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

Letter from Shan Collins Dated November 18, 1999

1388-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Novemier 18, 1989 1388-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
br. Joe Polos
S Fich and Wikdlife Service

1125 1&th Street, Room 209
Areata, Ch 25521

Dear Mr. Palos,

T arn wriling to you today te ask you o help restore the Trinity River and it fisheries, You can oo this by } 1388-1
establishing a flow regime that allows the Trinity River to keep at least 70 percent of its flow

Sinca the Trimty Dam was completed in 1963, up to 20 per cent of the Trinity Rivet's water has been divertad for
agricalture. As a result of the decreasad flows, fish populations have declined by nearly %0 per cent. . [t is time 10
raturm the water to the river so we ¢an restore and maintain a healthy ecosystem and fishery before the point of
total collapss accurs.

TFhe legislation whigh anthorized building Trinity Dam directed the Enterior Secretary to ensure that fish and

wildlife were protected (Trinity River Act of 1955}, That has not happened to date and needs to be changed. The

fish need the freshwater flows o survive their is no other way around it. The federal government also has an

obligation to fulfill its legally mandated (st responsibilities to the Heopa and Yurok Tribes by maintaining the

fisherigs for them, This chligation has also pone unfalfilled and must be corrected immediately. Finally their are} 1388'2
substantial econoniic benefits to restoring the Trindry, which ineluds expanded commercial and sports fishing,

rafting and tourism.

Please do the right thing and restare at least 70 perecne of the Trinity”s flow back 1o the river.
Thanic you for your time.

Sincaraty,

Shan Colli

L xd
36353 Fairesta St
La Crescanta, CA, 91214
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' 3 8q Letter from Northcoast Environmental Center Dated November 23, 1999

e NOI't hc ast
EnVerﬂmental November 23, 1999
| Center o

Mr. Joa Polos—Please Forward
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1126 Sixteenth Sireet, Room 209
Arcata Ca 955_?.1

Dcar Mr. Po[os

My name is Tim McKay, 1 am the executive director of the Nottheodst
Environmental" Cemer founded in 1971, to help illuminate the relationships of -
humankind to the baoSphere In that regard. Tam offering these comments o the
draft Trmlty River Mamstem Fishery Restoratmn EIS/EIR.

It is our understanding, based upon the original Trinity River Division
leglslanon and much subsequent legislation, that no more than 30 pércerit of the
river’s water was 1o be diverted to the Central Val ley Project. Unfortunately,
such promises are .only as good as the politicians who make them, and as you
:kn-ow as m_uch as 90 percent of the river’s flow has been diverted Historically,
while more recémly that amount has fallen to 735 p_efce_nt of the mainstem’s flow, -
Nongtheless the salmon fisheries of the mainstem Trinity are devastated.

Wealso u‘nclersfand_fhat the water in question is contracted to the San
Joaquin Valley's Westlands Water District where it waters large corporate. farms
in violation of a law that was ta assure the awater to small famll\« farms.- And as if

“all of the forgomg wersn't cnough mendacity m choke a plg at a pork barrel .
- trough, the water in questic_n a_!so Ie_achcs toxic selenivm out of the harsh. San’

Joaquin soils creating a hazard 1o humans and wildlife.

870 NINTH STREET » ARGATA, CA 95521
(70?) 822-6918 # Fax (707) 8220827 » email: nec @i |gc org
. www necandeconews.to

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

NEC to USFWS RE: DEIS/DEIR Trinity R. Mainstem Restoration, page 2.

Now, given the current CALFED effort is another example of assurances
that people will be asked to believe, and be again willing 1o accept that their
government does not lie to them—I can only remember the story of the boy who
cried wolf. The government has lost its credibility regarding the Trinity River,
and the corporate beneficiaries of its waters are not known for their good faith
etforts on behalf of the environment or its salmon.

Also, I am told that the Environmental Impact Statement/Report
inaccurately spreads adverse power cost impacts pro-rata on a county by county
basis. In fact, these costs are based upon individual contracts, and this data
should be revised.

In addition, I am told that Trinity County never has been provided with the

preferentiai power rates dictated by law in the Trinity River Division Act of 1955.

And now its residents are expected to pay about $11 million - according to the
Trinity PUD - 1o pay for restoration programs, and to absorb increased power
COSts.

Promised funding for the Trinity restoration program is not assured and
often has not been fortheoming, and sadly when restoration monies do trickle
down agencies and restorationists, who ostensibly have the environment’s interest
at heart, they squabble iike dogs over bones for the funds, funds much of which
are absorbed as “overhead.”

So, given that Trinity river water was taken under false pretext and
premise, and that those who would restore the river with our tax dollars can not
find consensus on doing so, and as well that the histerical recard of the
appropriators (the Congress) is spotty at best, it leads us to conclude that the only
reasonable alternative for the Trinity River is to decommission the dam and

diversion, and let the Trinity flows return to their natural regime,

As a student of history, [ do not sec how I could reach any other

1389-1

> 1389-2

> 1389-3

\ 1389-4
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Letter from Northcoast Environmental Center continued

Please see thematic response titled “Implementation Funding and
Relationship to Repayment, Reimbursement, and the CVPIA
Restoration Fund.”

Please see thematic response titled “Power Analysis.”

Please see thematic response titled “Implementation Funding and
Relationship to Repayment, Reimbursement, and the CVPIA
Restoration Fund.”

Removal of the Trinity and Lewiston Dams is discussed in the
DEIS/EIR in Section 2.2 Alternatives Considered but Eliminated. As
noted in that section, “The removal of Trinity and Lewiston Dams
was not considered a viable solution in restoring the Trinity River
fishery because the environmental impacts, foregone benefits, and
costs associated with removing the dams were deemed excessive.”
The lead agencies came to this decision after determining that the
time-frame required and the environmental effects of physically
removing the dam might result in extirpation of anadromous fish
from the Trinity River. However, as noted in Chapter 5, the Karuk
and Yurok Tribes did not agree, and still do not agree, with this
decision.
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Letter from Northcoast Environmental Center continued

NEC to USFWS RE: DEIS/DEIR Trinity R, Maiustemn Restoration, page 3.

conclusion. With so many broken promises littering the past, only a fool could
support the new promises being made in the draft EIS/EIR.

As a person charged with speaking up for environmental protection and
restoration, it would reflect poorly on my own integrity should 1 offer to extend
more gullibility to the government an behalf of the river!

S0 o put it another way, the reparations for so many generations of deceit
must be dam removal. Thanks for your time and coensideration in this vital
matter.

Sincerely yours,

TAime
CC: the Hon. DHanne Feinstein

the Hon. Barbara Boxer

the Hon, Mike Thempson

the Hon. Wes Chesbro

the Hon. Virginia Strom-Martin

the Hon. William Jefferson Clinton

the Hon. Al Gore

the Humbeldt County Board of Supervisors

Friends of the Trinity River

Friends of the River

American Rivers

Pacific Rivers Council

the Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen’s Associations
the Hupa Tribal Council

the Yurok Tribe

<~ v =\
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3 q O Letter from Paul Clark

1390-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Paul Clar’ 1390-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

25% Tara Street
3 San Franciscoe, CA %4112

Trinity Fisheries Restozaticn BIS/R
Dear Mr., Folos,

5 Since Trinity Dam was completed iIn 1943, up ta 90 percent of the T
Riv
San Jezgquin Yalley. Bs a resuelt of decreaszad flows,
declined oy nearly %0 percent. &5 wou inow, the
Restoraticn Environmental Impact Statement and Report
and now is goen Zor Ppblic Comment. The Prelex
hals the wazer to bs divert=d from the basin. determined that = 1390-1
river needs at least 70 percent of its flow to meintsin a healthy fishery. I am

ng in support of the implenmentation of a flocw regime that alleows ths

ty to keep at least 70 percent of i*s water, fcr the following reasons:

i
i
i

River Act of 1335, suthorizing the dars, specifically mandated
idlife of tne bpasin not be hermed. The Intericr

Secretary was directed to enavre that skoang w ife in The hasin ware
protected. Yowever, since the dams were completed in 1863, waTer

diversions led to 2 neariy 90 percent declise in the fisheriss oy tha zarly
1930's, Tke coko sa2imen now is listed under the Endangered Speciss Act, and
steelhead are a candldate for

2. The fedeval government's Liust obligations To two Wative Arerican tribes

nave gone unfulfilled for more than 36 vesrs becauss of excessive watex 1390-2
diversions from the Trinity River. The time has come for the federal

gorvaercnent to pegin fulfilling its legally mandatsd responsibkilities to the

Hegba Valley and Yurok Trines.

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the reeded
inZormation to make a good degigion for the Trimitw, 2 the science and

¢ that produced the Flow Evaluaticon Report are sound, the
recommendaTions were limited by an azssumphion aboot the amcunt of water that
sould e awgilable for the rivsr. Zewaver, more water can be nade availabkle
since the legislaziosn greating the Trind and fatex

legis_ aticr, «lzarly gives Trinity fish and w _ife pricrity cver the
diversion of any water to the OVP.

4. When the Tririty is restored, the commercizl end spoert fishing, rafting,
ard tourism ecoromies of Morthesn Califoraia aad Scubhsrn Oregen will
rekound.

5. The Tripity River and its restoratiorn program are completely independent
of the TALFID process. Resteorstion of the Trinity River is mandated in the

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-566
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Letter from Paul Clark continued

1555 legisietion autharizing scorstruction of the Trinity iver Div n, ths
orinity River Basin Pisk ard Wild'ife Management Act of 298¢
Cencral Valley Project Improwvement Act (CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffirms the
Trinity's unigque positlon within the Central Valley Project [(CVE) and
clezrly sets forth that restoratiecn of the ¥ is tc be ccnsiderad
independently frem other Californis water issues.

=
o

oy

s

o

E. The fecaral goverament's promise to maintain & healthy fishery in the
Trinity River tas kheen disvegarded for the ast 36 years, and pass
leglislatien mandated a flow decision by the end of 1996, If these

legislated promises are not finally fu>filled, it will undercuz the credibill
of promises subsequently developed through CALTED. A restored Trinity BRI
allcw Californians <o have faith that the ongeing CALFEL negoetiations wiil
B orodace meaningful improvamant in our state's watsr policiss.

1
1
|
1

Tranks you Zor corsidering my comments.

bruly yours,

aul Clark

o
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Letter from Dennis Marguet Dated November 20, 1999

L 5o A Zaratnid
M . See alag 1391-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Letter from Victor Buhrke Dated November 20, 1999

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

1393-1
1393-2

3935

GEQ CADD DIGITAL MAPPING
9208 Elm Street
San Carlos, CA 924070

November 21, 1999

MR, JOE POLOS

UNITED STATES FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
1125 16" STREET, ROOM 209

ARCATA, CA 95821

RE: Trinity River Fiow Evaluation Repoit
To EIS/EIR Team Members:

It has come to my attention, that historic decisions are soon to be made, regarding
future water flows on the Trinity River in Northern California | canmot state strongly
enough and urge the members of the EIS team to support the maximum diversion of
30 percent of the river's natural volume of flow. Being an ardent angler/conservationist,
this is the best way o ensure that future salmon and steelhead runs will continue to
recover and thrive in the Trinity River watershed.

1393-1

The Trinity River has had a regretful history of water diversion. These much too high
diversions bas led to a tragic impact of the once plentiful anadromaous fishery the Trinity
used to hold. It's now time to seize the opportunity to restore the river, and it's wildlife,
to it's former greatness and reduce the water diversions row. After all of the money,
poorly conceived programs and legisiation, the last remaining part of the equation for a
restored Trinity River is simply, more water!

Finzlly. the EIS team should consider the sconomic impact of a healthy river and

fishery on the Trinity River. The local businesses will do well because anglers, like } 1393-2
myself, and river enthusiasts will spend their dollars in the regional communities. The

environment and the econemy both win!

Thank you for your consideration regarding these matters,

Sincerely,

Hoaer T

Ken Tetzel,
Cramer

RDD/TRINITY1388-1452.D0C

Main TOC

Letter from Ken Tetzel Dated November 21, 1999

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Economic impacts are discussed in Section 3.11 Socioeconomics of
the DEIS/EIR. Effects of the alternatives are evaluated by region,
including the Trinity River Basin.

AN\ V N _’l

T P D3-570
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

q ' Letter from Deborah Press Gerth Dated November 22, 1999
' 3 1394-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

6250 South Bark Road

Crescent City, CA 95531

707 / 458-3549
deborah press gerth dgerth@linkes.com

MNovember 22, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

US Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th Street, Room 209
Arcata, CA 99521

RE: Trinity River Flow
Dear Mr. Folos:

This letter is to urge you to begin restoring the Trinity watershed's ecosystem by
restoring a healthy waterflow to the fiver,

The Trinity needs a minimum 70% flow level to recover and maintain its salmon
fishery. Itis unconscionable that this ecosystem should be destroyed so that
artificially cheap water can be diverted to {and often wasted by} users in the San
Joaquin Valley. Now that the salmon are virtually gone, it is clear that the Trinity
needs its water more than the valley does.

Please ensure that the Trinjty has a chance to recover before it is too late by } 1394-1
returning an adequate, 70% waterflow.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

-

Deborah Press Gerth

S D3-571
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Letter from Louis Biocca Dated November 21, 1999

Ay Z/ SFET l q 5
g 1395-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.
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Letter from Carol Venolia Dated November 21, 1999

l 3 q “ 1396-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Letter from Dave Kruss Dated November 20, 1999
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Letter from Phil Dean

Please see Response 1393-2.
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Letter from James Craig Penditon Dated November 20, 1999

1399-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

response is required.

1399-1
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Letter from Tom Lama

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.
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ﬁ/

SALZMAN

interezrinnal

- l q O ‘ Letter from Richard Salzman Dated November 20, 1999

1401-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

M e Polos
USFW'S

1125 1éth st rm 209
Arcata Ca 98521

11620459

Dear Mr Polos,

Flease let the EIEIR team members know that many of us who were born and

raised here in California are very concerned about the health of the Trinity river

and its watershed. 1401-1
Please make sure that Bruce Babbitt is given the prudent advise that will provide

the river the greatest chance of being a heafthy fshery when my fhot yet

concaived) grandchildren want to fish it with me.

Thank you,

Richard g/m;:/

wi firees man Erancica Caliarnga
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Postcards from James E. Barto and Greg Rose

1402-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1404-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Ttinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study thac
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alteraative does not go far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

S b,

Thank ¥ou,
Name: 6 . a4,
h Address; 203 B SacLe DE.

City/State/Zip: S&b] MaTes Ca., 94403

Official Public Cobument oq
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 T support the science 2pd 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 TFrinity River Division, snd additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Altlernetive does nat go far enough 1o
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You,
Wame: G
Address: i

City/State/Zip: QNM{I 5 GI'\<\‘( 7 é

V RO D3-579
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Official Public Coniment ’q 0 3 f
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow :
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppoct the seience and study that - :
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by : .
an gssumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation

clearfy gives Trinity fish and wildli ionly over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve: & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 4g o y

Thank You,

Address: & Laal st

City/State/Zip: E?g,_(z&;‘ ke, (g Fi “¥

b

R e b &

RDD/TRINITY1388-1452.D0C

1403-1

Main TOC

Postcard from Pamela H. Reagan

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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3 Postcards from Lucas Mrakava, Todd Blake, and Scott G. Wahl
Official Pubtic Comment

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members: X
1405-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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 g . . u: PR

praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1406-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1407-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly 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 ecosystem.

Thank You, N
Name: _Q.JCCA&,'_&\J.LKM.%. o
Address: VT LAY oo 2y Tk <\

CitySare/Zip: _{ \ateo (R SRR TR,

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

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natral water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilz | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about che amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

7 Name: w—r_'ocféf B[' &L'L‘

E Address: ;‘76? LEA.IDH 6+

: CiviStateiZip:  Svas7 Fusterti Sce, (.

] FHAZ

Official Public Comment 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scignce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumptien about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of anv water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Altemative does not go far enohgh ]
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, é
Name: : /g/ﬂ/’é’é”

L

"

o e

Address: (- b sear e wa
) ) lw‘;’;‘“i 18577 RICHSAN (T
City/Srare/Zip:  lamenwe  AEOBNG LA 95003-Rs

< Ve

R D3-581
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

ficia Public Conmens 'q 08 Postcards from Bruce LeBel, L.H. Nash, and Marjorie A. Fay

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natyral water flow 1408-1
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 1409-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional leg[fglation

clearly gives Trindty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . A

© lheyég\tP‘ There);bre, the PreferredpAltenilative does not go far enoigh o 1410-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve 2 legally mandated restoracion of the ecosystem

Thank You, . .
Name: 3 el F & i £, I‘
Address: T2 T Al
City/State/Zip: f‘j\'t_L ot Ot

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

I support a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural watzr flow
Fom the Tnnity River Basm, While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about tha amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Dovision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watsr
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alrsmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

Name: [ ‘H N-4 SH

Address: 90 LAY B
City/State/Zip: FEenpaee ¢4 g §Y 3

Official Public Comment | O
Dear EIS/EIR Teant Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Busin.  While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the rscommendations were limited by
an assumptiot about the amount of warer thar coutd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additivaal legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CWP, Therefore, the Prefarred Altemative doss not go far enoush to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ELOsyStem.

Thank You,
Name:

. Warjaria A, F:
Address: _ é Ef’ggg\za =
- . yoide G B3524-0123
City/State/Zip: M

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-582
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Official Public Comment Postcards from Linda H. Clever, M.D., Muriel Henriques, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: |nez E. Moreno

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

produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1411-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation - : : ug: P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 14121 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the C¥P, Therefore, the Preferred Aiternative does not go far enough to . . . .
: lly mandated restoration of the ccosystem. 1413-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2:1: - Linan H.C [WW,/%%&:C@
Address: “{[ 6—@2,-\ f }22_

City/State/Zip: PN Ja%qj _headay

. t fficial Pudlic Commem l
: Dear EIS/EIR Teum Members:

i 1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural warter flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity tish and wildlife prioriey over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefors, the Profemred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: / /

Address: G el @ww
i City/State/Zip: p,j‘ﬁmm’j'{ /}Wﬁ o FoE

4
Offtciad Public Comment
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameust of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough 0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
g
Name: e E /?/z,aﬂf'n/g

Address: 564 OREs s SF.

]
City!SWelZip: fifesrdi . Grm 9 &
134 £

aemdlba e L
L

N ~, . D
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_‘ Oyficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

i Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional hrgislation

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

; to the CVI. Therefors, the Preferred Alternacive dogs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

; Thank You,

-
Natns; — Sl 7
Addrass: J\‘G (T hcgmn ST

7 .
CityStaeZip: /e Ca LY
7

: Official Public Comment 3
Dear EAS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
tw the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alrnative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyseem.

Thank You,

Name: %J&q{/”ﬂd/‘é/ e /_‘é’e —
Address: [33.7€ 6Ly s (rvex
City/State/Zip: . (,ME- & 23

Y v

[ support 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 reconmmendations were limited by

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trniry fish and wildlife prierity over the diversian of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam

+ Thank You,
2 Lol
Name: . el gbbonens fktls
Addregs: gy Flerds Ayy

City/S1ate/Zip.  felamect  Frwk (4 Y9243

RDD/TRINITY1388-1452.D0C

! Official Public Comntent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Postcards from Joseph C. Moreno, Harold Richard Long, and
Ryan Matthew Watts

1414-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1415-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1416-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

<~ v AY

R D3-584
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Official Public Comment

lq ( 1 Postcards from Donna McCracken, Sheila Martin,
and Cheryl Ricci-Kopczynski

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 3 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 - . . . o
producad the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations wiete limited by 1417-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 1418-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative dogs nat go for enough to 1419-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated vestoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: & Frr g ag et

Address: Mﬂ,éé[[&{ﬁg@
City/State/Zip: Lo At (. P

i
) Official Public Corment l q I
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water ftow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
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 (o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

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

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

| from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnoe and study that
praduced the Flew Evaluation Repett, the recommendations were timited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )

Name; Chesy | Bsees | S L
Address: LeS T Rabmes, Lie k-
City/State/Zip: G-.z,\r; asulle Ca

GEIAf

= =
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Offcat Public Comment l q Z O Postcards from Mills Thysen, Coleen Kelley Marks, and Nancy Kelly

Dear ELS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

. . . P
T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1420-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and Study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by _ tic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver. 1421-1 Please see thematic P

Legistation creating the Trintity Réver Division, and additional legislation : : =5 ieg ”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlile priotity over the diversion of any water 1422-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to

achizve a legally mandated rpstorgtion stem.
:
Thank You, Wwﬁ;
Mitis-

IName:

wo . Address:

I i Qﬁl‘da{_l’u#ﬁc Comment q |
c- Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

L 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 [rmited by
an assumption about the ameount of water shat could be available tor the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, end additional legislation
clearly gives Trivity fish and wikdlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not ge far enough o
achievi a legally mandated restoration of the seosyster.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

D .
CityiState/Zip: ﬂf; GJ&/ G‘I . ﬁ§5§‘7/

H ) -

i . - - ‘—J— R

‘ e _:9{;1'(‘!'01 Public Comnment
! Dear EIS/EIR Team Memlers:

| .

1 support a diversion of uo mere that 20 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I supporr the seicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP, Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢oosystem.

Thank You, )

Name: Aoy /{‘3’“"“3’ :
Address: i 5’& :_EL; ctéy i
City/State/Zip: __E:u.\"(/klﬂ ?A 5{5’5’03

é/\l V > -l

R D3-586
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T o Postcards from Dave Mahan, Karen Thomas, and Ronald Miller

Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. 1423-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tonity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
prodused the Flew Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by 1424-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available far the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1425-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watar
1o the CWP. Therefore, the Prefermed Altwemative does not ge far enough to
achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: DM < A1 nfi Hios
Address: O Boy 777
CitysState/Zip: g7 Cfém‘k?. Yh A 9(:{?7

: sy fficial Public Conumenr
" Déar EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frosn the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stedy that
produced the Flow Evaluacion Repart, 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 additienal legislation
clearly gives Trunty fish and weldlife prionty ower the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alizrnative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosysten.

Thank You,

Name: #’é’r en " Themes
Address: T3S i & U fLLLDE £ \?—.'IL_
City/SrateiZip: _Exqsvefle. £ ?35_%7/

: "_'_—{ _ Official Public Comment
;'jzear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the sciency and study that
produced the Ftow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amnount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fac engugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ;;wn (o Moffe

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Address; ZEYY GeZalava Ry
Ciry/State/Zip: Bﬂ{.fl.oE ~CA- TSTZ‘(

<~ v AY
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RDD/TRINITY1388-1452.D0C

Postcards from Dave Nakamura, Monique Beaupre, and Betty Braver

Qfftcial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1426-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow . . s o
from the Trinigy River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study that 1427-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an a_ssurflption about the amount of water _1hlat could he _a\_iuilable for the river. 1428-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: :—DP«-UL. MAKAMU D
Address: o TRow ZEY

City/State/Zip: _lue ks-;.lcr.:.l ca 985525

Cficial Public Comment
" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Z

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatians were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could by available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, znd additional legislation
[‘.l‘arlv Eives Tnmtv fish and wildlife priority over the diversion cfan) water
1o the CVP, Therefbre the Preferrsd Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve & legally mandated restoraion of the ecosvstom.

Thank You,
)
Name: Mo s e Seaopre,
f'é El
Address: e f o 297

City'Statelzip: _Cocffen G  asssy

e - Uj]‘c:a!Pub!’m Comment ‘q z
"‘]-)ear_ 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 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 he availzble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearlv gives anuty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of‘ amy water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip

é/\l N :l
R D3-588
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Official Public Comment q Zq Postcards from Warren Carlson, Allegra Searle-Lebel, and Derek Wensky

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow 1429-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . up: e
an assumption abput the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1430-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation treating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1431-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the scosysteny

Thank You,

Name: dfﬁﬁéﬂ‘/ @&J £.5 O/‘//

Address: M_{_ {EE c EQH)& [y
ciyisawzi: ARcATHA QA G sSR/

Official Public Comment q O
Dear EISr’EIﬁ Team Members:

1 support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the sgisnce and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Repor, the recommendasions were limited by
an assumption abeut the amouns of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legistation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees net go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

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

4

QiTt-zayy

Official Prbfic Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percant of the natwal watar 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 about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation grearing the Trinity River Division, and addibonal legislanon
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pelority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

Name: = I ais e,
Address: 2ip 2% Conbts Uiheo
City/State/Zip: _Plo o rava be . [ag”}

A4 Thi
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Gfficial Public Cominent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from David A. Wensky, Richard Wilpitz,
\"‘32 and Stephanie Marsico

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppart the science and study that 1432-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendatians were limited by

an assutnption about the amount of water that could be available for te tiver. ~ . . . .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1433-1 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 1o 1434-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achizve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosysem.

Thank You,

Name: Druid A WeEmsey

Address: 2eah  Conte " d{c.,,
CityiState/Zip: Press prnion 4 Cw q Yso kb

Officiaf Public Comment l 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 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.
Legistation creating the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation
vlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
© the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the evasystem.

Thank You, _ ' .
Mame: %’/f//ﬁf > j\/// LPrT 2
Address: £ T T P AL /q'f"'-/‘
City/StatesZip: 5»":_ /:”L Qﬁfz Z

PED i i A A e /

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

1 suppert a diversien of ne mere that 30 percent of the nanural 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 assumpticn abowt the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, . y .

Name: “‘-—%’7‘6‘4%)/ & %%‘5'&'_‘)
Address: /\J’é & %f.?’///g, M
Ciry/State/Zip: =5 4‘4, ?4—//5

S AT

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

Official Pubitc Conmnent \ q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of nn more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppert the scienee and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations ware limited by
an assumption about th: amount of water that could be avaidable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiunal tegislation
clearly gives Triniey fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefor, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

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

J5 0l -ttt Arte
TR ks o (8 AN

P // 7o

Offfcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of na maore that 30 sercent of the natural water flow
trom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendadons were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could bz available for the river,
Lepislation ereating tha Triniry River Division, aod additional legislazion
clearly gives Trinicy fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allermative does not go far enoush to
achieve a legally mandatzd restoration of the ecosystemnt

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City:Stater Zip:

T.F. Nell
2 Valley ek 51
Partcla Valley, G4, 92026

Officiul Public Conment

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppoert the science and study that
praduced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations were limited by
an assumption about the armount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Tunity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimty fish and wildlife priomity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far erough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

RDD/TRINITY1388-1452.D0C
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Postcards from Roger Wilpitz, T. F. Nell, and Thanh T. Vo

1435-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1436-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1437-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatiunsl were limited Py
an assumption about the amount of water that could be _a\_f'allab!e foy t]_)e Tivar,
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the dl\-‘ersmn_ of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferméd Alremative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: "7/’4@(1&, _ﬁHL.
Address: ?_é?i C;rc:cm SJ"'
City/SiateiZip: é?.vt gmzmdu-m CA"

qudz3

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the sciencs and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not 2o far engugh to
achieve a legally mandated resmration of the CCOSYStem,

Thank You, i
Mame: QL’JPRGE BT
Address: WS AdaKta S o e

City/Saw/Zip: _STudic 57y, rA Sléoz

Official Pabiic Commens \q 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wete limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Triniry River Division, and additianal lagisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandaied restoration of the ecosysicm.

Thank You, .
Marne: C‘/E I }%) sl
Address: 3% qzn teon M TE

City/Siate/Zip: i e O 45972L

RDD/TRINITY1388-1452.D0C

Postcards from Mark Blake, George Nitti, and Jesse David

1438-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1439-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1440-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\ L‘ q ‘ Postcards from Charles Schultz, Fred Gomez, and Jerry Stewart

I suppost 2 diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1441-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
trom the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Reper, the recommendations were limited by 1442-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water 1443-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative docs not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, é/’-
Naine:

Address: //1[;/ r(" /Lp;-; l-,f Vit

City,-'StatefZip:Sg‘w_lé%%% FLIE S

Official Public Comtrent
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study thae
procluced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpsion about the amount of water that could be available far the river.
Legiclation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legizlarion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioeity ever the diversion of any water
te the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achicve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You,

Mama: L W’ .
Address: G FEE A e gass e
City/State/Zip: JHELED ol o/

Gfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcembers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whle I support the sclence and shudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trintty River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Tnmly fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,
Name:
Address;
CitysState/Zip:

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

Official Pablic Comment
Dear FIS/ZIR Team Members:

\q qq Postcards from Stasia Walters, Asa Stocktow, M.D., and Jacob Horwitz

T support & diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the namral water flow 14441 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppon the science aad study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert. the recormmendaiions were Yimited by 1445-1 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 Jegislation . . Py . ”
clezrly gives Trinit‘;f fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any watcr 1446-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Alternative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Official Public Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart 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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion ghout the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CWP, Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem

Thank You, .
Name: Q 5 S—\‘DQ\C—J("‘D\V \W\ b .
Address: 2E808 £ 'wpe Lw

ChtyiStare/Zip: E. L.\.'V“?.JC“\} Ce TR !

) Offcial Public Comment | q q
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: -

T support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
pioduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
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 Trnity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: AP 'kl gL
Address: L5y 1\ Jgesd Comck oo

CloyiState/Zip: Pown-do ¢ f oirp

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Offcial Public Comment "-\U‘ } Postcards from Collette Schavgaard, Kate Thill, and Ellen Scarle LeBel

1 support & diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Bagin. While T support the scierice and study that 14471 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produged the Flow Evaluarion Repen, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the tiver. 1448-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, und sdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diverston of any water

la the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to 1449-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achisve a lezally mandaled restoration of the ecosystem,
Thank Yoeu.
MName: CC“E.,‘)G?_. SC&'\OM qc\c,u\r(&
T Address: (D94 Fevguion Roas
J L ChyfStaeiZip: Se/bfks‘}'ﬂ“poY Cffi Q5472
Vb
- - SN

Official Pubiic Conunent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

¥ support a diversion of no mora that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While [ support the science 2nd study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislation crearing the Trintty River Division, and additional legsslation
clearly gives Trinity tish and wildlifs pricrity oves the diversion of anv waler
to the CVP. Theretore, the Preferred Alternatve does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaled restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: -de! < ’TA ' ’ !
Address: Jo Ry 3o

City/Staie/Zip: 'T’?’fmﬂd,iai o C‘E—’Eé

Offtcial Prblic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Mame: Ellga Seawrle [are f
Address: S Chaaamrn O
CioStatelzZips _Arcodhe (A TS50

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-595

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY1388-1452.D0C



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

optat Pabitc Comment \ q 50 Postcards from David Rose, Paula Jean Rose, and Trinity M. Calabrese

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

o 1450-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trnity River Basin. Whils [ support the seicngs and sudy that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, theprp;commendalions were lir{ﬂted by 1451-1 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 1452-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

10 the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough to

achieve 2 Tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: —EC-L«\J_J & EQ -

Address: e Rt B

City/ State/Zip: Yo S NP w_[a.Q\ @{ ﬁS")\

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team MMembers:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the scisnce and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achisve a lepally mandated 1estoration of the ecosysiom,

Thank You, P .

Name: ‘;-zj'(z f,r \_,,;I’)r"-/
Address: 1‘( (:,i' sx I 7R
City/State/ Zip: il Koo s L4 FsE5

—
R Offisial };’x:b.’ic Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ——

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! 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 far the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clsarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative daes not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, - .
Name: Frirtﬁ'\! i, Calab rese
Address: aC‘ND A Q;“r*ﬂfh ]r;\i’fﬁ'r L V]

CityStute/ Zip: 74\"/CCL‘*T§ C)] %5'2!

) = -s
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