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

2250 Terrace Street, #1
Redding, CA 96001

Novermber 29, 1999

U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service
1655 Heindon Road
Arcata, CA 95521

Subject; Resg':nonse 16 Trinitv River Mainstem Fishery Restoration Drafi
Egvironmental Tmpact Statement

Dear $irs and Madams:

Thank you fior this opportunit

Y to respond to the j
remmarks 28 a e Lo recent subject document, [ make these

t ; p .

[? g.‘:f::; :f:?:ibﬂ:;:t' etve?h]eam of ;he first public meeting natil the day of the teeting
¢ L into the appendices of the EIS, the December 20 deadl; i

comment is lacking. Se, please extend the period for pubiic comment. eadline for

3:::3‘2: ;::rt];:rl: l'sf rnorée‘);,1 1 see that the approximate annual cost for streambed
ererred Alternative is $13.35 Million, S b
alteration are limited to the site ‘ i ey s1e Gomernn o areambed
T of the work, and since the: i
flood event, T think that their inclusion is a waste of moncﬁ e genermly lost ucing any

?':13; Tf];te;g?sing concem is one of consistency among Department of Interioe agencies,

acument contains one paragraph abour the i i )

1 | ] growing need for wat,
I:d?:éfsg:igfr _hugq]an ﬁ:ljses and pegs that future need at 50,6000 AF for someer e
€ I the fiture. Tt then says that it would b l:ak i
the Central Valley. This is after th i s e oo e 10
y. e water diverted there has alread i

whatever alternative has been chosen. 1 read this to mean that ihc: ge?jemenmc:nr:a;:"eis Y

Interior considers human use i gt
Ao of oo in the Area of Origin to supercede any use outside of the

Recently the 1S, Burean of Reclamati
! -3. Bure mation, also overseen by the Department of th
Interior, released its Final PEIS for the CVPIA operation of the Ceitral Valley Preoject.
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Letter from Eric Wedemeyer Dated November 29, 1999

The proposed channel modifications identified in a number of the
evaluated alternatives are intended to remove large vegetation and
channel berms that would not be expected to be mobilized by the
prescribed flow increases. Subsequent flooding events would be
considered beneficial.

The 50,000 af was reserved for “Humboldt County and other
downstream users” in the 1955 Trinity River Act (P.L. 84-386) as a
means of assuring that development within the Area of Origin
would not be adversely impacted by the diversion of water out of
the basin by the TRD. Similar language was put as a condition on
each of Reclamation’s seven Trinity River water permits by the State
Water Resources Control Board’s (SWRCB) predecessor (the State
Water Rights Board) in 1959. Reclamation and Humboldt County
also signed a contract for the 50,000 af in 1959. The SWRCB issued a
water permit to the Weaverville Community Services District for
Water Right Application 29410 for up to 870 af/year (2.9 cfs),
contingent upon equivalent releases of water from Lewiston Dam
pursuant to Section 10505 of the Water Code.

Thus, the 50,000 af has been reserved for in-basin use by an Act of
Congress and an administrative action by the State of California, not
by unilateral administrative fiat as suggested by the commentor.
However, there is disagreement between the lead agencies as to
procedures and disposition for use of the 50,000 af. Trinity and
Humboldt Counties continue to maintain that Reclamation should
release the 50,000 af in addition to instream flow releases for the
fishery. Reclamation maintains that the 50,000 af need not be
released until an unmet downstream consumptive need is identified
that cannot be met with fishery flows and tributary accretion.
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-

In it, any shortage on the system — even at the south end of the system — is treated as a
system-wide shortage and everybody on the system is cut back. As a quick look at a map
confirms, most of the water in this project comes from the north end of the state and is
unnaturally transferred past the San Francisco Bay to the south end of the state. [ read
this to mean that the Department of the Interior does not consid‘_ar huma:n use }ns1de the
Area of Origin 10 superceds any use outside of ths Area of Origin. Which 1s it?

1453-3
cont'd

I hope that timing and content of future documents on this issu{e will cor}sidg these
concerms, Perhaps the Department of the Interior itself might issue & guideline for when
Area of Crigin use supercedes use outside the Area of Origin.

Thank you,

£ 0k -

Eric Wedemeyer

RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.D0C
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Letter from Letter from Eric Wedemeyer continued

Because it is unlikely that unmet consumptive needs amounting to
50,000 af will materialize in the basin for a long period, Humboldt
County has expressed an interest in a California Water Code Section
1707 temporary water transfer to an instream recreational use,
white-water boating, until such time as consumptive uses exist that
would use the entire 50,000 af. However, no official petition has been
made for a Section 1707 temporary water transfer, and any such
petition would be subject to due process through the SWRCB’s
water permitting process. Therefore, the final disposition of the
50,000 af is in doubt, and to date, the Department of the Interior has
not made any commitments which would make Area of Origin
human consumption a priority over out of basin needs.

The DEIS/EIR identifies the anticipated impacts associated with
each of the evaluated alternatives. The modeling of water export,
distribution, and use is based on current and projected operations of
the CVP. The issue of Area of Origin in this regard is beyond the
scope of the document.
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"—' 5.-' Letter from Gregory T. Mellon, D.D.S., Dated November 29, 1999

1454-1
GREGORY T. MELLCN, D.D.S.

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

1737 Central Avenue /
P.0. Box 2566 et
McKinfeyville, CA 95521 Fies
{707) 838-3262
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Letter from Ann Ellinger Dated December 2, 1999

12/82/99 15:47:58  Chaco - 978/527-4997-> 7978228411 RightPFAx Page 881

T0:Joe Folos  COMPANY:US Fish and Wildlife
. . 1w
1455-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

December 2, 19598

Mr. Joa Polos

United States Fish and Wildlife Servlces
1125 14" St, Room 209

Arcata, CA 95521

DearElS/EIR Team Members:

| support & diversion of no more than 30 percent of the natural water flow fram the Trinity River

Basin.  While | support the science and study thar produced the Flow Evalustion Repare, tha

recommendations ware imited by the assumptlon about the amount of watar that colid be avaltable 1455-1
for the river. Legislation craating the Trinity River Civigion . amd additional legislation clearly gives -
Trinity fish and wildlifa priority ovar the diversion of any water to the CVPQ, Therefora, the Preferrad

Alternative does not go far enaligh to achleve a legaily mandated restoratien of the ecosystam,

Thank You,

Ann Ellinger
Chaco Sandals 1407 4000 Lane Paomia, CO  B1428
970-527-4950 Fax 97(-527-4987 emall: Info@checosan.cam
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Letter from Fran Cranor Dated December 2, 1999

1£4/82/93 16:88:82  Chace - 970/527-4957-> 7O7EZZB411 RightFax Page A1

TQ:Joe Folos COMPANY: |
Duplicate of Letter 1455. Please see Letter 1455 and associated
‘ Sb responses.

<,

Chaco

December 2 1959

Mr. Joe Polos -

United Srates Fish and Wildilfe Services
1725 16 5t., Room 209

Arcara, CA 95521

Drear EiS/ER Team Membars:
I suppart a diversion of NO MORE THAN 30 percant of the Hatiral water flow from the Trinlzy River

Basin.  While 1 support the science and study that produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the
recommendations ware |imited by the ESSUMPtian about the amount of watar that cotld be availabie

Thank You,
Fran Cranar

Chaco Sandals 1407 4500 Lane + Paonia, CO B1428
S70-527-49%0 Fex 970-527-4997 amail: infoehacosan com
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o Letter from Daniel A. McDaniel Dated November 29, 1999
RATION OF FISHERS 'Ll 5 . .
EEBEm Califlnmia counchY aniel 5. McDaniet 1457-1 Thank you for your comment. Please see thematic responses titled
Conserving - Restoring - Educating Through Fly Fishing President “Fisheries.”
287 Greeley Way MmMEEEIWVEmS )
s é?fzk?oﬁeaﬁla 95207 ’EJ E ©_L§’_L. rﬁ” 1457-2 Comment noted. Hard copies of the document were sent to all
(209 9317500 h_h MOV 3¢ 1993__] : interested parties who submitted requests prior to the publishing of

Nowvember 29, 1999 ——
| CALIFOBNIA/NEVADA |

P ADED ATIAMG Aemts

the document.

In addition, due to the increased use of computers in society, it has
become more common for agencies to make documents available

U.8. Depariment of the Interior electronically. This was the approach taken for the Trinity River
Cish and WAL Service DEIS/EIR. The document and all appendices could be viewed on the
z%ﬂf?:ﬂﬂ?ﬁ Suite W-2606 Internet, or could be ordered free of charge on CD-ROM and viewed
Sacramento, CA 93825-1845 with the free Adobe Acrobat Reader software. This focus on
. electronic availability of the Trinity River DEIS/EIR appeared to be
Re: Trinity River Mamstem Fishery Restoration the best option because of the expected demand for the document
and the associated printing and mailing costs. However, the

Dear Fish and Wildlife Service: comment is noted that a need or desire to review a hardcopy of an

. environmental document, coupled with high costs, may inhibit
Please aceept these comments on behalf of our organization representing the interests of blic i tand ticipation
thousands of fly fishers throughout Northern Califernia and Noithern, Nevada, public mput and participation.

Cur organization supparts the selection of the preferred altemnative st forth in the draft
Environmental [mpact Statement/Environmental Tmpact Report for the Trinity River Mainstem
Fishery Restoration, as preferable to all other alternatives with the exeeption of the maximum
flow alternative. As noted in the documents, sinee construction of the dam there has been a > 1457-1
dramatic decline in the runs of Steclhead and Chinock and Coho Salmon. Although we would
prefer the maximum flow altemative, since it would ppear te provids the best opportunity for
restoration of anadromous fishery resources, we can support the Flow Evaluation Alternative as
a meaningful effort which may provide such resteration. /

In the cover letier aceompanying the DEIS/EIR it appears that in order to obtain copies of 3
the document, one would need to visit one of the sites and/or purchase a copy, paying for any
duplication and mailing charges. In a matter of this nature this appeare to be highly inappropriate
and incensistent with the normal practice of making such docnments availabls without cxpense
to interested members of the public. After all, the desire should be to sbtain marimumm public > 1457-2
input and participation in a matter of such great significance. By making it more difficult and
expensive for the public to obtain and review the documents, vaiuzbie input may be suppressed.
It is requested that you make copies of the document available a: no cost to any member of the
public requesting the same, and that you refrain from action in the future which impairs public /
awareness and inhibits public input and participation in the project.

b

4
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Letter from Daniel A. McDaniel continued

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this matter,
Very truly yours,

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA COUNCIL OF THE
FEDERATION OFFLY FISHERS

DAM/sc

<y PR
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— I L‘SS 0ECE v, Letter from Jeremy Lansford
. A ]Ir\:'r:‘- T JI J
' ',T. Fle .ff i _ji[i

. A7y Y 1458-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
TorWhom It Nay Concern: . f{;‘_’,;E:ngNIA/NEvAm response is required.

_ NS AEor
As 2 California resident I am adamant in my support for the ecalogical

preservation of or beautiful state. My feeling fs that we as residents have & responsibility
1o be caretakers of both our biotic and abictic living environment making it & priority
with each and every decision we make.

Ir s with this in mind that T write to you regarding the Trinity River Mainstern
Fishery Restoration project. I'would like to lend my support to the proposed “preferred 1458-1
alternative™. This alternative meets all the objectives in restoring habitat for anadromous
fish and the flow of the Trinity and Klamath rivers. It aceomplishes these objectives
while minimizing any adverse affects that directing more water into these rivers could
cause. This proposal alse promises to increase the inriver and ocean fishing oppertunites
as well as improve the local Indian Tribes’access to trust resources.

Being born and raised in Porerville, California, a small town in Tulare County, 1
certainly realize the agricultural impertance of water being exported into the Central
Valley. Ido believe this alterative realizes this and takes it into zccount by not opting
for the maximum flow into the rivers. By implementing this policy we have an
opportunity to do something ecologically beneficial as well as financially feasible. Ihope
you will strongly consider this possibility before issuing your recommendation.

' Sincerely,
Pt
Jeremy Lansford

V K \31 D3-604
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RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.D0C

] B SIS/EIR Team Members:

. | support a diversion of no more than 30
percent of the natural water flow from the Trinity
River Basin. While | support the scisnce and
study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
tha recommendations were limited by an
assemption about the amount of water that
could be available for the river. .

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division
and additional iegislatian clearly gives Trinity
fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any
water to the Central Valley Project (CVF).
Thersfors, the Prefarrsd Alternative does not go
far enough to achieve a iegally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You

Name: St S’L‘J::r
Address: 0 (34 ¥ Vst Ca
City/State/Zip: }‘hm"b“’” J

IET2 2

i
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Postcard from Jane Shehan

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comment ‘q b o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
feomn the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough le
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name; [(/;'r’/w‘r'{éx, Dlvtons
Address: f Z {&2 //520

City/State/Zip: 0/',,4 e 95uZ2Y .

Official Public Comment l q u '

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 [ suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Nimited by
an assumption about the amount of warter that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altenative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i
Name: o Te Y 15687
Address: {0 L) sl amtmr gipa s =it

! CityiState/Zip: _ DTk, (ud 93523 :

RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.D0C

Postcards from Willoughby Johnson and Patricia R. Johnson

1460-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1461-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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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 Trinity River Basin. While [ 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
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosysten.

Thank'You,
.""7 — T
Name: K imonis W Tostmson

Address: i A 1A T A W oo
CiySmueZip: _OJgy On #3003

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

I support & diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Ftow 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 additionsl legistatian

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve 2 [egally mandated rcstorali’n_n of the ecosystem.

T Miched, S Thowa
Address: HSS Lajorm fh‘]

Official Public Comment 4
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 Hmited by

an assumption sbout the ameount of water that eould 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 Prefered Altemative does not go far enoegh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

TFhank You,
Name: i

Address: 1143 AUTA Ave =006 ey
CiryiStare/Zip: _ [NAFA A 2955 T

HESEIVEL

L& ildlife &
areafz, CA

RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.D0C

Postcards from Raymond W. Johnson, Michael S. Thomas,
and Terry Tracy

1462-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1463-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1464-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Prbiic Commaent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1465

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

from the Trnity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study that 1465-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were Limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 1466-1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1467-1

ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢cnough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm. - .. . ...
igv galiy marn testarat] Y TEGE g

Thank ¥ou, . ~
Name: Dow H“ Wz el & 996
Address: ST TN o e ielife Seryic.

City/State/Zip: LIve viors , o TESTE

Official Public Commaent
Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of (he natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppont the science and smudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were lumited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank Yom,

- \ :_'1 ) o
Name: /Z'/f?f A‘D&\hg L"‘-“J—_& = F
Address: 127 RABLL AL Dhues
City/State/Zip.

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

46t

T support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abatt the amount of water that coutd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly aives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: ovid . Showv gggEiv:
Address: j Tz ."_I.ac,};a;.., LN,W P .
City/State/Zip: SrLmare Ca €13 ‘I'!E.C e ¥
3 Fieh & Wids
Arcats, O-

RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.D0C
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Postcards from Don Hirzel, Lornie and Pamela White,
and David W. Shinn

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

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

Official Public Commens ‘g{ '03 Postcards from Noel C. Tucker, Scott Tucker, and Deyanne Nesh

I support a diversicn of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1468-1 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 . . pya— .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1469-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priodity over the diversion of any water 1470-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh 0

achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

& .
i {3 =

Thaok You, aad
Name: oL C 7L C,/ftf@--. 505 a0
Address: 38 [Ampas BRI v

T Tizh & Wl

CityiStateiZip: LRl iz £ o lls | & A Blosr

: Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of noe more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
{rom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thae
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 lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife ptiority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far encuah o
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem, .

Thank You, o
Name: Scezz ﬂchﬁe‘j. s
Addross: RIOEY OCharlE B shu} et e

Civy/State/Zip: CAA o ot .Pﬁ.fffl C A 7’/305/

Official Public Comment
Dear EAS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabte for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivet Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a Fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, AEGETY
Name: i “«rg ne
Address: /383 (e Geanada | EiSh & Wit oo

City/Sate/Zip: “Thensord Ok 42 9/5@@«:% _

) N ° s
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Gfficial Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert 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 additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
@ the CVP. Therefore the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem, =

Thank You,

5y amne
Name: Jasuwua CHasos GGt igas
Address: 2500 Judiee s Ave S Th & Wildite =

Aroafs, G2

City/State/Zip: Ao RRY ﬁA\J/} <A B2

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 Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem,

Thank You,

Name: ﬁ}l - W }g”“’"ﬂ =8 0.
Addross: g2 %‘7{ 47, /J’g‘:sn
City/StatefZip: )J-a_.n/ (j:r_f.%m ,Ca.

Qfficial Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Repor, the recotnmendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecos}'sICm
Thank You, f\
MName: " \)\ Ll 20Ty C )
1

Address: 3 o BT7S BY
h
City/State/Zip: vy Seaeron v

N - £reats, £
O Qhok7-S%y "
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Postcards from Joshua Carson, Dr. Judith Kemp, and Richard Cross

1471-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1472-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1473-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
Rt D3-610
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

‘ q? '.{ Postcards from Gerald Ichikawa, Brett Warner, and Steve Daniels, M.D.

1474-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water How

from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the scignce and study that . . s o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1475-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1476-1 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 Aliemnative does not go far cnough to

achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem. -

Thank You, HEGH ¥
Name; Geowdd Tolbawd  3gp e e
Address: CIL’/O \"n@ﬂsrna P e BT

CiyfState/Zip: _ Spmta P bacs CF G20 pre

Official Public Comnrent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mblembers:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Feport, the recormendations were limited by
an assutnption about the atmount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Triniiy River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
@ the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altlermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystern.

Thank You, i

Name: /@’,ﬂ X% Z'i/f?’//fl-f// —
Address: {j{‘ ol ﬂd é/ é;,rpfav&“’ﬁ‘@{é es
CitylStatoiZip: Sppfa  Lewfoom  (of “HrDYrRE

e,

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion ¢f no more that 30 poreent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While  support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluaticn 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 water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Freferred Alternative does nor go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

JEDEIIED
Thark Vou, SEGIEIVESR

Name: & 4M /}:“__-ZJ, 335[; 'J.S jaes

Address; 2 Tjah & Wil
City/State/Zip: Arcata, O

atg

o

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

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Sidney Higgins, Merrill R. Goodall,
\L‘? ? and Robert A. Montgomery

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

: . ur: P
i from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 1477-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tivar. 1478-1 Please see thematic responses titled ”Fisheries.”
Legistarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefar_]‘x%d Alteraative does not go far enough to 1479-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Semy Jara o { o1l oy QhT yeer op Wi Cplgirinta,
ete wmxgﬂa\/ A rfale A5Gy ;‘fm »eiﬁ—aczwmrz;m%
Official Public Contment {he nesde o “}

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: rlq 1, 8
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanfal 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 assumption abont the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough o
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank ¥You, A
Natne: MEREL L. F. Gtoba L
Address: N7 BLARIDpEr . DEWETIT

CitState/zip: _CLAREMWT <4 AT,

! 3
Qfftcial Public Comment l q qq
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart 2 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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to

achieve a tegally man, ‘EE restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,

Name: PER 4 jeoe
Address, US Figh & Wbt 2and:

City/State/Zip: . Arcate. .-

raterey; CA S350

é/\l P _A
v T NP D3-612

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.D0C



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

Postcards from Melinda Pauli, Rick deLisser, and Alan Harper

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

o 1480-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
}  support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natura| water flow
i from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1481-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avallable for the river.
Eegislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1482-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

cleady 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 ecasystem.

Thank Yeu, ) REGE -9
Name: ™y 2% eelie po&d\&/\ BED OE o
Address: WORD Benrednana CEe

7 h & WhicsT -
S‘d i5 i

Argate. oo

City/State/Zip: ? A

. Official Publiv Comment l q l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Nama: ;?,‘é [j.‘ ngrﬂ

Address: 021 M, S .-
City/StatesZip:  {astnots  Ca. FEIU

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnisy River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recoromendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that cauld be available Far the fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divigion, and additionsal legislation
clearly pives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem., i

G

Thank You,
-
Mame: —  AlanHarper a
Address: 5187 Saddle Brook Drive
— Ocklond, CA 84819 B :
Ciky/Stare/Zip: AR, L2

P

w’ - : ®
V - \:)l D3-613
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Ellen Simons and Larry Emerson

1483-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Aid ra \qg 3 1484-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Tewr EFSIR Toum Membex

Tappons u dbcasion of 34 g shat ol i il iz e
fom the Yalaity Hoar FRYOCL I scionce Ml sty it
Dowiond i Fiowr Bvalontion Reeort, the msaseachaigs were: Baved by

Ry R b

%
&
|
1
E
:
*
i

i
; 42 st VR iy e s s of
il oA en i v

stieer 2 iy mand) wolecxirn of i agree,
Thock Yom, , uEEENE:
Nae Supa Simurd .
P } ; N W

Oy iy P

e T \48‘{ |

§ seppoct 3. frecsion of wo-neoee: (i ) pomem of ibe wiwl eyt oo
Trom it Trinky Minr Basle, Whtle [ sappet the seicace seed streby thr
echwced the Pl Evaietsion Rypon, B¢ rieamembations sers e by
'th:wg:quuhmnhm
Logihallin cming Divition, il sl Irgiabticn
viemky givas Trisity 5 2a0 wliife puioeiey peer e divessian of tey weaeer

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

Drear EXS/EIR Team Members:

Oficial Public Commens ‘q gs Postcards from Donald G. Miller, Molly Schulze, and M. Hickman

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1485-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1486-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

: Legislaiion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation

clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water 1487-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not o far enough to

achieve 4 legally mandaied restoration of the ecosysieam,,

e EIYELD
Thank You,
MName: 6{\).-,.“9—&- )’3 I]'NJJ“-L-L _JEC 36 1999
Address: TREZ Wanaadey Wlar, - sisn 2 Wildlfe =-
I s o treaia, €5

City/State/Zip: L Lo nmona , OB

i
Cfficial Public Contment ‘ q 8 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, i
Name: ¥
Address: JebA 7 &Jéﬁ

City/State/Zip: %’jf-&:ﬂ A

Qfficial Public Coninent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ] support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assutnption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the Dver.
Leglslati.on creating the Trinitff'River Divisien, 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 ecosystem,
B GEGEIYED

Thank You, : R
Name: ¢ 7"\72- CE N 06 ‘?g!lﬂ
_ Ll Aosr o - .
Address; iVl A D* & Witdlfe S i
City/Swate/Zip: £ o Fle T8 (O ejeo g areatn, G

é/\l N ;l
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- Postcards from Greg Hickman, Wolfgang Oesterreich, and Bill Cross

Offtcial Public Comntent \ q g
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . 14881

1 support a diversion of no mers that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 1489-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
prodeced the Flow Evalustion Repert, the ;ecomm]edngmlons_lvuéelrafhm&t‘lad _by

i amount of water that could be available for the river, . . . )
itgaisssﬁ?f;z:ejﬁﬁ?:;fTn‘nny River Division, and zdditionat legistation 1490-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dots not go far encugh to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the gcosystem. |

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

R H
Thank You, ltei "’/ /’ 0T .
Name: NZZZ /: Hﬁ‘:%u\ JEG 56 e
Address: 3 3/ C*—'“’ffa‘k A"/"—f‘sh & i

CitylState/Zip: e { iy A F2/77D

Official Public Comnient
Prear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of no mare that 34 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While © support the science and study that
produeed the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount af water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Tronity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Aliemative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You. VR
Name: }‘%:—qun fzsra RRE1 ¢4
Address: Eopt Wyvegms da
City/State/Zip: _AMES, 18 Soows

Qfficial Prblic Comment ‘ q q o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the selence and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitzd by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferted Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecusystemﬁ. FRE]

RN
IR

Thank You,
MName: _g/& [ C/QGJ‘._S_ JEG 96 s
Address: IS Ay e ARG Wil amica

CilyiStateiZip: _ACH L a830 R G 7 R G

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

Postcards from Polly Greist, Roseanna Woods, and Ronald M. Steinberg

Official Public Comment qq\
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1491-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no tnore that 30 percent of the natural water flow . : ur P
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 1492-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produred the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . .

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1493-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOSYSIOM i By B T

Thank You,

Name: : c{' 6—;"‘6_[ s+ AED OE eon
Address: ﬁw g Widi#~ Sonvice
City/State/Zip: Arllpod  OF ??_S_er;ag o

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert 2 diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ] support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the viver,
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 tepally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, w AEGEIHEY
Mame: g5¢4nna ek rona ge

Address: /‘?/o« M&Z/deﬁ -
City/State/Zip: S tbr Tk LA (A GSHIET

Official Public Comment
Dear EXS/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 Evaluation Repéart, the tecommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty pives Trinuty fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
zehieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 2 § 4.,/ _Fﬁl_ﬁ BEEE-vED
Name: O . < W;;wf@ éfd

Address: SF?QJH’LJ' 51’- .—UUT =
City/Swate/Zip: Lo 4 Qp78d \ (A G5l

<~ N, ° :
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Official Public Comment q q
Dezr EAS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Ewvaluation Report, the recommendations were Timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avatlable for the nver.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go far enpugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterd 5 2 iy x &
Thank You, o e

SED 0E 1gne
Name: BG‘G CH?,(?—E' 3 v

o

it

Address: Wﬁt Wfr.elrfp .
: Preaty, OF
cuprsuerzip. Yol ] Ca 44 ?@[
‘ Official Public Comntent qq S
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilc | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tririty River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Thcrcfcre, the Preferred Alternative does nat o far enough 0
achicve a legally mandated restoration of ‘wm—“f ;
Thank You, & M e
Narme: a/) ,4 L/m /;)'}@ﬂfuf!);;
Address: L ey sl 3 psata. -

Ciry/StarelZip: /].}mn‘l’?‘ /W? @‘7"?‘/7

ES
<@

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

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
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 ecosyster.

= - TR e EiNED
Thank You,'_/"_’_;,-g. . /'//3)-‘/4{‘ L AEmuwEEd
Neme: e A DA e BED D6 18906
Address: I7EFS Dak ?_:)z'f;_f_,‘ish & \Wifdlife Send

City/State/Zip: s (T o Poa 7y Areatd B

RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.D0C

Postcards from Bob Cherry, Brian and Lina Campopiano,
and Bruce M. D’Armien

1494-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1495-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1496-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
Rt D3-618
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Official Public Comment
Bear EIS/ETR Team Members:

Postcards from Jim Molinari, Michael McAvoy, and Jack Travis
\qq—‘ and Ann Hancock

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

from the Trinity River Basin. ‘While | support the science and study that 1497-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . up: : ”
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 1498-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Alternative doss not go far enough 1o 1499-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, VHE D
< =1y

Thank You, iR

Name: T Mouingg DEL 8 fere
Address: g}qq Pal’f( Viila C((C;_(S-ES?-[ & WitdlFe =arsice
City/State/Zip: Cdpe cting, Ch afoly  Amet G

Offivial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While { support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available far the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warter
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank Yeou,
Namte: e b o M«Aﬂ\/ et
Address: HZuS quc. I\)L.sfh :4\18 -?;%Sr_t_.:ish i

City/State/Zip:  [YHN Vo (A Faows

Official Public Comment qq q
Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support (he science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additiona! legislation
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 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosysrem,

Thark You, . SELEIVER
Name: Jack Trmvis & Ann Hm%a% faes

dew -
Address; FO . 607( 553

< Tigh & Wildhite © ~ic:
City'Swie/Zip: _oroken - CA FEV4 Y freate;, CF

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

Official PublivComment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\6 oo Postcards from Dan Warren, Barbara Rich, and Adam Allegretta

1500-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

; fram the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scienve and study that 1501-1
i produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomrr;z:inganonglwt';:!refhm1}t]ed _by
H i t the amount of water that could be available fur the river. ) . . .
: it;ﬁ::-lnopr:]z?e:::rom; the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 1502-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
i clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
: o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alremative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yau,

Narme; _;Dfm 1% WF{'V\ ,} " :
address: 4 2 I‘{#}J’ < msH AV
City/SiateiZip: —Sdn fi;_ @l ( % Feicgz Froae

Qfficial Public Comment
Bezr EIS/EIR Team Menmbers:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trintty River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Fvaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatwon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation -
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiif priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred Altemative does not go fag Enough 0]

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster. s Fih
Thank You,

Name:

Address:

City/State/Zip: % }Ej-mﬁg? {(‘ﬁ\ C‘EW—/

Official Public Comtrment .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Menbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whilz [ support the scicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the geosysiem,

Thank You, . 3Ed
Name: %MW HED Ag i 4
Address: 635 GS?JE.GJUM&P‘?‘Q;“ ve s

Ciry/State/Zip: C ﬁﬁf%— VT &S-dﬁfsfn & Wildie “zmsies

Argata. C2

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

o Gfficial Public Commrent
" ¥ Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

i an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
i Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversicn of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nor go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosy sic:ga AED

Thank You,

Name: W ALLESRETA e o6 1988
Address: 625 BRIV F1L, g e senice
City/Stae/Zip: Cfﬁﬁwﬁ,{ LT _OStpy§ Sreata A

et A ¢ dam— —— e e

- e B

. . Official Public Comment \ oq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionul tegislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restorarion of the ecosystgnt 3 3

Thank You,

Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Now
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluztion Report, the resommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
0 the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefarrad alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ECOSYSEENL e A pE U B

meL EFVER
Thank You,

Mame: ngL‘[f e N2 728

Addrass: &25 ﬁngﬁﬁ o
City/State/Zip: CHARLOTY U OS‘W(

RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.D0C

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

Postcards from Mark Allegretta, Audrey Allegretta, and Emily Ferris

1503-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1504-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1505-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Offfcial Public Comment
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

oL lSOb Postcards from Stephen Judice, Gordon Lilly, and John W. Jones

[ suppart & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1506-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1507-1 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 legistation . . . .
1508-1 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 Altermative docs not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystam

Thank Yau, HEGE
Name: Stievtten) JuOick BEB G jeen
Address: (O BT+ At Lo ME /qf"é__?},.g}é{ Willdsr- -z

CiryiState/Zip: (P EHFSTRR v~ 0:9‘?}5’“1:&-; T

Official Public Comnrent \ wq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare (hat 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Temity 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.
Legisladon ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, A
Name: (%1-%1 Tt } L 1 .L
Address: ) B

City/State/Zip: ol o~ ALTTE : AL

Official Pubiic Comment
Prear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Repart, the recommiendations were limitad by
an assutnption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioeity over the diversion of any water
1o Lhe CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enoi:gh W
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: Foyy, Fe

: _.E)"!ie?’-"'e
City/State/Zip; Mhﬁc\agig‘g&

<~ V’“"\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Paul Crawford, John F. Green, and Gregory K. Chapman
€fficial Public Comment ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1509-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P .
frot the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that 1510-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produged the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1511-1 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 Altermative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You 4 oy :
’ BREGE
Name: =e~’LClj
Address: G35 peappm ST JEC 47
CiySatwZip. wenlavpy, F8 22 125315:& i
. [riciei

Mficial Public Comment ‘0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the namral 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 ¢reating the Trnity River Division, and addidonal lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefoge, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to

achieve 3 legall datgd restorafjos of the ecosystem, )
Thank You, q: { G370
Name: Q;J'b\ f. &ren’/\ .

Address: 3179 {VH»( Lereu A DES 32 1608

City/State/Zip: Rf-lft’f‘if'ﬁ{ai CA 572_‘“55’5 2 Wik Seniivg

Rroaiz, O

Official 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 | 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 priertity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystermn.

Thank You, _ FEREIVED
: £ E‘Q’é‘;—:{d s .
Name: Lt € EE{ a8 1gqs

Afidrcssz B23 _smscon o Fish & Wildiife Service
City/State/Zip: 4.&;25 G, TR A e o

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

Officiel Public Comment 5 Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were lmmited by
an assurption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You, AERE(Y s0
Name: Rowald C. e doe oo | g
Address: 8&. Eow 2243 -

Ciy/State/Zip: Big Bepr (W Ca FaSl

’ Official Public Comment : P
Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Himited 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 Tninity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the OVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achizve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. e
IERELNER

Thank You,
Narme: . . PEP oo 4408
. 2 Robert
Address: Sabert Perales . slife Seriice
- : San Bemanding, CA 929041025 | e
Ciry/State/Zip: Ch

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: \

I suppart 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natwral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
froduced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Timited 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 prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.. _ , . _ .
IEGEIVEY

Thank You,
Name: 61.; z H@LL ] JC’C‘J‘CjL‘IJBQTr{ DER fe joes
Address: 121 Q\JT LYDEE Brwng itdlie

City'Stareizip: _ TDABDESTE, () G575 Shreats, O

RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.D0C

Postcards from Ronald C. DeVoe, Robert Perales, and Sue Hollingsworth

1512-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1513-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1514-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Douglas Weber, Robert Nakagawa, and Larry Haas

Gfftcial Public Comment S\S
‘Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1515-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and siudy that 1516-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
praduced the Flow Evafuation 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 1517-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity aver 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. SEhE: g
deEBEELY

Thank You,
Name: D,mg-m,s btzer—-z_ ’Q.‘F:: i e
Address: il r'w-' jfz Targice

City/State/Zip: £iZ4£MZ L, (A ﬁ FURF— FDE

Official Pieblic Comment \5‘ w

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppett a diversion of no more that 30 percent of e nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an 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 nod go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Address: Jz-ﬁ_l‘idiemg_ﬁif
City/State/Zip: Moa@?z&‘f‘o Ch 2s35p

Offfcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fremn the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scisnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were litnited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does hot ge far_enough to
achicve 4 legally mandated testoration of the ecosysterf, 5 59 4 8

Thank You, . .
Narme: ! ﬂ Eb {.}6 ’!ggu
Address: T wf{ﬂfu it & Whidlife Service

Arcats, CF

CityStawizip: __fOETXEVDN Cz?"? J‘;‘? 4’ A

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.00C g D3-625
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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:

\5 \% Postcards from Jessie Lawson, Aric Lester, and Paul Lester
1518-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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 1519-1

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislaiicm creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1520-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

o the CVP Therefore, the Preferred Allcmative does. noLEe far gn‘qugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystein™ =

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, BED 08 1908
£ 08 19

Name: M CX&MLLL(»—;V Vitdlife S=rvics

Address: {/.5— yx Ca_»'z, fn arcatd, GF

City/State/Zip: lém At @ia & itoo E—

Official Public Comment \ 5\
Dear E1%/E1R Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Lepgislation 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 Freferred Aliernative does not go far encugh
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R
Name: Af T o gartas .
Address: 212 e Wia Dy 1998

ife Service

Citw'State/Zip: _Sald. £ A ases2) s

Official Public Comment ‘ s 20

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thanlk You, ‘ FEBRIVER
Narme: ﬁ// / Zﬁ’f‘é’/‘ JEC G5 1999
Address: i .?_,_f/ -4 ﬁ/ / N

& W 1Ic||f° Service

CitySte/Zip:.  iLrmaf for o, €A a'j?ps srgata

I

<~ ~, =\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Corment
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Allison and Dave Boucher, Annie Kruss,
\5 l ‘ and Bobbie Armir

[ suppodt a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . e .
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the selence and study that 1521-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Repett, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of warter that could be available for i}_m river. 1522-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildli jgrity over the diversion of any water . . P .,
o the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Altenative does not go far emough 1o 1523-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You, - ] - e
Name: LPL V,f/';«;w %H&Jl@%ﬁ%% - =
- HREGEIVES
Address: R Y, ALL M oo
CityiState/Zip:  (Paca A &53B87 ., 1

Qfficial Public Comment \ 5 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
irom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an a3sumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildiife priodty over the diversion of any water
3 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyseem,

Thank You, § C 4254
Name: gﬂ Wite. &;L’L& x5

Addeess: Z;Q‘::;‘"ﬁ i: \g MO S M;S Fishi & W= =
Citystrezip: <am Mryizpy  Lh Gzt

Offtcial Pablic Comment \ 5 2 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
Trom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowr the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dots né §035r etiondh to
achieve a lzgally mandated restoration of the ecosystermn,

Thank You, DER 06 1000
Name: g ,*':.TSH &' ,‘J?iid:‘i% im
Address: Argat, L~
City/Btate/Zip: ?45 ?‘?

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

Officiat Public Comment \5 7\"‘ Postcards from D. Puigler, Harold Patterson, and Matt Davey

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[P

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1524-1 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 were limited by ~ . . “ps .«
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1525-1 Please see themat1c responses tlﬂed FISherles'

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . s o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversiompfiany water 1526-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternmative doed tot €5 'fdr &ntugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.,, i9¢

Sl U ks

Thank ¥ou, T /'

Narne: Ll ,_. o
g :
Address: ff (24 i{'m' [

CityiState/Zip: % g, - CG .
!

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

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
itom the Trinity River Basin. While [ 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 Tronity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferrad Alernative does not go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated reseotation of the ecasystern.

Thank You,
Name:
Address: :
Ciry/Seate/Zip:  Fns 74 C/KT‘;/J oA ?/{4@f Ann

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of na mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ap 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 wildtife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enpugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyvstem.

Thank You LEREIY T

; ~ HEBEIVED
Wame; /7747\ ﬁ’ff@/ - =
Address: 6-533 /?!W&’dé’ Uf?/'[)‘ta 36 1900
City/StateiZip: e C PEEESTE Widr <o

ity/State/Zip XN T @ﬁﬁzﬁﬁﬂ. r
w i N _vl
RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.00C g D3-628
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Richard G. Holubek, James Slattery, and Carl Plescia

Qfficial Public Comment 5 : ! |

Dear EIS/EIR T Members: . . . .

“ar fam Hefmhers 1527-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 1528-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . Py, .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation 1529-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You, o
v e O f L BT s
Address: 32’5 ,Eéﬁ 570 D one

CitviSweZip. 707 LR o 3

Gfffcial Public Comment l 5 ! E
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
frorm the Trinity River Basin., While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assemption abour the amount of warer that coutd be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiskation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go [ar ¢nough 0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecesystem.

Thank You, -

Name: iy NEA o
Address: s &] s AuE ) i
City/State/Zip: w :

Offtcial Public Commerit
Dear EIS/EIR Team Meuibers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While [ suppori 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
cleariy 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,

Mame: (3)’/ _(P/GSCECA._

Address: Bz Cladicla P BEE Do wr

City/StateiZip; _ Suw L vale ] CA G HARES Fish & Wie v ~mrinz
Arcz

) ~ ° s
RDD/TRINITY1453-1529.D0C T b D3-629
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