/\l N ;l
TR 3-424
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Official Public Conment ‘ O‘S Postcards from Kirk Chiapella, Philip M. Floyd, and William B. Mitchell

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the naturcal water fiow 1015-1
from the Trinity River Busin, While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluaiion Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumplion gbout the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1016-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity aver the diversion of any warer 1017-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,
Name: Litlw. CcHitfead
Address: &0 MM Agsw L By

City/State/Zip: __Q Aefeg vites AV
AL F

Official Public Commient ' O ' b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Menmbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watzr Aow

from the Trinity River Bagin, While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

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

o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ernough to
achieve @ legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. { &

Thank You,
. £ Iy
Mame: 2 \ v r‘)‘,..-r -
Mr Philip 1 Floyd \
I 459143 Lkt View Di
Addfﬁ S8 Japemale, Cfﬁ D&Wlu\]l{!l%

City/State/Zip

Ojficial Public Comment l o‘ 4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppore the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly grvas Trimty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Nams: A/ /a{/ﬂ{ g% féﬁm’d-_

Address: /dﬂ Bext /7‘5 e
City/State/Zip: Mﬁ, f;?‘.?_?

AN\ N ;l
L = 3-425
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment ' O' g Postcards from Urla Garland, Elizabeth D. Benson, and Floyd Redmon

Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

I support a diversicn of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow : : 24 » 5 : ”
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the Science and study thay 1018-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1019-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation crcaltir}g the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1020-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

W the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far encugh

achieve a legally mandatgd msl%f %
Teank You, “{ A4 L0 L :

Name: _

= Urla Ciarlznd
Address: il
) — 1344 Pasen Redondo Dr.
City/State/ Zip: Meresd, Ua 553481835

Official Public Comment ( ‘ ' 'q

Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluacion Repor, 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 priarity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated. restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, o )
Name: Elizabery D Peatien/

Address: /z}f" .47?95,1 Z'Gd_‘é -C’q‘(.,
City/State/Zip: LS (Gpnans - 7N ES 2

Qfficiaf Public Comment ‘ o Z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 3 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Divisten, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferied Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a leraily mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, ) )
Name: ?'X-}"fo{ M
Addrass: Foo Earaiald CUTU 2% ELT/

City/State/Zip: LQ’M\J&M‘L&{ C—‘i\ C? 50 7é

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY1006-1076.D0C g 3-426

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Postcard from Ed V. Grundstrom

1021-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Qfficial Pablic Comment ‘ , 2
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
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
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watsr
1o the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough w
achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosysterL

"ﬁ:fuo’ & P § o

Thank You, : X 2
Name: efrf f/f | g s 7/"””"{ i y?ﬁ,%’"ﬂp
Address: R fp i g (Rl e Tawd Wi

: F -~ . 57,--//' oz (./J'/,»G:m -
City/State/Zip: Almma-To, 5 G998 ¥7 5

o,

P

J

. V\‘r\.v)1 3-427
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from R. W. Benson and Rick Utermoehler

1022-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

' 1023-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin, While [ support the science and siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluvation Report, the recommendstions were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: 7%’ T eI,
Address: e e, .
CityiSate/Zip: Tk et prense | 20 Gatsz

Official Public Comment ( O 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of wo more thet 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tenity River Division, and additional legislation
clzarily gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefurs, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
actueve a legally mandated restotation of the scosystem.

Thank You, Lt e
Name: L [Hermoedley
Address: Chle  EF Lt Ar

City/State/ Zip: (s “p le/l & SFoow

K.A N v
V - ‘\--J'l 3-428
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment o Postcards from William P. Benson, Margaret Mahoney, and Fran Hill
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nataral water flow 1024-1
fromn the Trinity River Basin, While | suppart the science and study that -
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river 1025-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal tegislaion

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1026-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alemanve does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem,

Thank You, - .

Narne: /«‘V;’(»L ¥ &zt /ﬁ 54&;1,’ Ja o~
Address: s F /477’3 Cot Lt E—Té/
City/State/ Zip: Ao G-—-ﬁ.-);zz:j‘ &f"f 9\5’051*’

- 1028
il
Ao .

%,@@L ¢ 4
G314

Official Public Commaent ' o 2 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
2n assumption about the amount of water that could he availablz for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional begislation
clearly gives Trintty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwernative does not go far enough w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the evosyslem,

Thank You,

Name: %:Eyk’l\! \.’\_ ': LJ-/

Address: 22 dst, Calle Dé[ Te‘E:.O‘FD

CiryiState/Zip: __aan TTuan Cw‘p«“ Skeano (LA
Are7s-HY427

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l 3-429
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY1006-1076.D0C

Official Public Conument ' o Z ? Postcards from Jerome P. Marek, Heidi Lampietti, and Ellen Rayner

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support # diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water fow 1027-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
frem the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost the science and stwdy that
producad the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1028-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumnption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river.

Legislativn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P s
chearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watet 1029-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does aor go far encugh 1o

achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem,

Thank You,

Name: _Lmyi:‘_ﬂ Idrf/.//;v’/ﬁk‘.
Address: bt)  Arted . 5

CityiState!Zip: Cerdessey &‘? G Sy ET

-

. . Official Public Cdinment o
Deir EXS/EIR Team Members: ’ Z

L suppoit a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were timited by
an assumption about the amoeunt of water that could ke 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 warter
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Altemative does not go fac enough to
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: = L Pt

Address: __ZEQQ & SyeceT
City/State/Zip: Euwexs, CAIGsTD)

Gfficial Public Commeni
Dear ELIS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Busin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were limired by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiskation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Freferred Altzrnarive dees not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated resworation of the scosystem.

Thank You, ‘g’

o !
Wame: gi Ll i f
Address: 7al] ;%Lxuf ﬁL/?/

City/StateiZip: o5 lAtrprel (ot Foy7 T

é/\l N ;l
L = 3-430
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment l O 3 O Postcards from Mr. & Mrs. H. Newhall, J. Brinkerhoff, and Tom Wodetzki

. . s .
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1030-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scieqcu and study that . . . o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reccmmendatmns_ were limited by 1031-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation . . e o
cl?:garly gives Trintty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1032-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP, Therzfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You,

Naime: R A MRS HNEWHALL
Address: FOO-DECRYALLEY BOAD, 1M

City/State/Zip: SANRBAFAEL CA B459583

Cificial Pubiic Comment l O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption akout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleurly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the divarsion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternartive does not go far enough to
achieve 1 legally mandated tostorution of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥You,
Name: T AN AL

Addrass: . %S?fjr \X\Lh— %
City/State/Zip: ﬁ"%’x\:\v .\\E. (:/&—

A Th3Y,

Official Public Comment , o ;

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 | support the science and study that
produced tl'_le Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trmity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any watep
to thc CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not zo far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the eCOSYSIBIL. N

Thank Yeu,
Name;
Address:
Ciry/State/Zip:

SAVING LIFE OGN EAS

4
Mr. Tom Waola keki \‘ h\ﬂ
31901 Middle Rirlga Rd \ '\N :
§ "
1Y

Albion ©A 9531043702 "\1 hd
|
Y

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY1006-1076.D0C g 3431
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY1006-1076.D0C

Official Public Comment l o 3 Postcards from David Salm, A. K. Smiley, and Kirk Schumacher

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow 1033-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1034-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislatian ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity Dish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1035-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the T¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough w©

achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You, Mr. David Salm

- B.O. Hox 877 .
Name: " Forestville, CA 93d436-0877
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Officiaf Public Comment ' O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinicy River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited b\
an assummption about the amount 6f water that could be available for the river.
Lagisiation 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 Aliwmnarive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank Yeou,
Name: f/f{ SM“"“‘?
Address: é-? 5‘? /é)nurdzé' &5’/{

City/State/Zip: ‘/?J? udg vode C A4 F¢35,

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 3 diversion of no 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 River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alwwmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name; &lé Sﬁ@g;éai
Address: Y Rareow 29

City/Stare/Zip: Arakméroa <t G 7"7

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

Official Public Comiment l o 3 b Postcards from Mark R. Wilson, C. J. Blaney, and Cortis Cooper

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1036-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinicy River Basin. While [ suppart the sciency and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repors, the recommendations were limited ]J;-r : . . " < oy
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river, 1037-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) ) . ) .
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 1038-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the C¥P, Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does nat go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, i

Name: MW(’&M

Address: /&4 Catte A"/W D
CivyiState/Zip: _Szrmgnie O s 7 !

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the natural watar flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the sclence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availeble for the river,
Legisiation creating the Tnpity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watsr
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prafermed Alternarivi does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Gffcial Public Comument
Dear EIS/EIR Teant Members:

1 support a divetsion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
trom the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
cleurly 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
achieve a legally mandated rastoration of the ecosyatem.

Thavk You, K

Name: Cor_f.( 5 C:‘j) C.J‘D‘PV’

Address; ; ?G’ M@J L3 ﬁ(/{
CitylSwteizip: et g Sn 700 9 T Ay

<~ v AY
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Offciai Pablic Comment , 0 Postcards from James Courtney, Katherine Youngmeister,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Suzanne Adams

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the seience and study that . . . .
produced the F{ow Evaluation Report. ihepricommendations were limited by 1039-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver,

Legislanan creating the Tonwty River Division, and additional legislation 1040-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

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

achieve u legally mandated restoration of ehe ecosysiemn, 1041-1

PP ) 25

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank Yeou, —'_/_'_'Z/y E \,:‘,
Name: R
Address: TEIY - -

City/State/Zip: e, O B GG k3

Offfcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a2 diversion of a0 more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ supporr the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water thur could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh m
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eeosystem.

=t ey

Thank You, o, ) % . \
Name: uﬁMng ; LRSS, /ﬁ’é’ f_«/’z’ﬂ-f
Address: {733 M:‘L’xé’/f_ N

City/State/Zip: \%(’X/ﬁ;w’%/f (/17/9_ ?4/7()?

Offfcial Pubiic Conment 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T 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 assumpiion about the amount of water that eould he available for the river.
Legislation creating the Toinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferced Akemnative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem

Thank You,
MName: Skﬁzgmg %é‘“’\i\
Address: AN Naddalde TSauve

City/State/Zip: ‘%e{\m.\e.q\ L wyTag

<~ v AY
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Oificias Bublic Commert l m Postcards from Thomas F. Faria, Evelyn Thorne, and Andrew J. Conway

1 support o diversion of no more that 30 percenc of the matural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 1042-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Himited by

an assumption abowt the amount of water ihat could be available for the river, g ; i “R; ieg ”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1043-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly givis Trimity fish and wildhfc peority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to 1044-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name: 5 3\(\@ D% S{t,ggglhg
Address: 4 THOMAG F FARTA
191 OHIEN CT
CinerSsate/Zip: FREMORT TA S6559-Z0GT

Official Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral 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.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Tharefors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Wame: f=xw k...i o \\:\o\:\c\ =
Address: 518 Ty, \J'\&"’Yc\ v N

CityStateZip: M Nad OO AKG\S

Official Public Commicnt
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 1 support the scicnce 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 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 doss not ge far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,

A -
Name; f/rvrﬂfé'-..’ d Consapy .
Address: Goif Saga Co z2sc

City/State/Zip: Vocsdrce Cr. 55k ¥7

w’ - : ®
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment l Oq Postcards from Laurel Robinson, Jack M. Gookin, and Mike Gookin

[ support a diversion of ng more that 30 percent of the natural waier flow 1045-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumigtion about the amount of water that could be availsble for the river. 1046-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Eepislation creating the Trinity River DHvision, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1047-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You, -
Nama:
Address: -
City/State/Zip: 1841 Grend View Drive
T Berteisy TA 34708

Official Public Comment
Prear E1S/EIR Team ¥embers:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of watar that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislatian
ciearly gives Trinity tish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Aliernative dees not go far encugh to
achieve & legally mandared restoration of the scosystem

Thank You,
Nams: JFIC{/_ M. Gomaed
Address: Sour Laves Brrs OV

City/State/Zipn 58y Povd T CR. G4 565

Official Public Comient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no tmore 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 assurnption 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 Alterative dees not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: MIULE (Resicia
Address: SOE Laued grng C‘.(‘,

CityrState/Zipr BE8Y LowdiT Cp, Q48 &5

= =
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Official Public Comment Postcards from John Dvorak, Jeff Zochke, and Harold W. Thorne, Jr.

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow 1048-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by

. . - R
an assumption about the amount of waier that could be available Far the river. 1049-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirlionarl 1eg1§lat10n ) ) . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1050-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Theretore, thy Preferred Aliermarive does not go far enough to
achigve @ legally mandatsd restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: ~Tohe DDRAL
Address: IF20¢ parr S

Ciry/Seate/Zip: Qggi'a, !,éa/’f.z? (‘,éa%/gyré

Qificial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mewmbers:

I support a diversion of nd more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly geves Tomity fisn and wildlife peiority ever the diversion of any warer
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achigve ¢ fegally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

. Thank You,
Name: J/LFF i d L _
Address: P55l Al ers f;j:ér‘,

City/State/Zip: ﬁmv o ST

Gfficial Public Comment ' 0 5
Dear EIS/EIR Feam 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 abeut the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority over the diversion of auy water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enoush to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: Mearahd i \(\,\ NN L
Address: SR " Puay \Elﬁ-_){‘h ESSST

Ciy/State/Zip: €A N Coy i \e ARTY

é/\l N ;l
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Official Public Commient
Dear EIS/E[R Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pareent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils T support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount af water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion af any water
ta the CWP. Therefore, the Peeferred Altemative does not go Far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: E"@& 44, Rewicios
Address: XB Cemy Dove F2

Citv/StateZip:  MAINA | Ca G333

1051-1
1052-1
1053-1

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were himited by
an assurnption 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 priosity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Alternative dass not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandate storation of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Marme: 1 CLIAED ﬂ/ 5;}—;__,
Address: / Ve
Mowrsgey on , F=F4%h

Gfficial Public Comment l 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcembers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pcrcént of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Repert, 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 prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferved Alternative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

LI

City/Srate/Zip:

Thank You,
Name:
. N i saes A e
Address Q‘F {;Llikaz‘may ol
X . d Tlnul -k CA & -
City/State/Zip: kol R

Main TOC

Postcards from Rosie H. Fabricios, Richard N. Sato,
and James A. McCall

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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NS
Comments TOC Next Page

3-438



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

RDD/TRINITY1006-1076.D0C

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public c.mmml 0 Sq Postcards from Dan Ham, John Hale, and Peter J. McGovern

I support a diversion of ho more that 30 percent of the naturul water flow 1054-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that :

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations were limited by

an assumprion about the amount of water that could be availabls for the river. 1055-1 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 1056-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnacive docs not go far enough to
achieve o legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, “—.F ]
Name: m;""\" f T""—"’“’J

St

Addrass: =R flte P

City/StateiZip: foviidiitdn ey L Jyey 5.0 E
;

il v
l

Qfficiai Public Comment
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namiral water flow
from the Triaity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the ecommendations were limitad by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Name: mm IJVALE-

Address: RLEGE Lol T~ Sailbwingd ol
City/State/Zip: M&D,Wl CQ.J—\ QC}C/{;‘-'D

Qfficial Public Comment O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & divirsion of no mere that 34 percent of the natwral water flow
fiom the Trinity River Bagin, While | support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitad by
an assumption ghout the amaunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the scosystern.

Thank You,
Narme: PEJTU-‘" A W‘LC‘IGUEM
Address: %Z1 Sar '%1: r.\

City/State/Zip: QC’*‘E&UM@.. . G &

é/\l N ;l
L = 3-439
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fficial Public Commerit
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

\05+

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1057-1
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation ¢realing the Trnity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioricy aver the diversion of any water 1058-1
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altcrmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 1059-1
Thank You, i
MName: S{-,: P\qeu\ Sb\a,rno-%

!
Address: 2uoE [MRoosevelt fue,

City/State/ Zip: Béfkc le:,r , CA 94703

\058

I support a diversion of no moze 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 Hmited by
an asswmption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ecnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: .
Address: /pﬁ

City/State/Zip: Wéﬂ -BilL

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {low
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 Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferrud Alternative does net go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thank You,
Name: RBorbgen Swid,
Address: 290 Columin. Pre

City/StateiZip: Nr\s‘m\gm, A 4308

Main TOC

Postcards from Stephen Sharnoff, Jacklyn L. Bort,
and Barbara Smith

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Offictal Pubite Comment l Oloo Postcards from Ellen Mathews, John Leonard, and David Shaw

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: :

T suppoert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1060-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1061-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legizlation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additicnal Tegislation . . P .
cloarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water 1062-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not zo far enough to
achieve a lzgally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, o s
Name: !KI [j ﬂ"lr ’ﬁjl.ff?d‘-'-"tug
Address: Z‘QQ: L Fin 4\7&’@4"/ Ly

City/Seate/Zip: i

Oificial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fratn the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumiplion about the amount of water that eauld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors. the Preferred Alternative docs not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Naimea: TodM L Eouted
Address; 37 ToluusEn) AVE.

City/Stare/Zip:  _Ofice And 0 A Gaiatn

Official Public Cortnient
Diear EIS/ELR 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 Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an essumption about the amount of water that could be available far the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restorution of the CCosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Df%\/)o 5)))94"1}

Address: 1430 R
City/State/Zip; C&'S%ﬁ (/‘? ‘ 95{6’7(

<~ v AY
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Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

Offciat Public Comment l 0 b Postcards from Philip M. Sapunor, Beth Wagner, and T. J. Smith

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1063-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trivity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by B : . u: e
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the dver 1064-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1065-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternanve does not go fur enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoratior-of the ecosystern.

Thank You, ST

Name: PliLp M. SAP Ui

Address: 2334 Elgtni HVE

CitySweteiZip: _ WHMT (PEEKEA
¥ ) | gH9r

e

- Official Public Conunent 0
Dear EIS/EIR Tezam Members:

I support 2 diversion of ng mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin, While 1 suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assurmpdion about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity 72 and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferrod Alternutive does not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Name: é g'\f\\.w 9'5 N
Addrass: 2AR 1y S Tteve 51
City/State/Zip: N oge € M AN 5SS Y

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Leyislation creating the Triniry River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlite prierily over the diversion of any water
te the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alwemative does not go far encugh to
achisve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yaou,
Name: 4 I, /,’,_ =
Address; i e

City/State/ Zip: (et o Aol ‘ il ?%5,4/

) N ;l
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Postcard from Jim McCrory

1066-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Steel heag and Trost-gee pota ; u@ty j

Offfcial Pubfic Comment [0 .[ £

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Uhf tea €resoy %1 :

o We mosta
1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
tfrom the Trimty River Basin. While I support the science and study that WWL
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by G‘
an assumption about the amount of watet that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlifz priority over the diversion of any warer 5 g
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dues not go far encugh 1{(}@%{;
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the egosysiem. b

Thark You, !

Wame: 32‘, \ d N\CC mp\ﬁ ‘ 0 b w
Address: 3 } {E;'ﬂ- 16‘{“

CityiState/Z1p: JA"-—H,\«{’ o v mJ C I&r g ‘{03-7

é:‘\’} @N e
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Postcard from Virginia Schmidt

1067-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

' Gfficial Public Comment | O b }
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mentbers:
I support a diversion of no mere that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption gbout the amount of water thar could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Alernative does not go far cnough to
achicve & legally mandated restotation of the ecosystam.

Thank Yeu, [ i

Nams: Virgne Schmidf™

Address: jj’/ﬁ/ \//075. D/"ﬁr’/e )
City'StareiZip: Lo ood C‘-;P;V 0 T - 347

V\’\} 3-444
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Offtcial Public Comtment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| O b8 Postcards from Jim Kuraisa, Kristin H. Merriman, and John Bolton, M.D.

- i titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow 1068-1 Please see thematic responses ed S

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study that . . P oy
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1069-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the niver.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal Tegislation 1070-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

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

achieve a legally mandated resteration of rhe ceosystem,

Thank You,

Name: T Kum!.(‘ﬁ AT

Addeess: B Boy D0 Lol Sf‘&?(.bm:)f%
City/State/Zip: Uﬂﬁhf} Nu §9435% ‘DGC(GMJCFF?’ Ca—

Gfficial Public Conment
DPrear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Tharefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far snough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Ksnal H  elEgzvhan
Address: Zie [ BT Prar
Ciry/State/Zip: AL Tetesusen O Q73

) Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare thar 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. -While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river,
Legislatior creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve o fegally mandated testoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,
Name:

Address: X =
Chiy/StateiZip; ML VALLEY, TA gagaj - e

ZOLTOM, p.0.

é/\l N ;l
TR 3-445
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Dear EIS/EAR Team Members:

Official Public Comment | o ?.‘ Postcards from Stephen Glenn, Matt Perry, and Duke Otoshi

. . urs P
I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1071-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that ) . o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limiled by 1072-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P .
c[c:uly Zives Trini?y fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water 1073-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough ta

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: f:t’l-e?‘dwem é’) 'QMV’\
Address: Pid Pune V1974
City/State/Zip:  Syin f(‘f‘a Jare) 5“9, A

Gulid-192¢

Official Public Contment ,0 ?

Bear 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 litmited by
an assumption abaut the amount of water that could be availuble for the river.
Legislation creaving the Trinity River Division, and additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorizy over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Thurefore, the Prefarred Alwmative does not go far enough 1w
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ECoSVSLem.

Thank You,

Wame: iﬂ'& i 1 i"}: .‘_'g.r'_.aij
Address: RS AR VFEN 1 ¢
CitviState’Zip: _AafRuga) ~A GSEOF

Qfficial Public Comment ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
framn the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
0 the C¥P, Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far ¢nough te

achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem,
Tharnk You, fOf«Q m .

Name: Duk( O‘J‘LU_;A c

Address; 2INNT 5\:71’-’ r Pt

Cuy /Stare/Zip: Friernald A & wi 36

é/\l ) :l
o 3-446
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Offclal Public Comment l O ?-q Postcards from Leslie M. Graham, Mark Adams, and Walt Levitus

Dear E1S/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water tlow = thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 1074-1 Please see thematic P

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

. . “" : : 7
an assumption about the amoust of water that could be available for the river, 1075-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation )
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water 1076-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

o the CWP, Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far enough ta
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You,

Name: .

Address: & Delo Bios 7.
City/Stare'Zip: Dﬂﬂlﬁ"f/f’ CA FL522

Official Public Comment ' O ?
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water How
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any warer
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alernative does ot ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOSFEIEm.

Thank You,
Namsz: SiAze /}Ofﬂ r -
Address; L0 Eso OF

City/State/Zip:  _Defiaigas & FSIs&

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart 4 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were 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 and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: }

- Walt Levitys _
Address; _ g&uﬁ"\ﬂ@f]ﬁﬁ 708
Ciry/State/Zip;

. ) \
Vv ¢4 \.‘:l 3447
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