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

Postcards from Francis E. Mulqueen, Margaret E. Mulqueen, and

o ‘ ‘ 3 b John Channell
Official Public Comment

Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1136-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
fram the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . : u: : ”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1137'1 Please see themat1c reSPOHSGS tlﬂed FISheI‘leS.

Legislation creating the Triaity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifz priorily over the diversion of any water . : up: . ”
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nit go far enough o 1138_1 Please see thematlc responses tltled FISherleS'
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Address: G i Mia ¢@;‘5

= (el
Ciry/Srate/Zip; CosreLin L shps

Officiat Public Comment \ ‘ 3 ?

Dear E1S/E1R 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 #nd study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendatians were limitzd by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation greating the Trinity River Divisioa, and additional Eegistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Afternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, T

Name: ?)})Q. f Zz&zﬁ#&éﬁ - z% Eﬂ%% LEE At
Address: % 2

City/State/Zip:

Y

Officicd Public Comment ‘ ‘
- Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smdy thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the reeommendations were limited by
an assumiption ghout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alremative does.not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoradon of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Name: jgéﬂ Vd égqm gl/_
Address: fﬂ Ko ¥ e/
City/State/Zip: //“/QR& reake A4 2242}5
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Sharon Hansen, Patricia Charley, and Kathy Archuleta

Official Public Comament

\ ‘ 3ﬁ 1139-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear ELS/EIR Team Members: 1140-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tiinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that 1141-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

praduced the Flow Evaluation Repar, the recommandations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crzating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity tish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermetive dacs not go far enough to
achieve a [2gally mandated restoranhon of the ecosystem.

Thank You, % W/
Name; Z S

Address: Sharen B
1902 Middla Rosd
City/State/Zin- Albion, CA 55410-9703

Official Public Comment \ ‘ q o
.
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no meore that 3 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ supportt the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that sould be available for the fver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: P gy AN Chnide /
Address: Lem ™y oy M O

Clty/State/Zip: _CETRLL M AT Cer54S{a

ER

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

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion about the amount af water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Traity River Division, and additional legislation
cleariy gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: Kﬂfﬂ’{\f[ /flt K@HULETA'
. Address: L 'fi-j) Héﬁ‘ﬂ AE DPJ»”E

Ci\:ly«'Sta(e,fgip: S TN th;?/_lg’,l, c A adaa)

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

Postcards from Eldon H. Campbell, Dan Ager, and J. H. Visser

Official Public Comment \ ‘q z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1142-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flow . . e .
from the Frinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 1143-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reeommendations were limited by

an assumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1144-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

" clearly gives Traity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwernative doss not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated rostoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ) !
Name: ,;/C/(TK/ )@(63»7\%’%8. //
Address: N2 E Jyie e L.

City/StateiZip: 2.7 Va e ¥ e o s

Offecial Public Comment ‘ l q
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer 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 priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eeosystem,

Thank You,
Name: Dan L
P
Address: fOFE Les denemeg 2R

Ly
City/State/Zip: _csn Retee! oA Feomz

Official Public Comment \ ‘ q q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natral 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 waer 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 UVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, / .

Name: / - y/r‘?’ﬂ%ét/

Address: C{éé G FesTo Aie
CityiStateiZip: fo, Freontogos (o f- Vaddad

K./'Q = -
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Carol L. Cochran, Jim Robertson, and Eleanor Visser

Official Public Comment \ \ q S
Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Members:
1145-1

I suppart a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the namral water flow

from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that 1146-1
produced the Fiow Evzluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by

an assurmnption about the amount of water that could be gvailable for the river, . . Py, .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1147-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water

to the CYP. Therefore, the Proferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to

achieve 2 Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: C#KJ\L £ C 4‘{%)
addess 222 AP 08 L
City/State/Zip: @ WL ERYE fapr € Q_.@ Z‘fd ro

Official Public Comment \ \qb
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basm, While [ support the science and smdy thar
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Triniey River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trintty fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
{o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

\ .
Name: =ik foeslon ‘r'f:‘; R
Address: L7 P Gren _4!—_’ e Y’/‘l—

City/State/Zip: AL AT SN e TR
=

Official Public Comment “?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percen: of the natural water flow
from the Trivity River Basin. While I support the scicnoe and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislstion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly zives Trinity fish and wildlife priodty aver the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enowgh to
achi¢ve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thenk You,
Name: L S A .'//'5-55/3-
Address: A B/SLLEJ?" ,/1?‘5’"5

Ciy'StaweiZip: Shu FEACKSce O 99127

K./'Q = -
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from Clive H. Rayne

1148-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Commernt ‘ l u ?
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversian of no more thar 30 pereent of the natural wacer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption aboul the amount of water that could be available for the river.
egislation 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 Aliermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

.

Name: CLIUE H'EEE'QE
Address: 3 84’
Ciry/State/Zip: E

£3: T gememaer THE TRINTY BERE Tve Tant !

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

o \\qq Postcards from Lynn Halpern, Paul Major, and Julie Carlson-Phelan
Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . “" . : ”
1 suppore a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Aow 1149-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that . . P .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the racommendations were limited by 1150-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption aboui the amount of water that equld be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation . . u: P
cle:.rly gives Trinitcg'r fish and wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water 1151-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,

Name:

Address: RGO A3
City/State/Zip: C_Om ?}? o C’Aﬂ%%:ﬁi

Offtcial Pubiic Comnient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pecceat of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study thae
praduced the Flow Evatuation 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 addittonal Legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legaily mandared restorarion of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: f;?,.\l M\_uﬂer
Address: 1zey Taek Loude.. O

City/State/Zip: Sﬂ aten §§g! [4 ﬁ\qs4ocf

Official Pablic Comment
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 Whils | support the sciener and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluatien Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amoeunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any warer
10 the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You.
e Lo
Name: \\.‘L\ie LA S‘G}’\”Dht’i(ﬁfb'\_
Address: e L= ()):fhf:;i € b,
City!Stare/Zip: e :—Jl ,.J- S
ty/State/Zip (*\lf 1 f-m/\{ 4‘C}> 9‘%.3——

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

Postcard from Ed Phelan

1152-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

v |'.i .
Y MNenes @rows winere (0 ke ,D[cq;.-_s,‘j
[N Official Public Comment
Tlear EIS/EIR Team Members: F;s b oy ;‘F-éc«.y(} Bliode ., |

I support a diversion of no mor‘é hﬁﬁﬁm&&ﬁiﬁ“&ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂ{&@' '
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnee and study Thar
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepisiation
Clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over e diversy g

1o the CVP, Therefore, the Prefemmed Afternative does nat go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiom.

Thank You, . o :!
Name: q’/ﬂ. : l ‘5

Address:

Ciry/State/Zip: @/’ et ie {."',if/d%‘j %41.1?492

& @ V;\"\.v)1 D3-475
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Alison Sweetser, Grant Werschkull, and Ronald K.
‘ 3 Gaynor

L suppart & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

fram the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that 1153-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced ¢he Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurption about the amount of water thal could he availablz for the river. 1154-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislztion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . ur: P
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Aliernatve does not o far enough to 1155-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the zcosysten.

Thank You, :7 - 2 s
Name: é/{éqfl 2}}&{56{/
Address: ZL[ZOXLK i gen &
City/State/Zip: /ﬂ;m i 1.4?//3{'; (AT

Official Public Contnent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppott & 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 recemmendations were limitsd by
an assumption ebout the amount of waler that could be avaiiable for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Tnmty fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Allernative does nat go far encugh to
achieve a |cgally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .
MName: Corin I" V\J’év’SCl\f‘{u ”

Address: éa Avasfis W
City/State/Zip: Sng i A 75 m
e v

Officiat Public Camment
Dear EXS/EIR Team ¥Members:

[ suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whila 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 tiver.
Legislation ereating the Trimty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far coough to
achigve a lepally mandated restoranon of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Name: M@—
Address: ZEQL&ZALLM_&&&
City/State/Zip:  Lcdays, €A 36 ST

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

i

; Offtcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Blembers:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislacion creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
s the CWP. Therefare, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to

achieve & legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,
Thank You. Y
s —_—
Name: (nmry O Sedmigm
-~ -~ B 7
Address el e B

City/State/Zip:

Officiat Public Coninient
Dear LIS/EIR Team Members:

< c/,ﬂ«‘/ oA FIEY

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural waeer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVPE, Therefore, the Preferred Alemative doecs not go for cnough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
MName:

Address:

City/State/Zip:

th . (ordeon
¢Rwé+

H2O N, M .
Xovckesou cAasetz

Offtcial Public Comment
Dear EYS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more thet 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assunplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

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

RDD/TRINITY1136-1257.D0C
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Postcards from Gary D. Johnson, H. Gordon, and Robert W. Harlan

1156-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1157-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1158-1 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

Offeat Putiic Comment l lsq . Postcards from Genell Fitch, Curtis Cournale, and Carol Marcine

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members: -

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw 1159-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and sty that P ’

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of waler that could be available for the river. 1160-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legslanen coeating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egisiation
clearly gives Trinity tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1161-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far cnvugh to
achieve a legally mandated restorstion of the evosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Gene (L Fideh

Address: _!‘ﬂ_‘ﬁQOmG.Mcdj“;s
Civ/Stateizip. _Kngeland, (A G554%

Official Prblic Comment O
Dear EES/EIR Team Mcembers:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
peoduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendstions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinicy River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the WP, Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to
achleve a legally mandated restorarion of the ecosystem.

Thank You, Z
Name: @ .

Address:

5 A% M. Cartis Cournalc
City/Srate!Zip: ey A236 T3k e

Sirt Fremmeisca Cd 94122

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

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thereforg, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Tk hheal, NARLac-

Address:

City/State/Zip: _sz_w 4@@’5—

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

Official Public Comment
Ttear EIS/EIR Team Members:

l l lp 2 Postcards from John A. Estes, Patty Burton, and William Volpe

. . “" . : ”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narucal water flow 1162-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

trotn the Trinity River Basin. Whilz | suppon the science and study thar . . s o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomnmendations were Limted by 1163-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assemption abous the amount of warer thar could be available for the river.

Legislaiion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1164-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of amy water

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

achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystemn.

Thank You,

S Joha A €5

Address: 2l LﬁCU5 t eﬂu-f
Ciry/Srate/Zip: L,‘_’i i i i mﬂ___d 94‘%(

Official Public Comment ‘ b 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support 2 diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While L support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an aszumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinfty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: »{)( UHA./L %F_,_]T?\(‘\
Address: D oEy 1Lk
City/StateiZip: ,L.Q,{M/L.(J.f\.\f\l <o oS

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of tha natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produccd the Flow Evaluation Report, the rccommendations were limited by
anr assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiunal lagizlation
clearly gives Trmxiv fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
 the CVP. Thercfare, the Preferred Altemative does nat go far enouoh to
achieve a legally mzndalcd restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: i LiscgnA UJQ P
Address: [ Lfﬁt.mmrsg_f_sé
City/StaterZip:  CHhed, ¢4 99920

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

Postcard from Nick English

1165-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Conunent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, White [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evabuation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Leg,ls]atlon ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional l¢gislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP, Therefore. the Preferred Altemative does not po far enounh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eeosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
Cu\,SQ}m\e’le Zi{a’ O{E
L3t wider iteen A
?{: wheq Igei her B S e quﬁ
e <igh

~ L

< V= A
& (4% TR D3-480
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Michael D. St. Germain and Dennis Bellinger

1166-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1167-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Commaent b w
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppori the seience and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion abour the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Altlemative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

cu- Mr. Michael D, 52 Germain
Address: 39 Comptan Wey
Salinas, CA 93906

Ciry/State/Zip:

Official-Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I_ support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the nateral water How
frem the Trinity River Basia. While [ support the seience and study that
preduced 11'}& Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
&n assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie 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 Alternative does not zo far cnough o
achizve a legally mandated cestoration of the ecosystam. b

Thank You,
Name: LS VAIS I3ELL G E R
Address: St F QuTA ST

City/State/Zip: SAL, £ 4. 58S

K.A N v
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment l ‘ wg
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from Thomas W. Allen, Gary Hunter, and Ted W. Souza

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 pareant of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recoramendations wiere limited by 1168-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additienal lzgislation 1169-1 Please see thematic responises titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefors, the Preforred Alernetive does not go far eaough to

achieve a legally mandated restegation of the ecosystem. 1170-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, "/2

M&W/ a )
Name: 535 oy = W. AT _ 99

e
Address: Tiburcn, CA 54994

City/'State/Zip:

: Official Pubiic Comment U
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 pereent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study thar
praduced thi Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were Jimited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lapislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of uny water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: /‘ﬂ/&# #W'Z\
Address: ¢:2 =, /—z}/{ TV AE D B

CityState/Zip: /T UAA A G0

Official Public Comment O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion af ne more that 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 recammendations were limited by
an assumption sbout 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
 the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name; Tléﬂ ) S D0z ~5 lEf/( (,L’J Stu.w u
Address: B, Rax_ 229

Ciry/State/Zip: Cﬁ Qi e T A s e =

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

. Official Public Comment
Dear BIS/EIR Team Members:

l ? ‘ Postcards from Charlotte Hayes, Jud Ellinwood, and Margaret A. Cole

. . “" : : ”
T support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1171-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppert the science and study that . . s o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1172-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legisiation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation 1173-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

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

achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . . | )

Mame: &,,l'{\ﬁ.( 1t¥@ %’mu QS

Address: _{p_(‘f-‘{ D‘ @K ﬂv‘b

City/Stete/Zip: m&tlﬁﬁ Qs=2

R e
: ) E . . _; Official Public Conunernt
«* Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert @ diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendutions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availsbte 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 WP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far engugh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, . -

Name: | i F,"J, EJ- lintaon A
Address: g i w2 SF.
Civ/SawiZippn =L mba 0 A G SN

Cfficial Public Contment ' ' ? 3
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 seicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recummendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be avaitable far the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislatian
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Thereforz, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvsiem,

Thank You,

Name: .
Address: ; 7/ ﬂl_{éﬂﬂ

City/ e/ Zip: %é?ﬁ? A7 ?DT_“::Z/

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-483
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

' -
i LT T Official Pubfic Comment
I Dear FIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

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 limated by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Alternarive does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandsted resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip: %_mf;;.:s'é;/ e &Y

. s T . Official Public Commient
‘Dear E:IS.-’I:Z‘I_E Team Merbers: -

I support a diversion of o more that 30 percent of the napural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were tmited by
an assumption about the amaunt of waier that coudd be available for the tiver.
Legistarien creating the Trinity River Division, and additional § iegisiation
clearly gives 'I."rmm fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w© the CVP. Taurefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cooegh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the CooSYSiem.

Thank You, o .

Name: a’f ‘//,*r_' .:i:-’ rp‘ficg’éﬂ

Address; 27y Ml L6l
9——‘——A.7_

City/State/Zip: N g il Cﬁ
/

: Official Fublic Comment I l ?
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the ratural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and swedy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amoum of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prafarred Alternative does not o far enough to
achicve a jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You, ?@:
Name: C?/MM ﬁ k_%f'_'
Address: 75%55(/{/@

CityiStateizip:  Leoeedda, (G- SEH3

}? //%,»'. %ﬂf/ﬁd/}/ éf”(ﬂ% /é;/aa: %/

RDD/TRINITY1136-1257.D0C

Postcards from Doug Lantelme, Charlene Lantelme, and
Marianne Sobrino

1174-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1175-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1176-1 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

Postcard from Elizabeth Who

1177-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

; no Oﬁ‘\ﬂaf Puﬁhc Conmeint ( ‘ ?
’ Dear EIS/EIR Team Membérs:

T sapport & deversion of go_more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recomamendations were limited by
an assumnptiun about the amount of water that could be available 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
to the CVWP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternutive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared resteration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, %'\S‘n X‘r\%
Name: ELl 24l!6'n\ whe Kint UO"lh\
Address: [T Strombes Ave ot o w?

Citv/Sule’Zip:  Aveafr ¢t 4552]

* 4 ¢ h
RDD/TRINITY1136-1257.D0C @ v R
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Martin E. Lay and Clark Fenton

1178-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1179-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment ?
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watse flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiwation 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 additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotrity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far encugh ta
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Maeci £.08y

Address: 227 farwsiog VR
City/State/ Zip: e k&ﬁtﬂ\}!hh’- (4 Dsxvg
= 7

OﬂicfarPy_Ii!_ic Comment l?
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 [ 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.
Legisiation ergating the Trimty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the divarsion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restocation of the eeosystem.

Thank You, il

Narne: CL-FﬂE [t (‘VEQWQ
Address: dy BRuemy BRI0R
City/StateZip: AR LA R O Q‘.SEQ._[

K.A N v
V - ‘\--J'l D3-486
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

l \ 8 o Postcards from Pat Woolston, Kym Woolston, and Kyle Haines
1180-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support & diversion af a0 mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that B : . "y P

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1181-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assuntprion about the amount of water that could be available for the rver. . . . o

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Legisiation 1182-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

to the CYE. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not po far enough o

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name: Pt 0 v s
Address: Sl OalE fee sl O
City/State/Zip: f/"./‘_/( e e ey

el

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

I support a diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpoon about the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniey fish and wildlife priority over the diversion af any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does aot go far enough to
achieve a |zpally mendated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

v
Name: / C/M //Z ﬂ£ = St _
Address: Aeobs (jf,i/(/ ng sor

City/Srate/Zip: 7»5'!‘ ErEwillie O 5667

Official Pubiic Cosmment ‘ g 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppoit 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 assumpiion about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating tha Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Adrternarive dees not go far encugh to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecesystem

Thank You,
Name: WSLT HaineS
Address: £ oy 30

City/Stare/Zip: Eyha, (A [A0ST

ittt d

K./'Q = -
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

¥ ;
T Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/FIR 'Te:;m Mcmbers:

1 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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enongh to
achieve a lepally mundated restoration of the ecosystam

Thank You, ﬁé Mwﬂ

4
Wame: K'Z/g“" . M
Address: 2$ ggéﬁ,{qzﬁ of A PE
City/State/Zip: ,Eg Dga g Fas 340&;

Gificial Pubtic Comment l l 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

I support a diversion of my more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scicnce and stady that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, ehe recommendations were linuted by
an assumpiion abour the amount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional [sgislation
cleatly gives Trinity fisk and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Thercfore, the Prefarred Alwmative does net 2o far cnough ta
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystam.

Thank You, 1’6 - .
MName: (e }:' fﬁf‘%@

RoberPetea Suvan
Address: 405 37th Strees
City/Stare/Zip: Sacraments, CA %5818

Official Public Commeni \ g ;
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natoral water tlow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While I suppon the scienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ar assumption about the amount of water that could be availably for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1 the OWP. Therefare, the Preferred Altemative does not go far snough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvatem.

Thank You, Lo e
Name: E—QK E Ve louftany @m“—&‘;—\j
Address: L 068 Ridagiead direet

Ciyswezio. 4] L000rad o4 9903¢ -(02 L

RDD/TRINITY1136-1257.D0C

Postcards from Charles A. MacDonald, Robert and Petra Sullivan, and

John and Vivian Bowers

1183-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1184-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1185-1 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

Official Prblic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Menmbers:

\ (? Postcards from Caroline M. Scarpelli, Bob Seymour, and Tom Seymour
1186-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

I suppost a diversion of na mose that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Teinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that 1187-1

produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendatians were liraited by

am assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) ) . o

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation 1188-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioity 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 ecosystam.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, -
o . e
Name: Capeline & ?C,/::’i. F,f/.r’
o) . - ¥ S
Address: Ernoman PR BV

City/State/Zip:  Softf . Al G
39727

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produeced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
clearly gives Tonity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does noe go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, L
Name: Bﬁ b Se,ﬂ’hfuf
Address: fa 10| 4:::1_,.{' { fo & W{

City/StateiZip: _ Sawn _Josd Gt 75730

Official Public Copment l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the resomnmendations were limited by
an assumption 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 wildlifc priority over the diversien of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far erough 1o
achigve a lepally mandeted restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

—
Wame: lom _‘;eye-uwr
Address: Yol Saell Ave e 2

City/State/Zip:  SwnTse, A $51B6

K./'Q = -
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offtcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\ lgq Postcards from James Mauch, Belinda Rush, and Chelsea Bryan

. . “" . : ”
I suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percens of the nawral water flow 1189-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1190-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P, .
clearly gives Trinita}' fish and wiidlife priociey over the diversion of any water 1191-1 Please see thematIC responses tltled Flsherles.
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alemative dees not go far cnough o

achieve a tegally mandated restoration uf the scosystem.

Thank You, -

Name: ToAmes paUCH
Address: £ 3 Frar Fe __51
City/State/Zip; _pMTAS . IG5 G504

Official Public Comment q o
' 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
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferted Aliemative does not go far cnough o
achisve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yau, <
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip: mﬂ@M‘ﬂf_@& ‘?6—{5’4
Official Public Commeni
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3 percent of the natural water flow
feorn the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scienge and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish end wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Youn, A
I
IName: i‘d}i’f»ﬂ. ’%\' LT
Address: ?:“‘H . ( Q AGrit f}_{'_"’_
e

City/StatesZip: 45,__
=
{ oYX

K./'Q = -
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficiat Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\ \q z Postcards from Sherry Elliott, Thomas Iverson, and James W. Stafford

. . P o
I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the pasmal water flow 1192-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that ) )
precduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1193-1 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 . . P . P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1194-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CWP. Theeefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to

achigve a legally mandated restorarion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Sﬁsfzm'; 1

Address: 1303t Gpm, L=
City/StateZip: A iasamt ijj CA 95959

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mwore that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amewnt of water that could be available {or the river.
Legislation crezting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therzfore, the Preferrad Altermative daes not go far 2aough o
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nama: e ray o
Address; ) 72

AL
City/State/Zip: 'V/é / é;/:? ; ’ éA ?;7?/

Qfficial Public Conument
Dear EIS/EIR Teamn Members:

T support a diversion of no mote that 30 pareent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water thet could be available for the river,
Legislaten creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlits priotity over the diversion of aay water
to the CVP. Therefory, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achiave a lagally mendated restoration of the ecasysterm.

Thank You,

Name: __'j;—,,,_,g._,- s /,-c/
Address: L2 B FEE

CicyiStae/Zip: /G5y Ao par e AT, EH TR

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-491

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY1136-1257.D0C



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

Postcards from C. Hing Binfaw, Don Reilly, and Connie Burton

1195-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Officiat Public Comment \ \qs 1196-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ) . )
1197-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienee and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of watar that could be available for the river.
Lzpisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a Tepally mandated restoration of the ccosysiern.

Thank ¥ou,

- E( . g ) ;’, o
Name: P A 3
Address: ‘?")‘f - fj{»

City/State/Zip: f (\(_,\J\.&*a 1/4;-’\7(7670812—

Official Public Comment l q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhers:

[ support & diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sciencs and study that
produced ths Elow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Thereforc, the Preferred Altemative doss not go far enough 1o
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the Boosystenm, -

Thank You,
Namae: Pors SOESEL T
Address: /‘20, Sox 2F7V

City/S1ate!Zip: TR 179 CEp 7w A gt s

Offtcial Public Comment
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 T suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisfation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem.

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

<~ v AY

R D3-492

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY1136-1257.D0C



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

Postcard from Herb Burton

1198-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Commen? l \ q .
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

1 support & diversian of mo more that 30 percent of the patural watsr flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reposs, the recommendations were Yimited by
an assumption abuut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Tripity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough t©
achieve a legally mandated restoraticn of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name: ﬁML

Addriss:

I sre SN P T

#Lﬂ‘f‘ﬁﬂﬁ Row IH

RDD/TRINITY1136-1257.D0C . : | w
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T/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMEN

Postcard from Victor D. Modeen

1199-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Offtciat Pubiic Comment l q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basiy, While ! support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluatjon Repor, the recommendations were limited by
atl assumption about the amount of warer that could be availablz for the Tiver.
Legisiation creating the Trinioy River Division, and sdditional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish ang wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Altemative dogs agt ze far enowgh to
achivve a legally mandated restoration of the erasystem.

Thank You, ', cim,p__
Neme U\—‘Lﬂg‘}‘_@m“ 1 Hou 1999
Address: _ 235 Nichke dos ES_- -

City/Srate/Zip: gﬂh h'.lgl < Ehtﬂ?_.

<~ V\’\} D3-494
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from K. T. Kneick

1200-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comnrent ! 2 O o

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no meore that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produged the Flow Evalustion 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 wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough 10
achieve a legelly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou, - -

Name: 'é—xt}, k Pl aobg..

Address: ;[P)* 2y 7
City/State/Zip: f;_}’;(‘ Ly \;..(,{t[ £ I(\A 0{64’3 l

moue Lu\;{f e Nbe FEN-

N <y v L
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Cosrment
Dear EIS/E1IR Team Members:

l 2 o l Postcards from William Ryan, Donald R. Godfrey, and Margaret Wernett
1201-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that 1202-1

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona| legislation 1203-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

W illima léyzu
005 La Costa Ave.
Carlsbad, €A 920067320

Official Public Comment \ 2 O 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppurt 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 by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the Tiver,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Prefered Alternative doos not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You, )
TName: SE".‘CPJ!’\ . CJCd’(’ i
Address: 28et  Clhes H\“ \2(!.

City/State/Zip: Falibeeel } (o Gapad

' EYY s ~ . - 1 - 1 B
) : Qfficial Public Comment 2 O ’
3 Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I suppon the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repord, the recommendations were limited by
an assutmption about the amouni of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trauty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife praority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altcmative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Pl
o

Thank You,
Name: | nnanead i il .
Address: IFy s W’WM Zend

City/State/Zip: \M&ujﬁf it PRAILT

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

Postcards from Barry Glickman, Keith Beverly, and Kevin Scarpell

Official Public Commant l / 2 m
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1204-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 suppert a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While L support ibe science and sudy that 1205-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river. . . u: P
Legislation creating the Trimity River Division, and additional legislation 1206-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prerity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP, Therelore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: — BARARYGLICKMAN
Addrass: 1 Namaganset; Cove

. . an 2l,
City/State/Zip:

. Official Public Comment O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversicn 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 creating the Trintty River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ezosystem,

Thank You,

Name: — REITHREVERLY

Address: P0O.BOX 1116
—STINSON ZEACH, C4 94870

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment E %
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

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

Thank You,
Name; K,e Ltun QC_a.r .3 ” »
Address: o Srw Polbin hve.

City/State/Zip: S g E_l’-'i WY T Gy 27 - /J_Ju;l'

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-497
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

gt pass o ] Z O ? Postcards from Carroll Ann Hodges, Ed Schmults, and Myra A. Weiher

. . p— .,
1 support & diversion of fo more that 3 percerit of the nelural water flow 1207-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the sclence and study _thzn ) ) . ) B
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by 1208-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the siver.

islati eating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . Py, .
Icf%ﬁf gl?\ne: rimty fish and wildlfe priority over the diversion of any water 1209-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Thersfore, the Prefemed Altemative does not go far enough o
achieve a legaily mandated restorstion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName:
Address: ad "\
City/Stats/Zip: ) ej_azi"_ﬂéd 62

Official Public Comment Z ‘ ,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mewe that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basis, wwhile 1 support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were linited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narme: Co SOy
Address: Toeh Pl ST

City/State/Zip: SF (A awe?

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be aveilable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority sver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enaugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem b

Thank You,

Name: red A Wi s ‘;‘LZ L
Address: i V
Cismezio: £ %’{W

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

Offfcial Public Commeni
Dear EISJEIR Team Members:

l Z ‘ O Postcards from Mildred Taylor, Donna Merideth, and Richard Zukin

. 1210-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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 swdy that . . P . P
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomesendations were limited by 1211-1 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 legislatign 1212-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does nat go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, ,
Name: - T &
Address: tbe jf‘ sy fadaa, 0T

City/State/Zip: oY e T g L LT F O L

Official Public Cominent Z l l
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Besin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available far the river
Legisfation crearing the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Aliermative does not go far enough to
achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,

Narne: D-J L |i' b

Address: Hap %-.\ﬂg-g She b
City/State/Zip: Mq“ 7

Official Public Connent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Fimited by
an asswoption about the amount of warer that could be availuble for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any wator
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame:
RICHARD ZUKIN
Address: 244 Park Lane

R Atherton, CA 94027
City/State/Zip:

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

Official Pablic Comment
Trear EYS/ETR Team Members:

2 ( 3 Postcards from Richard Zukin, Frank Arbeloa, and Angela Arbeloa

. . P oy
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1213-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, Whils [ support the science and smudy that . . . .,
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations ware limited by 1214-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legislati ng th inity Riv ivision, ¢ fitional tegislati . . . .
egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1215-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVF. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ’/GZ.‘/J; Tw{; Zv;ﬁj(ﬂ/
Address: 1‘{’/‘/ ﬁf’u‘.t ﬁa:&"{{

City/State/Zip: 1 ‘f’,-éw.w (o T2

Official Public Conunent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nature! 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 availzble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water
ter the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thatk You,

MName:

Address: %50 - QS"A ofdz
City/State/Zip: - ; 4//%

Official Public Comment \ z l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

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

Thank You,

Name:

el
Address: %*/590" ST SF
City/Staze/Zip: g_-;ﬂ' A. /-'A 5-,‘;///‘//

. . ’
V - \:)l D3-500
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Public Comment
Desar EIS/EIR Team Members:

‘ 1‘ ‘p Postcards from J. Gersley, Kathy Mullen, and Mark Donigrey

. . “" . : ”
[ suppurt a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural warer flow 12161 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

praduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by 1217-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumpion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Dhvision, and additional legisiatinn . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiif2 priority over the diversion of any water 1218-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CV¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeou,
Name: &M_\Q\ELLQQ@N““}!
Address: WAl wuian o

Cityi§taw/Zip: G‘-—‘(C-t-"{\’\k_ﬂ‘\r\ T Cex k{f.“\\ i‘k‘D .}_\F(

Officiat Public Comument ! l ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne 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 watsr that could be avallable for the rvar.
Legisiation ¢reating the Trimity River Division, and sdditional lagislation
cleatty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecesystem.

Thank You,

Name: %MMT
Address: K ‘{}%’V fa -

Citg/State'Zip: _JMJ] 0&(&1 i G

Official Public Comment 2 ' ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natuval water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whife I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Wira s Dasltiohed
Address: S e (g

CityiStaveiZip: St D77l &5 Gy}

K./'Q N _-l
V R 4 D3-501
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment Z ‘ q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mace that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppart the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werg lumited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addinonal legistation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any watar
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough @
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: PRieridl _ALAEE 2o
Address: B2 Heptias T

City/StateiZip: San ,krf,ﬁ,?é{‘-‘ A a¥ied

Official Public Corment ‘ 2 2 o

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppest 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 pives 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,

—
Name: A v Sotvathin
Address: 2L 96¢ B{LG"-Q"E_
CityiState/Zips Lot e {-J,i!r" N

Official Public Conment l 2 2 |

Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluaiton Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the emount 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 cver the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does naot go far enough to
achieve a legally mundated resioration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

r TUCKEY FONE
Name:
Address; BAN MATEQ, CA 94402

Cly/Srate’Zip:

RDD/TRINITY1136-1257.D0C

Postcards from Priscilla Alvarez, Anne Bernstein, and Tuckey Fone

1219-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1220-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1221-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

K./'Q N _-l
V R 4 D3-502
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Thanh Ramp, Linh Ramp,

Offfcial Public Comment \ zzz and Mr. and Mrs. J. Gerstley

Dear BIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1222-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While § support the science and study that . P .,
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1223-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption zhout the amovnt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . up: P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion of any water 1224-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster,

Thank You, )
Name: . i Lg n gmm l?

Address; Lh

City/State/Zip: v b Ce

Y26 4T 222

’ Official Public Comment \ 2 ) 2 ¢ "
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

1 suppoit & 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 amo water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tri Division, and additional tegizlation
clearly gives Trinity fish and w 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, . -
Natne: Y vadn Q“-’“P
Address: A Ty s L

City/State/Zip: W & Co 43 6Y7

. Qfficied Public Comment l 2 z q
Desr EIS/EIR Team Me "

mbers:

I support & diversion of no more thit 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalyation Report, the recommendations were Finited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additions] legistation
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 mandsted restoration of the ecosystem. *

Thank You,
Name:

Address: ;;i ig%g:;é Eiiiir‘m‘ﬁ%%
City/State/Zip: ¢ - C{ L\ b '1)._"{

é/\l v > -’A.

T b D3-503
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

( z ZS Postcards from Paul Stiff, Nicola Stiff, and Adriana Valencia

1225-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I suppoert 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 . ) ) )
prmduccd the Flow Evaluation Report, the récommendations were limited by 1226-1 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 iegislation 1227-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearty gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Allemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restgratian of the ecosystem,

Thank You, ?M\ S ‘lr\ 'Cé‘

Warme:

Address: F4 26T g+
City/Stare/Zip: : RM\-S(-OICA- Al

Official Pubfic Comment Z b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support & diversion of no more 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 reeommendations were limited by
an asswmption about the ameunt of warter that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh 10
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: Thets SJW‘C'G
Address: __}_EM
CityStateZip: (e e bes (A

GNIL

Official Public Comment Z z 4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers lumited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and witdlife priacty over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ) _
Name: ‘rﬁidf}&@ \/2)\21’1633
Address: JCsg /CD-I!IG_QZ Eight

Tazdt HE

= T
City/State/Zip: SnTa é-—ﬁz_ caaAscet - ol |
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

" Official Pablic Comment

l 22% Postcards from Marc Violette, Joan Intrator, and Lee Van Boven

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mewbers: 1228-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scienlce and sluc_iy kthai 1229-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of watar that could be available for the river, . . s o
Legislauapu creating the Trimity River Division, and additional legisladan 1230-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You, .

Name; \4&:\&_ %'\a 2% R
Address: gLO '\'\F‘l\ waf BN \k\\
CitwsteZiy_Sow Whakes, g 1441

/] 97
Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ‘ z z

I support a diversion of no rore that 30 percent of the datural water (low
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced 1]'_13 Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation '
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CWVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliermnative does not oo tar engugh o
achieve a legally mandatod restoration of the eeosystem °

Thank You,
: - o1 e
Name: : Ny N So
San Francista. CA 84114850y
Address: t3 £

City/State/Zip:

Yy

Gifficial Public Comment \ E " O

Dear EYS$/EIR Team Members:

I suppott 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 ecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the siver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildkife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Prefored Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Mame; H LHE Lo i
Address: P § Ll e
City/Saie'Zip: s £l bt ed e Jo  FIAS

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

Official Public Comment

, ' 2 3 , Postcards from Dek Ketchum, Cheryl Woodward, and Chris Brown

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1231-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I'support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow ) ) . o
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the ssience and study that 1232-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Fluw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Ilimited _b}'

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . “ps .«
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additianal legislation 1233-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Allemarve doss not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the peosysiem.

Thank You,
Wame: PA—"K" /7‘2’-75_(?/ Q/‘/
Address: pé L

City/State/Zip: ?{{ﬂé 2

Official Public Coniment ‘ 2 5 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mlemtbers:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scisnce and study that
prodiced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumptien about the amount of water that could be uvailabls for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Altsmative docs not wo far enough to
achicve @ lepally mandated restoration of tha ecosystern.

Thank You, 27 .

Name: L/.L/ 7'// [!/)J’W -'/Cr/d“" * //

Address: Pt 5‘/& 7‘“’ s5em DR

City/StaterZip: e 242 é-._._.‘ [
Sifeite

Official Public Comment | Z ;
Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Members:

T support & diversion of no mare 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 warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
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 1o
achicve a iegally mandaied restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,

Name: Clacis Bpgraren
Address: w—
City/State/Zip: M&Luk_cv_dﬁ_%_aﬂfcfc

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

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

‘ 2 3 q Postcards from James C. Becker, Beth Burstein, and Mark Rhynsburger
1234-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the matural water flow . . s P

from the Trinity River Basin, White I support the science and study that 1235-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the rjver. : 3 “Ei ies.”

Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1236-1 Please see thematlc responses tlﬂed FIShel‘leS.

cleurly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity 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, - _
Name: G
Address:

James Becker
H 1082 lheris 1
Sunryvak, £G4 83085

Official Public Comment 5
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoert 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While { support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited }3)
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for Il_:e Iiver.
Legislanion creating the Trinicy River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tomty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restorabion of the ecosysiern.

City/State/Zip:

Thank You, R
Name: Bern Buorsten
Address: L& U;{Ein:q &t

City/State/Zip: Ber K{L{u{; — (A 9 § %03

Official Public Comment \ Z 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppont a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the divsrsion of apy water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermred Allernative does net go far ¢nough te
achizve a begally mandated restoration of the veosystem

Thank Yo,

Narme: mafk RL h'ASL W'q' [ 3
Address: 85% 4*5% A\'"‘A Ve
City/State/Zip:  Sam_Flangizea, Cd 94(2 |

""{M'{“EJ .R“ihﬁ&LM -

AN V S .l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

z 3 ?' Postcards from George Todd Robinette, Laverne and Frank Figone, and
l A. L. Robertson, Jr., M.D., Ph.D.

T suppoert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natueal water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 1237-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation craating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1238-1 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 Altemative does not go far encugh © 1239-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,

Address: 5//5 f s M‘f’

City/State/Zip: ‘bﬁﬂéﬁi&ﬂ 0} G

Official Pudlic Comment l 2 3 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura! water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Ewvaluation Report, the recomimendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation ergating the Trimty River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosysiem. ot

Thank You, é j%m@
Name; : S;-a\‘BQ:\A«n_ /\ ‘_L_\)c»&,‘*ﬁ %P"’Mq/ .

Address: N W T e

City/STaZipr 6 oo B S8 & o

Qfficiatl Public Comment l 2 3 i

Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the svience 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 ereating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Y.

ank Yo, A, L Rghersson Jr, D, LD
Name; 340 Fiih Suensg PO Fuy 3135
Address: Half Moon Bay, €3 9:009-3125

City/Slate/Zip:

é/\l S~ °
V o \:)l D3-508
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Cficial Public Comunesit ‘ 2 q o

Dear EIS'EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trintty River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouat of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
te the C¥P. Therefare, the Praferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, } N

Name: PL:.-.L. { L\‘ i E v

Address: A4 Sskvyan  Dreds
City/StawiZip: ante Tave o= dgoas

Official Puklic Comment ‘ 2 q'

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and stucFy .shal
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowt 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 waler
0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecagystem.

Thank You, ) o -
Narnea: k.;\ 43 }ﬁej—(-.c.

: R —
Address: WG| Evne wbgtinnd, L -

Ciry/Stare/Zin: i . L).,‘zﬁil_%l;: &y Sy

Official Public Comment | 2 q z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assuription abouk 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 prierity over the diversion of any water
ta the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Wame: R (_,]_0 r-—‘.‘_ Cr";\u- < '-1
Address: ized) Ce e Y-
City/State/Zip: §¢-,. AN h'*‘ e A

C/hg(‘( o

RDD/TRINITY1136-1257.D0C

Postcards from Paul Wineman, John Seboggu, and Robert Garcia

1240-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1241-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1242-1 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 Public Comment
Dear EIiS/EIR Team Members:

l 2 u 3 Postcards from Howard Karlin, Esther R. Blanchard, and H. W. Henduran
1243-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the seisnee and study that 1244-1

produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations wers limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation 1245-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clewrly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prisrity over the diversion of any water

te the CVP. Therefore, tie Prefzrred Allernative does not go far enough to

achieve a Jegally wfandated rcstorat'tjn of the ecosystem

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Name: How pnn feti
Address: PO a 59

CitviStelZip: _PAQSes A FYAFY

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

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the namural 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 asshmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does mot go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: f o /

Address: o Esther . Blanchard
. ‘ﬁ 10724 Mara Dr.

City/State/Zip: Las Altes, CA 94024

Official Public Commrent l Z u 5
Drear 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 werc limited by
an assumption abous the amownt of water that cauld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional logislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: (ﬂ;‘/ b ,%/
Address: YT T st

City/State/Zip: ,ﬁ% ;{/Mg%- A Py
a

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

Qfficial Public Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Paul P. Pennings, Charles F. Gunther, and
l Zq b Patricia D. Gunther

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 1246-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amouat of water that could be available for the river. % . . P . P
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation 1247-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . s . .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fur enough to 1248-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: (Aﬁﬁ’}_ 2 5‘/)55‘\/&"13\,//;”
Address: et Qappir A gt e
City/State/Zip: Pt aip /T Ol fof}’gzl

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

1 support & diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the nacural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thal could be available for the river.
Legislation crepting the Trinity River Division, and additonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioritv over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemative does not go far cnongh to
achieve a [zgally mandated restoration of the eeosystem.

Thank You, 1

Name: WM

Address: GO Con b Fonica 5?{.') Ste {*z000
City/State/ Zip: Saw. Fleentce, (o, S /188

Offfcial Public Comment l Z qg
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basia. While [ 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 avaitable 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, Therefore, the Prefered Alemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecesystem.

Thank You, "
Name: (DCQ:&—IBQ& (m @-(L’?’Lfm/‘z
Address: A7 9 u%t

CityState’Zip: -A‘%'CWL, W Co. 5122

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

Official Public Comment ‘ Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mhembers:

F 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 svailable for the river.
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
1 the CVP. Therafore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Tk Yoo {00000 Qs

Name: .
Address: ,_.r, it Rcherd A Blanchard

Rt

i . (J'—i 10724 Mera Or
City/State/Zip.  [C0_] Los Aros, GA 940246530

tHitcial Puilic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
{rom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations 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
clearty sives Ttinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: EL\A.}L n‘,\ ir e X
Address: Has fbloetee Shob

City/State/Zip: Seva ‘i‘rnnc:mg.:\‘ [ Y|

Offieial Public Comment l 2 5 ‘
Bear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mete that 30 percent of the naturat watee 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 amaunt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pderity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far cnough to
achieve a Jegally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

N Sewes U Bugts o UBustt

Address: Fe Ohrbwogtin Pve
City/$late/Zip: Sen G:.rl@s,@- Y70 e

RDD/TRINITY1136-1257.D0C

Postcards from Richard A. Blanchard, Eddie Merideth, and
James V. Buatti

1249-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1250-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1251-1 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

Official Public Comment
Dear EAS/ETR Team Members:

‘ 2 ; z Postcards from Wayne Radmilovich, J. Frizzell, and Gerald C. Young
1252-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sci¢nee and study that 1253-1

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by B

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

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislaton 1254-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

o the CVF. Therefore, the Prefecred Alwernative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, /
Name; %}ﬂhﬁ s - %p’r . ‘4/

Address: A Lot Soude D
City/StateZip: Lo Mo duwe (o2 Foyve-

Official Public Comment l 2 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by
4n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife prieritv over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative deas not go far enough ta
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam

Thank You, Ao éa S luk il
Tame: \./%ZZEZL-

Address: U 7T charning Fre
City/State!Fip: Pty ,f//é /@é G50/

Official Public Comment q
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ suppert a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and swdy 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 Teanity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,  Alenatets G v

Name (o FBo . voun e
Address: 0Us 48 Rizas DR

City/State:Zip: San Mapees rd DIced-Fial

K./'Q = -
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from William O. Ackermann, Jr., Martin M. Seldon, and
Officiai Public Comment ‘ zss Barbara S. Flanagan
Dear EIS/EIR Team Metnbers:

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

. . “ps «
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 1255-1 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. 1256-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water . . P . P
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative doss not go fir enowgh ta 1257-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.
Thank You, .

Name: ")ié?léim & frefiona g }77
Address: Yisa @d&yfvf L£FE

City/State/Zip: ,&M&f_, Q) N ‘{’\5?' f?'b’—

Official Public Comment l Z 5 b
Dear EIS/EIR Teatn Members:

I 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 thac
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaijahle for the river.
Legislation creating the Trindty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Thersfore, the Preferred Altsmative does not go far encugh to

achisve a legally mandated restoration of the sgosystem.
Thank You,

MNama: .

Addrass:

City/State/ Zip: : SSQAssOcl?‘;i

1146 Pylora Court
Simnwwale. (4 S40B7-2331

. Official Public Comment Z 5 ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: o

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percant of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppor the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the scosystem,
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