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

Postcards from Verna Holson Scratch, Jack Obedzinski, M.D., and

Official Public Comment l 2 58 Robert P_ Praetrel
Dear EIS/ELR Team Members:

hoapron & dhversion of n0.more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1258-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stuc_iy _lhat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Jimited by

. : “" : : 7
an assumption about the amount of waker that could be available for the river 1259-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . ) . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1260-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You, 7
Name: 7/ thua " FA L s(li/’/‘ Ak
Address:

City/Stawe/ Zip:

Official Public Comnient ‘ Z Sq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of n6 more that 30 percent of the narral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does nat go far eagugh to
achieve a [egally mandated restomation of the ecosystem,

Thank You, _ ]
Namne: ot é‘a JPH;’,.ﬂ

Address:

City/State/Zip: LACK OEEDZINSKIMD |

SAN GERONMMO, CA 94863 i

Offfcial Public Comment ' 2 w
Dear E1S/ETR, Team Members:

Isupport a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the scienee and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefimred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecogystem.

Thank You,
e A P Pererael .

Address: LS Crwnl L L
City/State/Zip: Lzer e fd, G Fys, ¢

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

Postcards from Peter Monahan, Andrew Fisch, and Linda Franzman

i fficiel Public Coniment ‘ b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1261-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
: o e Toimity Boves Bt e § oot of the natural water flow 1262-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1263-1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CWP. Therefare, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to

achieve a lepally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Natme: ETE"{? /1/(0 NA A S

Address; 2 Kicmmenp £Fp.

City/State/Zip: Saw Axseemo, CA Fhers

Offfcial Pubiic Cammient ‘ z b z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thacok You,
Name: Mr. Andrew Fisch
Address: M 22501 Greenwood Rd

. i G544 E
City/State/Zip: Prilo, CA 93466-3439

. - Official Public Comment \ 2 b 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: '

L support a diversion of no more that 3( percent of the ramrat 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 assumnption 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. Therefare, the Preferred Altemnative dees not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: {ovna frroimpm . -
Address: RIc o g hrerd T St

City/State/Zip: A A Aota o TS¥e 3

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-516
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

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

I support a diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. 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.
Legistation 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 Prefered Alternative does not go far encugh to
sehieve a2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 'é .
Name: /A? P ﬁ/ i éqx‘m’
Address: 7/,0 Sﬂz; o 57

CitylState/Zip: G it T4 Qe

Officiai Pubiic Comment 2 b 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While F support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were linited by
an assumption abeur the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity gver the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, - . i
Narme: @@/‘:"J 1OE /{}76{(‘14//:“}45/
Address: 207 Coenter s5v,

CityiStaerzip: sSan Fadee?, QH 49017777,

Qfficial Public Comment ‘ z w@

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the naturai 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 ggsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. -
Lugislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,
Name: d = /S
Address: 25 Chlae v

CitylSuate/Zip: __ Sy Ansesao, & 94560

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Postcards from Michael Garvin, Bernice Marklinger, and Tommy D. Wells

1264-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1265-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1266-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment l 2 b}

1267-1

{ suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 1268-1
produced the Flow Evalustion Repori, the recommendations were limited by

an assunption about the amount of water that could be availabiz for the river.

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1269-1
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioity over the diversion of any water

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: g Mo
Address: 265 Wilseo ’i\?d-Hf

City/State/Zip: _Lmi@{mr o4, 7ads9

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment \ z bg

I'suppert a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinaly 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 thar could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi

tional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enoush to
achieve 2 [egally mandated resioration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ﬁ,é/ c//t/_/é’?ﬁ“lﬁg

Address: P IS Brpotaade it il )

City/Stare/Zip: %ZZ//}M Lz 2z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Offfcial Public Comment ‘ Z‘ q

i

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a lagally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You, ,
Mame: @&mww}%'%
Address: fBog m M
City/State/Zip: E’aw_,:o CA G Zezh

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Wis. Eteanar J. Darling .
1808 Ly Gln :
Escandide Ca 920263330 !
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Postcards from David L. Minor, Bill Wernett, and Eleanor J. Darling

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

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

Postcards from Kerrol Beck, Bill Maier, and Kerrol Beck

Qfficial Public Comnrent o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2 ’ 1270-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1271-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluatien Report, the recommendations were limited by . . P .
an assumption about the amgunt of water that could be available for the river. 1272-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: A/?_ e l{ fgecjd
Address: 93/? Ct Ciq v‘é‘@q—_ C[ L"—/‘?

ciystateszip: Chafe Uisks CH §150-603 6

Hficial Public Comment l z ?,
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
itom the Frinity River Basin. While T support the selence and study that
preduced the .Flow Evalnation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal fegislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, &—-

Narme: Eist awrdrEn
Address: Vet
CityfState/Zip: AR RESR, CH S5y

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

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinfty River Basin, While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion 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 lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: /(e [ f 8-2_ c,/(

Address: £z2 Cedar bend Lo
City/State/Zip: Cji “ gq U{ ste CH Grsro-603 G

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

Official Public Comment

‘ 2 q' 3 Postcards from Robert Jochnowitz, James Bettinger, Dean Endress

Dezr EIS/EIR Team Mensbers: 1273-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nateral water flow . . e .,
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 1274-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by ) ) . o
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river, 1275-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,
Name: RDF’EJLTT O lorshioos i Te
Address: [le2-2—y LAY <57 <t (,

CiylSaeiziy: 2T, (o FHI R

Official Public Comment ' 2 ? q
Bear 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 stedy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: jﬁws B?{"(— L ﬂ."}f\f :
Address: T6l Guavlawd Bl i
City/State/Zip: fulo & lb; Cr 4430% ‘

Official Public Conment ‘ 2 q i ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mermbers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the matural water fiow

frorn the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

&n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, [
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additonal legislation |
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water !
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - )
Name: m A-/ Z"—"_ NF,Z{:%‘ |
Address: ZT7 Sl S

City/State/Zip:  LEES7 ”7445, oY FiBeE

é/\l N :l
R D3-520
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comnient Z ? 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ¥ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations weee limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildife 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 ecosystam,

Thank You,

Name: %&m A 7{

Addiess. L4l G STIAT L0 AL
City.@tate.@Ip:MW} CA ?4//_5?

Qyficial Public Comment \ 2 ?1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

1 support a diversion of no tmore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | supporr the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
&n gssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not zo far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysrem.

Thank Yeou,
Name: D Sterrans |
Address: 237 RoSE pwoo  par.

CiryiState/Zip: S4n BRUMED ¢4, Feds :

Official Public Comment ' 2 i 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and stucy that |
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that covld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: /é—u 7/‘{#;-._.____-
Address: 25 /Zﬁ: o égg e

CylSuteiZip: Tolol [kl  co 920 28 ;
i

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Postcards from Maurice Holloway, Fred Steffan, and James F. Lipman

1276-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1277-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1278-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Official Pubiic Comment

2 q_q Postcards from John Reed, Cynthia Hill, and Ronald G. Fick

. . . s n
Dear EES/EIR Team Members: 1279-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow : : “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, Whil I support the science ard stady that 1280-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fishe
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were |imited by . . Py . 7
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1281-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You,
WName: - "I‘ ~ Reed
Address: ¥ Liye dak Ave

CityiState/Zip:  Menly Prak oA dypnd

Official Public Comment Z 8 0

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppert 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enoeugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the €COosySIEM,

Thank You,
Name: C?.ﬂz.‘ﬁrm" AF
Address: FOi Lrvie aak e

City/Stare/Zip: _Seale Hamk F 5025 ‘

2 i
Official Public Comment ’ 8 l |

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. Whits I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of ary water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does noc go far enough to
achieve a legally mandazealion of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i
Na:e: ‘{'f'm

Hoy 3. Fi
gﬁiﬂ G. Fiek
Address:
i 7 BOREL BANK & TRUST CO, i
City/State/Zip: 20 BOX 5482
160 BOVET ROAD

SAN MATEQ, CA 94402

é/\l ) :l
- D3-522
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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 Mewmbers:

(2872

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1282-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 283-1
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river. 1 -
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation

clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1284-1

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

Thank You,
Name: Yhrecimmt n&t &S,
Address: VS L A S i B

City/State/Zip:  yGany FARPLELEEAD | e ORI

1283

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 peccent of the natyral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and studv that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asswmption 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 diversian of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated testoration of the ecosystem,

Official Public Comment
Dear EI$/EIR Team Members:

Thank You, -y . ! %
Name: }ﬁfw{}é / b_,:)—/{{r— ’\'\3
Address: . Bpx 37

City/State/Zip: =5, s rm aryrs Ao G# Gt e

1284

1 support a diversion of a0 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 recorsmendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of waker that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far ¢nough o
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ECcosystem. !

Thank You,

. Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Name: (4’ /,-v.=
T L
Address: Tz Fingrny

CityfSuate/Zip:  _ “bewrs Lty

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Main TOC

Postcards from William Scott Ellsworth, Jack Roberts, and

Cynthia Brinkhurst

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

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

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Postcards from Bruce Jans, Richard Painter, and Robert M. Thomas

Officiat Public Comment l z g 5 . P .
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members: 1285-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow 1286-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that

roduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . i c
gn assumption about the amount gf watar that could be available for the river. 1287-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagisletion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough w
achivve a legally mandated restoration of the scosvstem.

Thank You, . it -
Name: «_ﬁR\J LI DANS
Address: P (5 ..,"“,{' Y PR

City/State/Zip: (,/‘ Mp s A5 .

Official Public Comment ! 8 b
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

1 support 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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dues not go far enough to
achieve z legaliy mandzied restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . R
Name: G d = q) ey
Address: P lods  Erlent Qe Dy~

City/State/Zip: .fjw«,u‘a_”:Z [ L R

Official Public Comment Z g
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mermbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the pawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the FIver.
Legislation creating the Trimity River Division, and additional legistatien
clearly gives Trinily fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water |
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to ‘
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, o
Name; AEBERT At T o snan=, i
Address: o RO Fpis Loy

CityiState/Zip: _ /Brpvetece e 9690

é/\l v -l

R D3-524
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from Dorene Johnston

1288-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Qfficiat Pubiic Comment ( z 8 g
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

T suppert a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that cauld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therafore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Address: 10045 hY L e en - hAawa_, ‘

City/State'Zip:  _ Spivisir I/Am,g,, L CA ( E@m
T s NpRe AR

. V\’\} D3-525
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Official Public Comment
Dear EISFEIR Team Membcrs:

l 2 gq Postcards from Wendy Iverson, Ryan Young, and Tom McHale
1289-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

[ suppott a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by 1290-1

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

Legislaticn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1291-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernacive does nat go far enough to

achteve a legally mandated restorution of the ecosvsiem,

Thank You, .

Name: _Z&/éf/fﬂl'@ L édtaer
Address: ARG /.aff Z,(L@t .
ClrySrate/Zip: é/ﬁé,,{ C"”(y & gfé?(

L

Officie! Public Commeni o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natwral warer flow
trom the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimired by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefure, the Preferved Altemative does net go far erunegh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, )
Name; ,-'?y'g -1 %Uﬂ’v‘,
Address: Po Box (173

CitysState/Zip: éf(d A gl i &3

Cficial Public Contment l 2 ql

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural warter flow
from the Trinity River Besin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were liited by
an gssumption ahout 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 ever the diversion of anv warter
10 the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go Fur enocugh 1o
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: ._T_'QYV\ me Hc_te/

Address: lO@ S‘i IOCU\ Lro
Ciwsmeizip: __V0aSapt Mf], G 945e)

V ~ \:)’l D3-526
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RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Postcards from Fred C. Crozier, Tom McHale, and David Franzman

Official Public Corment q ) ) . o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1292-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1 support a diversion of ro more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1293-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

roduced the Flow Evaluation Repoef, the recommendations were limited by . . Py, .
gn assumpticn about e amouat (Iljf water that could be available far the river 1294-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trimty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildltfe priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thaak You, 3 R
Narue: ?’ﬁ‘fﬁ C G (:‘292/‘:"’
Address: Hp s £ Craiie ot

City/State/Zip: Pt Hebtoo g O 9va

Gfficial Pablic Comment l ! q 3
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 suppoit 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 Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enaugh to
achieve 1 legally mondated restoration of the ecosvstemn.

Thank You,
Narme; lem ME FIG. le
Address: [falels] 6’(1 oy wtf# f

City/Srate2ip: Con fall (C}'l Clq 0\ “lgiap

Cfficial Pubiie Contnent Z q q
Dear E1S/EIR Team Mcmbers:

[ suppact o diversion of no more that 30 percemt of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While { Support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that ceuld be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionaf legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternatve daes not go far enough to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ECUSYELEm.

Thank You,
Name: f),g,._luz éﬂ_.’-h( s L
Address: Z2Fic SMovallit v g

Clly/State/Zip: S on floin Fa T Vyo®

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

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Official Public Comnmient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Gurth L. White, Jeff Wasielewski, and Robert and
l 2 qs Petra Sullivan

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

. . . s
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 1295-1 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. 1296-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water . . P .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefored Alternative dacs not 2o far ¢nough 1o 1297-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
zchieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You, ,47»:—-:—271_ Xé—'}“‘:*f‘:

Name: CuRTH L
Address Hsmd VAADYE Ly
City/State/Zip:  fAsfP Cn s 5, 4, FEeay

Officiul Public Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2

L suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percenr of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does nat go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You, - -
Name: Téﬁf L‘/&E./E/@M'J&! pe ¢ ’féﬂffé%’
Address: QI@B‘/’ éUﬂf@f “r"/év'/

CiySweZip: _Fn? Qaks (A af075-5347

Offecial Public Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 sepport 3 diversion of ng more that 30 percént of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whils suppart the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly givas Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nac go far enough to
achieve g legally mandated restaration of the ECOSYSICM.

Thank You, / e -~
: e —
Name; tf/f//:;/[’/ g,&ﬂ(
L A
) RabervPetra Suiiyan
Address: 409 37% Sfﬂ?lla:
City/State/Zip: Sacramanto, Cf 55816

V ~ \:)’l D3-528
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Cfficial Public Comment
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no meore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation 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 additiona! legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity ever the diversion of any waler
to the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative duus not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: et R L
Address: CEZLQ i MW Dﬂ )
CityStaeZTip: SENGMA CiA QSY T

Official Public Comment
Deur E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppert the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availablz for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimty fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough Lo
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, N

Name: ?—CM LL'H(-E- ﬁR’

Address: =KL (}‘9{‘3{ sl Q‘ﬁ
City/State/Zip: flft/% AR CA L 0\ 501 S-(]L

Official Public Conment
Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water low
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thet could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly paves Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Prefomed Alernative does not oo far enohgh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, :
Name: 3. CQR_AJ (ER
Address: =3 [

i
CityiStaieZip:  Vioor &t Cat Ssild

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Postcards from John E. Little, Jon Little, Jr., and D. J. Cornier

1298-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1299-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1300-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Postcards from Isaac English and George M. Hynes

1301-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1302-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment 30 |
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trintty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diveesion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thenk You,
Name: :iﬂnﬂ-_ﬁgi‘_‘sh___
Address; Lido vralm, - L4

CiylSare/Zip: Restgeee oA 98¢ e

Gificial Public Comment 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: )

I supporct a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Wiile I support the scicnce and study that
i produced tha 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 Trnity River Division, and addirional legislation
cleatly.gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion oT ARy water
to_the CVP, "Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
: Thank You, ) .
(8’%’@? b &Lurms
' Address: lJ' {1 ;
cisnzy W AIMPOT CA G604

[P

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

Official Public Comment l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow

from the Triniyy River Basin. While I support the science and study that 1303-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislatign eresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1304-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs pricrity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to 1305-1

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You, P) > -
Name: ’[’?0‘ ‘[ﬂ/«téé/ g%mwk
Address: o .—P,C

CioyiSwateiZip: 2wy Elpars Ca E532.8

Qfficial Public Comment 3 0 q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
front the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppott the sciznce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitad by
an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the rivar,
Legislaifan creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
cleatly wives Trinity fish and wildlife priaciey over the diversion af any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemastive does not go far enougsh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the acosysiem.

Thank You,

Name; J iﬁv;_/a s {/f ;:;Jf;gg _—
Address: LAY TatE 5

City'StaeiZip: _Snclamandp CA- P

Qfficial Public Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural wuter flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited By
an assumption ghout the amount of water thal could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additjcnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not 2o far enougk to
achieve a iegally mandated restoration of the 2eosysiem.

Thank You, ; , ;

Name: ,&ﬂf'\ V\PJQ\_& %MDMN de%%&
Address: (S Ninddd; Sov\‘;{%&‘ﬁﬁ,
CityState/Zip: o] @M@W, C/Ar = € Ff;

ket Lttty

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Main TOC

Postcards from Roland E. Sabourin, Nicholas C. Steinmetz, and

Annette Braddon-Walker

AN\
Comments TOC

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

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

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS‘EIR Team Members:

I 3 0 ﬂ Postcards from Brad Braddon-Walker, Bob Giannoni, and Julie Glick
. . . c

1306-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water How

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and sty that g matic responses titled “Fisheries.”

pradused the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by 1307-1 Please see thema 1%

an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river. . . P, .

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1308-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoralion of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ? . . . ; -
ame: ‘ )Rﬂ CL ! (}C‘N’Q\E%L@Q
deressz C;'(’; o C\%_Qg\(% diisé‘{'\ }Aw_ﬁ
City/State!Zip: Al Ne TN \Q«/\j@@_

CA- G ST

Qfficial Pubfic Contmant 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of o more that 30 pueteent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils ] support dhe science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
40 a3sumation about the amount of water that could be avaljable for the Fiver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternarive does not o far enough o
arhieve 2 Jegally mandatzd restoraion of the 2CSVEIENL

Thank You,

Natne: &\D—G"_m_
Address; Yis) 'y Qgﬁé
CiiSreZi: _Soacemsendy, (A SRS

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the naturel water flow
Trom the Trinity River Basia. Whils I support the science and study that
prodused the Flow Evaluation Repor, the resemmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amcunt of water that could be availshle for the river.
Legislation craating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any waler
try the VP Therefore, the Preforred Altemative does not go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvSiem,

Thank ¥You,
Nume; L I Q;iigé
Aaddress: DR Eivec ?\GUL'D%_#‘Q'

CityState/Zip:  Seevmmerd™, ) §583

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

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C

Postcards from Denis Deluchi, Peggy Peterson Giannoni, and

Dfficial Public Comment o Randa" W- JoneS
Dear EISEIR Team wembers:

. . uys P
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1309-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
trom the Trinity River Basin, While [ supporr the sclence and smcl[y .[haL ) e o
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations were Hmited by 1310-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . e .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over the diversion of any water 1311-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
ta the CVP. Therzfare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mardated restoration of the ecosystam

Thenk You,

Mame: - Wi, Dienis De\unchl
7849 Tamara Cr .
Address: Fair Caks GA T5428-344%

City: State/Zip:

Official Pudlic Comment ' ' o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no mare that 30 oercent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilg | support the scicner and study thut
praduced the Flow Evuluation Report, the recommendations ware 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 wiidlife priovity over the diversion of any wuler
te the CVWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does oot go far encugh to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name %\f%@w_@mw&i
Addrass: 570" Soafieapie Qond

City/Srate/Zip: _Sw@ RIS

Official Pabiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin, While suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the racommendations were limited by
arn assumprion adout the amount of water that could be available far the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any waier
to the CVP. Tharefosc, the Proferred Alternative daes not go far engugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,
" 1’*“39” W, Jau(e:g

Name:
Address: 3333 W -
CityiState/Zip: T omia bhcgchA - 5}5,5 iF

V ~ \:)’l D3-533
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Official Publie Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

' 3 ' Z Postcards from Mark Whisler, Jeanne English, and Thomas Guldman

. . . P
1312-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
T suppoct a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow herics.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study that ~ thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1313-1 Please see the p
2n assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river. . . P .,
Legislation ceeating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1314-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifi priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does nol go far enough o
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: mct Vli,wl"at“xkfv— (}4@
Address: 2.50 3 { E'j { } {{){ fﬁ\j—i
City/State/Tip: zm Uﬂrj ‘j,_S‘FICp J_\,\_)

Official Public Camment I
Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
in assumption ebows the amount of water that could be available for the PIVET,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Toinity fish and wildlite prisily over rie diversion of any weler
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Prefmed Alermative docs not go far enough ta
achicve a [zgally mandated restoration of the 2cogysiem.

Thank You,
Name; g, P / .
Address: 2D DT Is

City/StateZip: LT SRS

Gificial Public Conmnent l I q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Eveluation Report, the recommendations werg limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thet could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefaore, the Preferred Altemative does not ga far cnough to
achivve a Iegally mandated restoraticn of the ecosyster.

Thank You, \L\v\w

Name: “THenms GuLdaanm
Address: W DusiSans b

City/State/Zip: KEN—H:\E‘-E’. A 8\4904'

V ~ \:)’l D3-534
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Officiai Public Comment l 3 ls Postcards from Keith Reiller, Ron Saiki, and Jim Novak

1 support & diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1315-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by 1316-1 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
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of Ay war 1317-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternetive does not go far enough to

achievzs a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Warne:
Address:
City/Seate/Zip: | P

Qfficial Public Contrment , ’
Deur EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural warer flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While T suppon the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be availabte for the river.
Legislation creating the Triniry River Division, and additional legislution
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priorine aver the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosysiem.

Thank Y¥ou,
Name: 2 p S e
Address: FL 2 LB TONL O

City/StateiZip:  _Staiapn/var £ Gh G405

Gfficial Public Comment '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of 11:13 natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scienve and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an gssumption about the amount of water that could be a\_;mlablc for t}_w rvar.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and add1}lonall legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watet
to the CWP. Therefors, the Prefemed Alternative dows net go far enough to
achizve a legaliy mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

Name: .
Address: I % _("'ad’t ] Sﬂ'
City/StaweZip: S&"’ Th t ul._&_._(zsoﬁb

. . ’
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Postcards from Lee Pellicciotti, Marie-Angela N. Bridi, and Ray Austin

Qfficial Public Comment 8
. . . P
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members: 1318-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . e .,
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar 1319-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flaw Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by ) ) . o
an assumption about the amount of warer that eould be avaitable for the river, 1320-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife poority over the diversion of any warer
10 the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Alwermative doss not 2o far enough o
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,
Name: Lee Pellicciotti
Address: 400 Reed Street

City/State/Zip: Santa Clara, CA 95050

. Official Public Comment q
Dear EIS/ELR Team Members;

I support & diversion of no more 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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,
Name: Megig-—Mutzer o 7. o
Address: L34S Orghugnd OF -

City/State/Zip: 202 vel | LA~ 5093

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

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption zbout the amount of warter that could be available for the river,
Lepislarion creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legizfation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Proferted Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOSYStEm.

Thank You,
MName: 'RJN AU‘:T.‘D

Address: 331 Boienmmae o

City/State/Zip: £ g cLaga, LA §cofy/-idil

V ~ \:)’l D3-536
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

cal P y Postcards from Frank Nerney, Andy and Snjezana Fisch, and
Gfficial Public Comment ’ 3 L' MiChaeI GarVin

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basim. While | support the science and study that : : “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1321-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fishe

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . P o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1322-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encush to i titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystern. - 1323-1 Please see thematic responses

Thank You,
Name: Eranfe Py e
Address: LEB _CHEL G

City/Stare/Zip: ﬁr}a?’" S ey FErEe R

e 4. Poengey

Official Pubilic Comnsent j 3 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narvral 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 gssumption 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 pricrity ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefirred Alternative does net ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the LCOSyStem.

Thank You,
Name: !
. ANDY & SNJEZANA FISCH
Address: - 22501 Greenwosd R, —
Phile, CA 95466

City/State/Zip;

Offictal Public Comment )
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: |

1 suppott & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fron: the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produged the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that cauld be available for the river,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative docs not go far eaough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOBYSIEm.

Thank You,
Name: A i o
Address: Lo

City/State/Zip: sess LA 4 GYHS

é/\l ) :l
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

l 3 zq Postcards from Kristin Halgedahl, Greg Miller, and Grant A. Barbour

. . . . ”
1324-1 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 I support the science and study that ; i “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommmendations were limited by 1325-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fis
20 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . P c
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1326-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife privrity over the diversion of any water
1 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enpugh o
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the erosystem,

Thank You, .
Name: / S/V/S?/ﬁ/‘ s s-@[?c',i.r;—f_’g 5 e
Address: Lo & 52 ™ s

City/State/2ip: S &g F fcp.-a raL AT

Official Public Commient l z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of ng more that 30 percent of the natyral water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the diver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat g0 far envugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ‘

Thank You, ﬂ .

Name: "E; Ni é@hg

Address: -2..2&0 J:Hﬂudg &ﬂﬂ‘f .
CityState’Zip: Diznha Lesq  eA-Ssdop ‘

i 3 7 |
Qyficial Public Comment ‘ 3 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ;

| support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow ‘
from the Trinity River Bazin. While T support the science and study that :
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, |
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and addirianal legislation |
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife Ptitrity 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 ECASYSIELT.

Thank Yeu, ‘

!
Name: GRANT A. EARDKUR

24 VALLEY &1®
Address: MELL VALTEY Ch $4941-21%6

City/State/Zip:

V £ \:;l D3-538
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Official Public Commient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I 3 z ‘?. Postcards from Sandra L. Kiviluk, David P. Snyder, and William Flanagan
. . . R

1327-1 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 science and study that . : up: P

produced the Ffrow Evaluation Report, lhcprpecommendat[ons were limited by 1328-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1329-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does noc go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Namq: g;. ,_U.r.L Z—-hlén'.(..‘l('

Addrass: i (lovie Tivive
CiyfStateZip: _C sy Radeal , Ca <1y q0)

Official Public Comment 3 2 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more thar 30 pereent of the natural water ftow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study rthat
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 ercating the Trinity River Division, and zdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enpugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm,

Thank You,
Wame: %au;gﬂ P ghw ﬂor
T
Address: Y4 Clpvia Perie
City/State'Zip: _ Sow Rafsel O Ty 957 ‘

» B
Official Public Comment :
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a divergion of ne more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. White 1 support the scisnce and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lmited by
an assumption about the amaunt of water that sould be gvailable for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and acdditional legislation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not 20 far enough to

achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: {/\/u’l f{ﬁ—-'\‘\ J[\Zdﬂ-f%ﬁ—ﬂ ‘
Address: Zo T M‘c‘xﬁfv(é:ﬂ At

City/State/Zip: égg 6,-q°fsfl s 9—_3“33 - ‘

é/\l ) :l
- D3-539
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Officiel Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

, 3 3 0 Postcards from Frances Steadman, Karl Knight, and Zdenek Skyvara

. . . P
1330-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water How ) . .,
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppors the scisnce and study that 1331-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by
an ggsumption about the amount of water that could he available for tha river, . . u . P
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 1332-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
e the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative dovs not go far enough o
achieve a legaliv mandated restoration of the ccosysten,

Thank You,
Name: $ 2 ‘_}; &g £ Ay —
Address;

City/State/Zip:

Mrs. Frances Seadman
1004 Edison Ave

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no muore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evajuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far enouek to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Kﬂ v"\ K Nie 1/\‘\-
ress: —
zidt:fstalea’zip: wa k i :']‘ qg‘/

Va.o ¥iefh—vo

Official Public Conument l
Dear EXS/EIR Team Members: i

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water fiow ‘

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narne: ZEIVE'K \SKVWﬂ ‘
rigew g9 EBOw for DK

CitySwieZips __SAULALI 7D, CHF TIPE

At e |

é/\l S :l
L = D3-540
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Feam ¥embers:

l 3 3 3 Postcards from Laurence L. Friedman, Dennis Elliott, and Alex Tetzel
7 : : d IIF' h : 'I!
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1333-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were Iimited by 1334-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . P . ”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1335-1 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
achigve a legally mendated restoration of the egosystem

Thank You, =Nghatace g T
Name: LAugepes L Fx LEC i
Address: 75 A A e 07

CiyStateZip: S/ BAFAS ¢ fPrlovses

Offtcici Publie Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by
n assumption about the emount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dacs not g0 far enongh to
achieve a legaliy mandated restoration of the BCOSYS IR

Thank You,
Narme: ek et
- Address: Po Bex 21 3

CiylSwateiZip: Cs2iofere €71 9S42jce;y

’ Official Public Continent ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members- ;

[ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the sciefice and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were linited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifa priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to .
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. |

Thank You,

Name: Q.QMJ%_;L;F
Address: 0L El e, B 3 r |

cityswezio: Apm Corloa. (A0, TH0-70 !

a \:;l D3-541
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Liza Turner, Blanche Korfmacher,

Official Public Conunent I 3 3 b and Robert Keeney
Deur EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Hovw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomimendations were {imited by . . P .
an assuttption about the ameuat of water that could he available for the river. 1337-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislatiun ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion af any water . : up: saa
1 the Ck‘.*'P_ Therefore, the Prcferred Alternative dovs et ga far cnough to 1338-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Name; {J‘ﬂ" fﬁrﬁrﬁg
Address: Zm 7 \Id T)AM"MLESJF FED
City/State/Zip; QWMI#MA LD}

Official Public Comment , 3 5 ;
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption 2bout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o tha C¥P. Therefore, the Prefermed Altermative doss mot go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: _f_’f.‘v%/ft.’(% 7[\{.7)"-'4;'\!5( ﬂf{( A

il

Address: gy é{’/_:fﬂ/é%gw o/
City/State/Zip: %‘ﬂﬁ/;ﬁ;«mmfa/f s 3y

Official Public Comment I
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

1 support o diversion of no more thar 36 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppod the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by
&n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legiskation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of ary water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOSySIEm.

1336-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Name: .’fié&-?‘ /%«jﬂz:,
Address: 1/, !

rsyi_ et
Cirty/State/Zip: __ g7 E-a_?é;_}@ Coemas s 2=

V £ \:;l D3-542
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Postcards from John Scheibe, J. J. Lasne, and William U. Savage

Official Public Commaent I
Dear EAS/EIR Team Members: 1339-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

. . . s
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that 1340-1 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, 1341-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thetefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mendated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You,
ames —
e Besaeee
. UETaE Vst Ave
Address: Beimont. CA S4002-1525

City/State/Zip.

Official Pabiiz Comment O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support & diversion of no mere 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 Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation ercating the Trinity River DHvision, and addicional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 50 far enocugh 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiam.

Thank You,
Name: O LA E
Address: Sles n L rz by T -

City/State/Zip:  5afr O 4 =i f 2.2

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While [ Support the science and study thar
praduced the Flow Evalyaiion Report, the recommendations were limited bry

an asswniption about the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation

cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not g0 far enough te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the euosystem.

Thank You,
Name: lﬁﬂ{' H fem L. 5,4! -,q_gf.
Address; 2T bdt) f?ivq. yy

CitwiStareiZip:  Menfo Past  oaFynzs

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Harry Sillin, John Lindner, and Dessly Christ

Official Public Conmeant

N . . 7 . : ”
Dear EAS/EIR Team Members: 1342-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I suppart & diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water fow . . “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that 1343-1 Please see thematic responses titled 5
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . s .
an assumption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the rivar, 1344-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly 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
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: W g R J\{
Addreess: 219 SANTI A &0

City/State/Zip: _ PROWe 0 Lo B4 K40E

Official Public Commeny
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nattral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations weee limited by
an asswmption abovt the amount of water thar could be avaitable for the tiver.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Biviston, and additicnal izgizlation
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 1o
achieve a legally mandatad restoration of the LCOSYSICTIL

Thank You,
Name: 2 AR AR
Address: i i

Ciry/State/Zip: 7 (A sy

Official Public Comment l 3 i
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members: ‘

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basie. While T support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by i
an assumption about the amouni of water that could be available for the river, :
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the BCOSYSLET.

Thank You,

Name: ml CHzlléf_ w%w
Address; N Sl cover

CiyStoweizip: PO AL, G 994240

V £ \:;l D3-544

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.D0C
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Official Public Comment
Dear EES/EJR Team Members:

, 3 q 5 Postcards from Peter Burnes, Harry Poett, and Harry A. Hanson, Jr.

. . . P
1345-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
T supprort a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow ) ) . o
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and siudy that 1346-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thal could be available for the river, . . u. .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1347-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, N I : E
Mame: ?E&‘.R &JZ)J{:% % .‘Qr

Address: 2411 S6UTH cover
CuySwizip:  PAD ALID, CA 94205

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

I suppert a diversion of no more thar 30 purcent of the natura! water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve g legally mandated restoration of the SCOEYSIEMm.

Thank Yeu,
Narme:
Address: P e} wis 7‘2//»—3/

City/State/Zip; /2&"2?,—.,44 f&; TP

-
Official Pubilic Conment I q
Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

T support & diversion of no more that 3 percent of the natural water flow ‘
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that :
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumplion abaut the amount of water that coutd be available for the river, i
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation !
clearly gives Trinity fish snd wildlife priotity aver the diversion of any water
0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the arasystetn,

Thank You, :
Name: ’ﬁ/ﬁ/?/q‘ 4,/4/4”50/’{/3&'
Address: /5B 0 rFhouik % /5;@‘[0

CityiSuweiZip: ALy sy popat, 03 Doy pro |

é/\l ) :l
- D3-545
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. Official Public Comprent

‘ sq 8 Postcards from Cynthia S. Poett, Randy S. Wiberg, and Walt Dent

i ar ¥ 1 . . . . . ”

i Deac EIS/EIR Team Members: 1348-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

: [ support a diversion of no more thai 30 percent of the narural water flow . . P o n
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the sciencs and study that 1349-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
praduced the Flow Evalualion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1350-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not gu far enough to
achieve 4 Jegally tmandated restoration of the ecosyscem.

Thank You,

5 .
o :

Neme: G e A v

Address; 26 flernichmnir A s

City/StatZip: O v, e TY {___5" E S

Official Public Comment ' 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

[ suppare & diversion of no mare that 10 prreent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While support the scignce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limjted by
an assumption about the amonnt of water thar could be aveilable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any walter
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does aot go far enpugh 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the tensystem

Thank You,

Name: (Egé\f = \f\jl\}:&!gé
Address: 2 AY Awwe
CityState/Zip: Em\ M:?L(’O .’C’b‘ Augez

. Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ho more that 30 percent of the naceral water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
a1 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trimity fish and erildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, P
Name: Ll 18 T
Address: _CLl f L’L’l1 Gbk_ EC [ [ [AY

CityStateZip: (i ke { (i Co GSCOY

V ~ \:)’l D3-546
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Scott Duncan, Thomas Perot, and Matthew Thomson

Official Public Comment ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Menmbhers: 1351-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
L support & diversion of no mare that 30 perceit of the natural warer flow 1352-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnes and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repors, the revommendations were limited by .

an assumption aboet the amount of water that could be available for the river, 1353-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiosal legislation

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

to the CVP. Thurefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, -
Name: :_g ch'—w Gl e _
Address: 22l Ao Ahdonn Aue

City/State/Zip: Sar;vizj e CF 75670

Official Public Comment ‘ s 2 )
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhers:

1 support a diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the qatural water flow
from ihe Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluatien Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assenption about the ameunt of watar that could be available [or the river.
Legislanion creating the Trinity River Division, and additioral legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildiife prierily ovar ths diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yau, % é i
Name: .
Address: SR Gt epnbosnnd KBl

City/StatesZip: 46’ ‘ CA 4920

Qfficial Public Comment
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no wore that 30 pereent of the natural water flaw
trom the Trinity River Basin, While | support the scienve and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rivec
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislatian

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife privrity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therclore, the Prefarred Allermative does not g0 tar enough w
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the SCOSYSLSTN.
Thank You,
Name: e 1 e Cd SOt

Address: B FeY Bewee T
City!State/Zip: SQIQQS-\{—OQg;! Cé 73"9}2 b

&)

é/\l V > -l
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RDD/TRINITY1258-1387.00C Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
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Ojfficial Prblic Cornment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

, 35 Postcards from Curtis Cournale, Warren L. Watkins, and J. Darmer
) . . 1354-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study tha:

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1355-1
an alssumplion about the atmount of water that could be available for the river

Lugislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionad legislation 1356-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrily pver the diversion of any water '
o the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss nat go far snough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, W
Narme:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Address:
) Mr. Curtis Cournafs
Ciry/State/Zip: A 236 158k cfve
- Sipr Franeiswy €4 94122
T ——

Gfficial Public Comment 5
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of na merg that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumphion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinily fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watar
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alrernative does not go far enowgh o
achieve a [eradhv.mandated restoration of the scosyslem.

Thank You, R
IName: 1
Address: 1240 MADELYNE PLACE

N E}

City/Stare!Zip:

Official Public Comnent
Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

I support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and swdy thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, end additional legisiation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP, Theretore, the Profermed Alternative does ot go far encugh ta
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, |

Name: I,} gZ-?éZ/‘;"Ee
Address: Ll ’7"//’5/° sl
City/State/Zipr _ s} Toge 0P

FsrLF

<~ v AY

Rt D3-548
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from James and Virginia Waters

1357-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

! . —Gfficial Public Comment '
g FS;"_E_I‘k'-Te:I!m Mentbers:

I suppart a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
frorm the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluaton Report, the recommendations wers limited by
un assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal [zgislation
clearly yives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watar
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does mot ga far enough 10
achieve a [egally mandated restaration of the Leosysiem.

Thank ¥ou, \amv\sz_g E l/\ja_

Address: g.o.anar e
City/Siate/Zip: Trimdsd, Ca 06ET0-0081 _

2axdedl and homrsumars s 1944

& @ V;\"\.v)1 D3-549
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from Gregory J. Fitch

1358-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Offfcial Public Comtment
Drear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost the science and study that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the reconunendations were limited hy
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleerly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemarive does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyswem,

Thank You,

. . !
Name: Grecery . Fifen
Address: _lf_‘.f'(/';’ "«"L‘F/’V’?ﬁ"{. A

City!StareiZip: l{'/;tﬁ{;,-ﬁ,f” A, 9T

N 4 ¢ h
é;% é‘% VD
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Ron Kokish, Desiree Meinardi, and Kaye and

Official Public Conument Bi" Strickland
Dear EIS/EiR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere thut 30 percent of the natreal water flow . . u: : ”
from the Teinity River Basin, While [ support the seicnce and study that 1359-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . Py s
an assumption about the atnount of water that could be available for the river, 1360-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

1 the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enmugh o 1361-1
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ECOsYSIEm.

Thenk You, .

Name: L sreme \(a\(:;}‘-

Address: WED Wealer <
City!StateZip: oo gb el , Cfva 0 s

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

v ’ ﬂff}&af Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of dhe natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availahle for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional zgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife privrity over the diversion of any water
1o the TVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not ga far encugh
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coasystem,

Thank You,
Natme:
Address:
City/StatesZip:

Qfficiaf Public Comment I w I
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 [ suppert the science and study that
prodeced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water thar sauld be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
i the CVP. Thercfore, the Prefored Alternative does not go far enaugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosysiem.

Thank You, . o~ -
o 4 s -
Nama /4 s T 5;’.// {_\,"’{";/L.:’/énf_/‘d =z o
Address: . - e E Bl Strickland
. . LA | 3125 Lowell St
Ciry/Srate!Zip: Euncka CA B5503-5218
WWT | saviNG LaFe oM EARTH

~NS D3-551
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from John C. and Carol Wiebe

1362-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

I suppare 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | suppert 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 availahle for the Tiver.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, znd additional legistation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlifs priarity over the diversion of any water

ta the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterparive does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration cf[l% ELOEYSIam, .
S0

Thank You, { (GNP Le{-p Md«uﬂz—kf
Name: ez e .
Address: K U ‘&'NJ_CWWEEE .

P MSSTESTHAVENOR
City/State:Zip:  _ VOBLE TRNDADCA 80 - . -

EN <y EmN
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ENTAL IMPACT REPORT
COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONM

Postcards from David Marrow and Judy Royer

1363-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1364-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

133 .¢

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members®

"
1 support a diversion of no waore that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study thac
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wern limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabls for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additivnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion ef any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preforred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ¢casystem.

Thank You, . /

Name: /] &7? i /a/i‘-z//'a Ao e »z/,.)
& &

Address: FHE Sy Sy

CityiStare/Zip: _Bavs/pe  La PNy

Gfficial Public Comment 5 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L suppest a divarsion af no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Bagin, While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluatian Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availuble for the river.
Legislation creating the Arinity River Division, and additional legistation
cleerly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the OVP, Therefore, the Prefered Altarnative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a lepaily mandated restoration of the ECOSYSIEM,

Thank You, T

Name: \\f w“d, [

Address: e 3 5 N

CityiStwreizip: HOCATI, CA . G5¥ 2y
L AT 2

<~ V’" -’l

~NS D3-553
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PACT REPORT
COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IM

Postcards from Timothy Royer and J. Buchanan

1365-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1366-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear ERS/EIR Team Members;

I support a diversion of a0 more that 30 percent of the natrel water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any watsr
w the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alwmative does nat ga far enpugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the CLOSYSIEM,

Thank You,

Name: _dppmoTHY Qca YER
Address: P23 WLEST Fuun Pd
CityiState/Zip: Ta C §IT2y

Offfcial Public Comment /3 b b
. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flgw
trom the Trinity River DEsm, While Supporn the dy that
produced the Flow Cvaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
a0 assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
0 the CVP. Therefars, the Preferred Alternative does not ga far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the SCOSYSTEm.

Thank You,
Address: 22 H‘;:ﬁ/{. ?-{r
City/State/Zip: M9’ sobo

3 &an, -

<~ V”‘ -'l

TR D3-554
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Postcards from Bill Bickert, John Ferguson, and Lauren Nowell

Dificiat Public Conment
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . “" : : ”
1367-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow p
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppont the science and study that . . P .«
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1368-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assemption about the arpount of water that could be available for the river. ) ] . ) .
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1369-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifg priacity over the diversion of amy water

10 the CVWP. Therefore, the PreferredrAlternative does not go fer enough to

achicve » legally mandated restoratipn of the ceosystem.

S
Thank Yeou, N
Name: g[ Ll %( Uﬁ%ﬁ"'
Address Z40 Sweerwaree Leae
CirviState/Zip: 20 {.OMC-ND Cﬁ C_f COS

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 peresnt of the natural water Aow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the scisnce and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ceeating the Trinity River Division, and additipnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoratidn of the ecosystom.

Thank You,
Narne: TEo e el i
Addrass: EEDE BT auL

City/State/Zip: E2.57" cooalry oa F0Sc

Offtcial Public Comment
Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

I suppent a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislarion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Thercefore, the Prefecred Alternative does not £0 far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the eCOSYSIEm.

Thank You,

Name: Mﬂj N@ Ao

Addreas: 3 wWAheLd <
Ciry/State/ Zip: A‘«SSL\MG'J

T [N ReQ

<~ v AN

g D3-555
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Commaent
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

I 3 ?O Postcards from Kathy Azainoff, Kathy Azainoff, and Norman W. Mochel

i : 1370-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ suppert & 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 . . pya— o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1371-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amoeunt of water that could be available for the river, . o .,
Legislation cteating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1372-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversicn of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You,

Name: /‘éjﬂﬂi«ﬁ LQ/’MVC«" At
;ddress: ?457 ! w_ ﬁ

City/State/ Zip: @M&zj@ L 5’21{/@[; C/?

& v

Official Pubiic Comment I 3 ? ‘
Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram 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 ameount of water that could be available for the fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any witer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dees not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,

Name: /_/e;(‘}‘:g;_/ Czé;v/{/{’i#

Address: /3‘7('b~f { @/ p -

CityiStatezip: A2 pppmard! | 4&/5% A
95470

Official Public Comment l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. Whils I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assuption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additvonal [egiztation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifa privrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Praferrsd Alternarive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: vt W Wiz tee O

Address: ) WMok

City/Srate/Zip:

1 e
Santa Rosa, CA 95403
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

@fficiel Pablic Comment , 5 'f J Postcards from Jocelyn Arelt, Evan Sedlock, and Catherine L. Sedlock

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. : “" . : ”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1373-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppert the science and stu(_iy _lhat . . o o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommcndatwonrt wete limited b\ 1374-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for Ef.'le Tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additonal legislation 13751 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thark You,
IName: \70755?’/&/ ﬁ/?f:-ﬁ?"
Address: JLte fEmreAs Aode A om
City/State/Zip: (_/b/V{Jﬁédéf— ]
Lt Avd GEEFE.

Official Public Comment ‘ 3 ?
Dcar EXS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
An assumprion about the ameount of water that could be availabte for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly givis Trinity fish and wildiife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,

Name, 2 .
Address: o sasca
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of o mere that 30 pércent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the Tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the £COsy3iCm.

Thank You,

Mama: _ Catherine L. Sedlock
Address: _ Isnai g:;a:?yca 348032901
Clity/State/Zip:

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-557
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Gfficial Public Conment
Dear EIS/FER Team Members:

l 3 ? ! Postcards from Patricia DiLuzio, Charles Jr. Sone, and Laurie Moore
) ) 1376-1 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. Whils I suppert the science and study thae . . : :

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1377-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1378-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem

Thank You, —_ o .
Name: '/_'Q'FE H:[fc r}}fdﬁ (0

Address: 243 ﬂiﬁf&é@ Q(
City/State/Zip: ﬁft*&?f/‘ﬂe//%f; il f?{%:a

Official Pudlic Comment l 3 ?
- Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far ¢nough ©
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: ‘3.0 fal QYQM dw{;\, Ré .

ClrySate/Zip: 3 of. (‘-k G 5_1‘{t-£2"

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a Fiivcrsion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seicnce apd study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Himited by
an assumption ab_ou: the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation V
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to tlhc CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far Enoilgh ta
achieve 2 legaily mandated restorstion of the £Cosystem

Thank Yau,
Name: _Jthr,rlp‘ et
Address: o pal BUA

CitvStateZip: _ Foreciuil (A G54%

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-558
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

’ 3 ?_q Postcards from Mary Vought, Dave Howarta, and Bill Landreth
Qfficial Public Comprent

. . 1w
i 1379-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1 support a diversion of 0o more that 34 percent of the natucal water flow

from the Trinily River Basin. While [ support the science and study that i i “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the revommendations wers limited by 1380-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisherie:

an assumption abour the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river, . . ur: P
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1381-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of 2Ny water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Altemative does not g0 far enough to

achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

"M, Mary Vought |
738 Compton Way
Salinas, C4 03506-2211

Officiai Public Commen: o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinuty River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by
an assumption about the amount of waler that could be available for the river.
Legislation sreating the Triniiy River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefecred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Nams: ﬁl‘kf fk}bﬂ‘ﬂm
Address: g‘&aﬂ &o Ul.sfﬁ o
City/State/Zip: CI%@@. cA %‘.9):3

Oﬁc}a! Public Conument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

1 support & diversion of no more that 34 percent of the natura! water figw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumipiion about the amount of water that couid be avallable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemarive does not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem.

Thank You,

Namg: :B_J[J Lindrettn

Address: ST Luel Meefomn By
City/StareZip: _Cavimed, Lol 67423

é/\l S :l
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3 Postcards from Patricia DiLuzio, James Frey, and Tory J. Ceschi
Cficial Public Comment 13 82

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1382-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

. . ups P
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study chat 1383-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by ) o
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 1384-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legisiation creating the Frimaty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 4 Jogally mandated restoration of the ecosysiemn,

Thank Yeou, S

Neme: Lt d [ éu“zu
Address: 245 Crrelrsrdle ol _
Cily/State/Zip: St &Zﬂc’ﬂﬁ;{ /me 415/,6’4‘0

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ;

I suppaort a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions wers limited by
an assumption abaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addiriens) lagislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watet
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eCosysiem,

Thank You, g /./j
Name; ;ﬂ-’?ﬁd /éne;_//
ol S

Address: A
City/State/Zip: - 22 - Wf
o
Official Public Comnient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sciance and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avarlable for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Duvision, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlite prierity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Tharefore, the Preferred Aliemative does nat ga far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the eCosyslen.

Thank You,
Name: Teay T, Cescur
Address: oY CedTE pmsden A

Ciry/StateiZip:  COPre wmAderd ca 3¥525
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fficial Public Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

' 3 8 S Postcards from J. A. Burchfiel, J. A. Burchfiel, and Madelane Sone

1385-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

L suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the seisnce and study that . . uRs toc ”
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1386-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available fur the river . . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additonal legislation 1387-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of ary water
1 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 20 fur enough to
achigve a legally mandated restaration of the ©COSYRLEML,

Thank You,
Name: \PI%MU(‘JQ{; |
Address: | G}FM&/@MM\

City/Stete/Zip: M@q% 26_

. Cficial Public Comment - é
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversior of no more that 30 perernt of the natural watar flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils T suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the vecommendations were limited by
#0 assurmption aboul the aroenl of water that coutd he available for the #iver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additanal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any waler
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 20 far enough ra
achieve 2 legully manduted restoration of the 2COSYSILML,

Thank You,

Narre: R &Ez £ E‘ﬁ ‘

Address: a /
7 i . I
City/State/Zip; 4@2{, W FQ ?4‘(2‘6_
Official Public Comment i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
er tlow

[ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural wat

from the Trinity River Basin. Whils 1 support the sciencs and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Raport, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egistation
clsarly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Prefemed Altemative does net go Far emough to
achieve 1 lagally mendatad restoration of the ECasYSIEm,

Thank You, . Coy \Lg
Name: . ’\{f’\.&[—"—\—('\ L33 ‘
Address: 4 0% oy R e b =

r, e
CityiState/ Zip: el ol (A 9Ty S
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