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

Postcards from Gordon Hollingsworth, Art Kauffman, and James White

Official Public Comment \ 630
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . 1530-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

; fromn the Trinity River Basin. While T support the sclence and study that 1531-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
: produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the cecommendations were limited by
| an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1532-1

1 : V78 i} . ”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP., Therefors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, —
Neme: ,éﬂ%ﬂ A¥cEi1ven
Address: Fo. ?%L\L 559

DER 0+ »q
Ciry/State/Zip: _ 3534% R S
e o .

Officinl Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
framm the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were Limited by
an agsumption about the amount of weter that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, end additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watet
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 3
Name: ‘A\’% KOA-\)\EACU«
Address: >3 { !—!‘M'jjﬂ'ﬂ Be.. f;ltq

; — =
City/Staterzips sl Ciry - o A0

Official Public Comment \5 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 snpport a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

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

Thank- You, (:j —{ E‘Z
:jr;s (/1363 Hopearn (e

City/State/Zip:
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Patricia M. Poterbaugh, Stephen Bohnemeyer, and

Official Public Comment \6 Mary Boh nemeyer
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

. . - .
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that 1533-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
an assurmption about the amount of water that could he available for the river. 1534-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legeslation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

cleariy gives Trnity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water . . us P
to 1he) Cg‘v'P. Theretore, the PreferredpAltemalwe does not go far enough 1535-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nwe - flaca il Pl
Address: SEYD Pt K

Ciry/State/Zip: @éd}é@?{ H. P73

Official Public Comment \6 q
Dear E13/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of o mere that 30 parcent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif: priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Freferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoratien of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

-
1

Name: : S TESHE BoHEnttvin
Address: Fr Bory 6194 , |8 frdsrscs Ptk Comels
City/State/Zip: g%; e LA FSF27

Oficial Public Comment
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a 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 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 Preferred Alternative dwes not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: L%t@dﬁ_‘gﬂ:ﬁz%%d
Address: o F%q {a f%q

City/State/Zip. G,Ww cc‘—-’ ?5\? &}7

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

Postcards from Irene Barnard, Thomas Batori, and Rodney J. Bessolo

Official Public Comment \6 ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1536-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support a diversion of ne moere that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppost the science and study that 1537-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were imited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. ~ . . i .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Iegislation 1538-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far ¢nough o
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: {rinz 6 ﬂr.ﬂ’ VL;?A/E/
Address: SO 2l E i 5~
City/State/Zip: SE A GYHE

tHficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalugtion 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 Alwernative does aot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: - [ Eﬁmaﬁ ﬁ:ll}ﬂt"

Address: 5 i (ol azin,
City/State/Zip: i L2«

»

Officiat Pubiie Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seienge and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allerative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame:
Address: 10456
City/State/Zip: 3 y » 2.0
R ~ ;l
RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C g D3-632
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offfcial Public Comment 6 q
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 Usupport the science and study that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ar assumption about the amount of waler that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,
Name: A
Address: ToMO W, Wikt o bellas PO

City/State/Zip: &@.&&L&i@(m

%és%m b7 Z IR SN A

St LG SN P SNV S
Fosicéle | e e IS
ez ?' ’

= v m e p——

Officiai Pubiic Comment ‘ i q '

Dear EIS/EYR Feam Members:

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

Thank You,

Name: SAlk C MJEV ﬁ%zw ~
Address: [Z22yy e, 25

CitulStainiZin:,  Cof &R Ehore  GF

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

Postcards from Jack Peuler, N. R. Mahoney, and Jack C. Hoey

1539-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1540-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

1541-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1540-1

K./'Q N _-l
V T P D3-633
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Oficial Pub!u: Comment

\5 q 2 Postcards from Stephanie Leidecker, Michael Inglis, and Skip Rouch

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1542-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more hat 30 percent of the natura) water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the stience and study that 1543-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. : : ug: sV
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional fegisiation 1544-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

e s LEIRL
L T

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

City/State/Zip:

1 suppott a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the revommendations were limited by
an assurnprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: ch_ hasl TUTwGiws
Address: <oc Ga faalda
City/State/Zip: E e Ngoued G- hite
cA cf:n:zﬁ/
; - . . I
e

Official Public Comment qq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Name: Q/(/ f.};;x ;’QO M,.f/(

Address: £ - ;2./ ) / . N
City/StateiZip: {p ﬂ?g NefSOn cﬂ- ,'55»26 &

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1545-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sclence and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1546-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumpticn abour the amount of water that could be available for the dver. ’
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . us P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorily over the diversion of any water 1547-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefecred Alternative does not go far encugh o

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Yo de ST Witeim 5

Address: ZrLof M—H‘;’; v AR BLVDS,
City/State/Zip: Rz s cA G 3y,

i
Qfficial Public Comment
: Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatlty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Altemative does nor go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoraiin of the ecosystem.

\5 "‘S Postcards from Robert Williams, Maria Baggett, and Dr. Kristan Kothe

l Official Public Contment
H
:

Thank You,
Name: ’-{Y\WO_‘E ] Q-%é
Address: ‘C_:;' 2\ 8“’\ AG’Q -

City/State/Zip: Tenln pQ/l !{} £ CM{OE}S

i Official Public Comment 5 q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
froim the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppoft the sience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the rezommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
o t!'lc CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not o far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the BCOSYStem.

Thank You,
Name: bf‘- %G“S‘!‘&x )é“ﬁﬂkf
Address: 2646t 2SI Die-.

City/Seate/Zip: __IZL (’Hlflm)/ ra FYSID
Ps.m.iwumi'ﬁ relozie juder rizy Ay rat-te cbal ¥ HY,

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

¥ i,,ii,,lf,.“....,[..“..,.‘m,.\H,.l.”i....[m.,,;l.,‘.,\ Sq g Postcards from Schuyler Parsons, James Boone, and Larry E. Dennis

) Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . . . .
1548-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 1549-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . .
chi-ﬂmfn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1550-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the evosysiem.

Thank You,
Name: fédﬂ[{[ étf[fﬂﬂ! .
= Address: .
- City/State/Zip: 79;

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 Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumiption abour the amount of water thar could be available for the tiver,
Legiglation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legistation
¢learly gives 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.

Thank You,
Name: R &HE
Address: ifoz f«m.«( Dz,

City/State Zip: S ronnd G JROF

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the sclence and study that
i produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited 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 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

i Thank You,
Name:
Addvess: W it
- Mr. Lz E Deanip
City/State/Zip: @ F5170 Garcis fitrect

— toronmn Utisa City, Ca 845875206

I

7 rd

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

Official Public Comment
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
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
io the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: /ﬂ#ﬂ?’( A T VANNS 745
Address: 2587 PL Vi o 0@ .

City/State/Zip: _ [CH.Crn Onl7 CH Cﬁ¢f $7 3

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While [ support the sclence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that eould be available for the river,
Legislatron creating the Trinety River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nor go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the gcusystem.

Thank You,

Name: p&uv{ 5?’“}0'@'
Address: ‘ : fz Bl
City/State/Zip: &,rk@/e;; CR™Z¥70%

Official Public Comment
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent 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

a0 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

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

Thank You,
Mame: r/);’;s/ 7—?/ 72 G M
Address: £ (S0l . o

CityStateZipy: £ 23 lle. A= FLTES

Go%hin @ bneym Step but why 1od= 707,

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

Postcards from Martin J. Vanslyke, Paul Snyder, and Don Putnam

1551-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1552-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1553-1 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

Official Public Commert

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\ss4

[ support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trnily River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

s e

Vs
‘/—)@_ g ATy e L
KT LS g sl

City/State/Zip: L A m napves row FEATH D

Official Public Comment

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1559

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppaort the seience end 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 ardfditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a fegally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

Ty D it
1
RAUE SemTT 7

City/State/Zip: «oie) CEMILTS e D —Cdk G4

Gfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\SSk

I suppost 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 nver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

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

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

0 Bex %9

o
Tadesia (Al

Postcards from Don Hirzel, Troy D. Smith, and Diane Krieger

1554-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1555-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1556-1 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 Ardis Gonzales, Don Emery, and M. Mokhtari

f’lttJ [NV IR U A FOLAL bk =

a
Official Pubiic Comment
Dear E18/EIR Team Members: '6 ; q

. . “" . : ”
I support & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the patural water flow 1557-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppert the science and study that . . P .,
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1558-1 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 1559-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far encugh te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ) p

Neme: Hrdis oy 20/55 \
Address o 7a Epbar P
City/State/Zip: = P ema ;,{7 /1/.7. e@/j’jf

Official Public Comment %8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of nc 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 thet could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the C%P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thattk Yo,

Name: w DN ;}4 F R

Address: bm <7 CA‘VHU (=]
City/StateiZip: _LSVCHMOLE Ck 4550

Official Public Comment ‘ qu
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 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 not gu far encugh 1o
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, —

’ 7m
Name: ‘*@f* W 2L -
Address: F.0. Bﬂc Ch.'rQ

Ciry/State/Zip: Berliole c & G4es

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

Dear EISIEER Team Members:

Official Public Camient l ﬁ w

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ar assumption sbout the amount of water 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 CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvsterm,

e~

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

CityrState/Zip:

a_j,

1447 - 9th Street

J

L LASATTD

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members

Official Public Comment \6 l '

T support 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 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimty fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandmed restoranon of th= EDosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip:

afw(

Lo /A I

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members

Official Public Comment ‘5b 2

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the niver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Thereforg, the Prefersd, Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally ma ated Testorati

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

ﬁ pf;m S/

Pef»ooye <A

f the ecosvstem.

Ay

Postcards from C. Juneau, William C. Packer, and David L. Pehrsom

1560-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1561-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1562-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w < N _vl
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it e Commen ls b 3 Postcards from Thelma Fields, No Signature, and Catherine B. Cohen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: REGENYREY 4 N B
1563-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the ndfiied] wWater 6% P

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendstonsberd Holire 3By F 1564-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amount of water that could be availditirlfe river. . ) . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1565-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: T&{-:;’M,ﬁ Eg =i R3S

Address: /5 g i 2 “Pja‘g ISfm'éj—
City/State/Zip: 5&/_11 é A 20 Q‘ / { Qé’/:;/-yé)

Official Public Contment
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availahle for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additioral legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif§' 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 Yeu,
Name:

. Address:
City/Sate/Zip:

Official Public Comment
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of 1o 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 cfzwater that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t0 the CVP, Theretore, the Prcfc;red Alternative does nat go far enough to
achisve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

) N ° s
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Dear EIS/EIR Tearm Members:

Official Public Comment l 5 ‘0 '0 Postcards from Jeanne Boyd, Jim Kraft, and Linda Emerson

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow 1566-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced Ih_c Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by 1567-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P .
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1568-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narne: Jaa, vite 1'3 OXC{

Address: éi; i s Wéﬁ [P Tor W‘?»—
City/State/Zip: ('/,77-;-’- AR 94572

Officia! Public Comment ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 peroent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sclence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumptior about the amount of warer that could be available, for the river.
Legislation ereating the Tonity River Division, and additional fegislation
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
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: g'\‘

Address: % . v
City/State/Zip: Cl&
- ﬁ&z Ausw,
. Officiaf Public Camment ‘6 bg
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natwral water flow
from the Trinity River Basim. Whilz T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversiocn of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a Iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thauk Yau,

Name: LJ‘

Address: (ot Fyorme S
City/State/Zip: j}lUl‘.‘»_. CR Sblk

) N ° s
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Official Public Comment ‘ 5 m
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stdy that -
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
1o the CWVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative does not go far enough w0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Nama:

u

Address: _ @ M. Ly . s
City/Srate/Zip: kisz Lot Coees

Union City, CA 45375206

Dear E1%/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Mlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study thar
praduced the Flow Evaluatien Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any warer
to the CWP, Therefors, the Preferred Afternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn,

Thank You,
Name: 7:"',5\5{ S_;;,u )ié
Address: T e ot S

City/StateiZip:  fhdner b focks . GES ST

Official Pabiic Comment \ 5 ? l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. . While I suppoert 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 wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: NAWK'S RGOST RANCH CP/(
Address: 1618 Willowside Re,

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

Official Public Commemt \ ”? O

Postcards from Larry E. Dennis, Toby Smith, and Charles and Gail Jones

1569-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1570-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1571-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _l
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Official Public Comment
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\6 } l Postcards from Les Penpraze, Karen Beatty, and Bob Petersen
1572-1 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 I support the science and study that 1573-1

produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by -

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

Legislatien creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1574-1 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 does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

Name: LES ’JD&’V{W Z(‘_s;
Address: z ij@w&& Z L.
City/SwieiZiv: L HLAASRANT, Laf- O30

Official Public Comrment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppott a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whila I support the science and smudy thac
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warter thar could be available for the river.
Lagislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough w
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ceosyseem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, i

e Karen Beatty
Address: PO B 00X \j ’7{
Ciry/StateiZip: 1) <N CA

G5 339

Official Pubiic Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and swudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the emount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enocugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name Bt Pelaeo.

- 7347 Shadow Orsks Lans.
Address: Gramite Ray, Ca 95746 J—

City/State/Zip.

) N ° s
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Official Public Comment 15
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scicnce and study that
produccd the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumption abouc the ameunt 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 Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yaou, ?d;“i - P .L

Name:
Address: Kg’f V, sta. Mg
City/StatesZip: Mﬂ_@jﬁ_&_ 3

Officint Public Commeni \61 b
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 Repost, the recommendations werc limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legisiation
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 2 legally mandated reseoration of the ecesystem.

Thank You, L J‘

Nome: 9o b. \alferson

Address: E i Vf{ [ LS 6

City/Srate/Zip: Sam Luig OBcs'oe{ (A
B7un

Official-Public Camment ‘5 ??
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mare thar 30 percent of the natural water How
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 ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority aver the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yon, )
Narne: JM///:L X’j L‘%&éﬂ P /J D
Address: %’f P A A Bt tixr AL

City/State/Zip: *ééifm-— /oo 64— ‘515_"/0%‘

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

Postcards from Petra R. Patterson, Brian D. Patterson, and
Suzanne Lovell, Ph. D

1575-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1576-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1577-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

ls }g Postcards from L. Cantel, Jr., Bridget Palmer, and Phil Ryan

1578-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
T support a dversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that . . P .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1579-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amaount of water that could be available for the tiver,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1580-1 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 dues not go far enough o

achieve a legally mandated restora(izn of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .y e /%M 5;;’
Name: . /(v aﬁ/\/?_’fl.’ £48 a
Address: P[4 fﬂm Aﬁ.’f{;& {2?_.

CitylSenw/Zip: o Py Dasinl, (L8 oy

Gfficial Public Comment \ ? i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While { support the seience and swudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legslation creating 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 Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, N

Name: ﬁ?/; d/f@/f .PGCK‘C@&‘(
Address: 951 Widdte Funcen 1
City/State/Zip: Unaf?h tey Rose f4 Q’,‘f’-{@?

Efficiat Public Comment . 5 go
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, )

Name: %\:‘ / @ lﬂf’\ .

Address: #36§’:§?£ﬂﬁ&95.‘ & 0”13-7
City/State/Zip: ( Ec/ﬁ’m/{? T Co qre3

) N ;l
L = D3-646
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\ 58 ‘ Postcards from Robert Ryan, Ernest J. Maupin, and Jim Simon
1581-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

[ suppart 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 1582-1

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1583-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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 10

achicve & legally mzndated restoration of the egosystern.

Thank You,
Name: &"‘%UJ: Q\L.ﬁ‘w—
Address: "L_?) QJWL i "LQ_.%M fj;

City/State/Zip: SO0

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Qfffcial Public Comment ' S 8 z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ 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 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 additicnal legisiation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achicve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name: P f N S
Address: )
City/State/ Zip: ERNEST J MAUPTN

RENG, NEVADA 86500

Official Public Commeng l 6 8 '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mere that 30 pereent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could b available for the river.
Lagislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trmtty fish and witdlifi priority aver the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Tharefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far \.noucrh Lo
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosvstom.

Thank You, . .
Name: \) l. N\ S\l ,'“\g ) f\l
Address: Dﬁ;‘?\ N —’

City/State/Zip: f"\\\‘!Mp I_( \f‘A‘L@

(A D4l

. . ’
V - \:)l D3-647
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Official Public Conunent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

6 g L} Postcards from lllegible Signature, Steve Acterman,
\ and Douglas C Spieske, M.D.

| support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 1584-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

. . i’ : : 7
Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1585-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CW¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does nat go far enowgh ta 1586-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
avhicve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosyste
Thank You,
e
Name: /
Address: g )

e N
CiySeateiZipr T oo %/95

Official Public Comment ] 685
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 pareent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wert: limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifz priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Altemative does not go far snough to
achieve 4 Jegally mandated rostoration of tie ecosystem.

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

Steve Acterman
2139 5Delta Lo,
Anaheim, CA 92802

Cficial Public Commennt ' S g b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin., While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations wers limitad by
an assumption 2bout the amount of water that could be availabl for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River:Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve 2 lazally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You, B
Name: Qerse ey fte G & Boire 55 e #1L7
Address: Cle S Cercen P’F7 e B L

City/State/Zip: Lo, 'y Con i P2 TTE
d

é/\l v -l

g D3-648
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Qfficial Pihiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

l_ 6 8 ? Postcards from Gary E. Barbato, Dorothy K. Wiener, and Bill Wensrich
1587-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 perceat of the natural water flow
from the Trinily River Basin. Whilz 1 support the science and study that 1588-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the resommendations 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 1589-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clear(y gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any watsr

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

achieve 4 legally mandgied restoration of the ceasystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You. VG - bl
’ 7

Wame: 6‘.4 .2/ £, &éﬁ.m

Address: §¥ED Awr, ;fga,&g

City/State/Zip: Ao MY B9 o

Gificial Public Comment ] S 8 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the vataral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifz priority over the diversion of anv warer
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dues not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name: - jﬂﬂz{ﬁ&ig; . 7{/“/&&:&&
Address: _ KPR rd d%&ﬁf‘,{dm

Ciry/Seate/Zip: &’44 ;éZJ‘«;?T /4’8’ ?Zﬂg(

Gfficiel Pyblic Commaent ' sgq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 pereent of the natural watee flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whike I suppert the science and study that
produeed the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

T’hank Yau, /’_ ?—? ,—? ?
Name: Bill Wanarich l’
Address: ) \ﬂq 8841 Grystal Greek D

Sacramanto, CA 85820
City/State/Zip: -

V £ \:;l D3-649

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C



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

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

5q 0O Postcards from Patrick L. McLaughlin, Michael Malekos,
\ and Rosalia White

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Buasin. While [ support the scicnee and study that _ : : u: P ”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by 1590-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation 1591-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trindty fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water

. i + . o Alne 4 N . . . .

to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemarive does not go far enpugh o 1592-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You, g . -/ ;
Name: M g . //{/ 4; . /{lf,,u,—
Address: fﬂO Pex  f E’O )

City/State/Zipr  bheu oy A ¢lem 20

Official Public Comment \ sq |

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the s¢ienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repen, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislatian
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh 1o
achieve a lagally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You, . i
Name: Michaal Malekss
Address: SIS CaviveTapn = -

City/State/Zip: Be[mq,\{-— Ca 94002

Official Public Contment ‘ 5 q !

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere 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
an assumplion aboui the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislatian
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 o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystam.

Thank You, ?
Name: DosSay P TE

Address: (365 Gexreva

Clty/State/Zip: Fuma :urif

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-650
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Official Public Comment
Irear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\ 5 q 3 Postcards from Alan Fisher, M.D., Janet Maunex, and Mark Dondero
1593-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support 2 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 Repor, the recommendations were limited by 1594-1
an assumption abont the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation 1595-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Prefen®d Aligmacive does not go far enough w
achieve a legally mandated rﬁmtic 3 the-sCusysien.
f

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

Nama: )q / A4S (LI(S&Z /l':l’.Dr

Address: #3535 szé’;fd-‘gw Dea.

CitStae/Zip: _ S Canlos  CH
44070

-: Official Public Comment l sq q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the aatural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and stedy that
pioduced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were Jimited bv
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternalive does not ao far enoush ]
achigve 1 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn. v

Thank You,

Name: 7 c’/é{:’t( ocral
Address: D5 mar Ao

City/State/Zip: Trdaar (5. PIS 5

Official Public Comment I sq 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
trom the Frinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and sredy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be wvailable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢eosystem.

Thank You,
Name: L Pyt
Address: e B

Cirgisareizipr Qg (A a55%6

K./'Q = -
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoart a diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trintty 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 svailable for the river,
Legislaion ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioeity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altenative does not zo for enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn

Thank You,
Name: 1[:7 rlfr.f (.-"-f: £ g
Address: ! {-—;61? (._U'h N [{_ ﬂ.’"

City/State/Zip:

Lol T T
Adime Lo

Official Public Commen
Trear E1S/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no moee that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils | support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amouni of warer that coutd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Evision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, ) ’

Name: %—T’ /{Di [ -]

. 7 {
_A0. Bax 193¢,

Address:

CiySweZipt T aucwss co gs60

Official Pubiic Camment ‘ S q 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of watsr that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additonal legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thesefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eeosystan

Thank You, o .

Name: | &) L\.’\ (O o

Address: ¢ TR i )
Ciry/State/Zip: 'l'"(“-%- T rtal A " :; iJe 3

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

1596-1
1597-1
1598-1
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Postcards from Bill Corum, Pat Riley, and Jack Moore

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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ficial Public Comment
Dear E15/EER Team Members:

l 5 q‘i Postcards from David Biesanz, Glenn Graham, and Shannon McCully

R 1599-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that . . . o n
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1600-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legis]atigﬂ crea_tir_)g the Trinity River Division, and addiriuna_l legislation 1601-1 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 Alicmative does not ge far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoraticn of the ecosystem.

Thaok You, -
Name: David Biesanz
6418 tieasowcreek Way
d .
Address tECA=95621

City/State/Zip:

Mw 51 (,‘,&yzuﬁ

Official Pubiic Comment \ b OO

Drear EISEIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of ne 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
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Triniiy River Division. and additional legislation
clearly gives Trmr\r fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough tey
achivve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name; ( P E,u.u ;_/;f lilé st |
Address: XYY rfi’/}/;?&x i D

City/StateiZip: _See pmeayn CF  $14 76

Official Public Comment \ @ o ‘

Bear 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 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additjonal legislation
cleatdy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefose, the Preferred Alternative does not go B enough to
achieve 4 legalty mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

" Thank You, _
Nama: Sh:ﬁ 11 g MCC,,LI'{%/
Address: g’ /.//?' B?ﬁ §7L,
Ciry/Srate/Zip: Sﬂ' ra WEW‘X?),— C,'4 75?-‘%

AN\ V N _’l
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Officiat Public Comment | lﬂ Dl Postcards from Larry and Bobbie White, Roger Finke, and Greg Leeson

Dear EIS/EIR Team tembers:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1602-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from rthe Teinity River Basin. While ! support the science and study that

preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1603-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. .

Legislation creating the Tratty River Division, and additional legislation . . P .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1604-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achicve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, e . .
Nare. Pt e (tfle.
Address: 3/ U

Ciry/Statel/Zip: r%q,(%‘g&b ; f/‘/f" ,45'@ %

Officiad Public Comment ‘ b o 3

Dear E18/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmiced by
an assumnpion 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 CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the scesysrem.

Thank You.
Name: _
Boger Fioke
Address: E 1698 Moty B,
— Bamont, £A Wi021714

City/StateiZips

Official Public Commient ‘ b oq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the 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 docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Creas Legsond
Address: PeB 742
City/State/Zip: Colfay, Craomx

<~ v AY
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Official Public Compient l b ﬁ

Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the seience and study thae
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assutiption bout the amount of water thul could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity Fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dees aot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,
Name: CT Biesanz

} 6418 Meadoweresk Way
AdISSS o) tres Hetghte,—cA 85621

City/State/Zip: -

Official Public Conunent \ b O b

Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 ¢iversion of no marz that 34 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppart the scicove and study that
preduced the Tlow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amosnt of water that could be availzble for the river.
Legislatian creatimg the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierice over the diversion of ey water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Prelermed Alternative does net go far ¢nough ©
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R

Name: Haiios' A /3%.; St
Address: - ‘,ij,L// %7/—/ A /
Ciny/SweiZip: /i b/, (28 G5TS

- : ¥ A .
T E I VRV Y

Offictal Public Comment \ b o q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity Rever Basin, While I support the science and study thae
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 dditional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thetefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem

Thank You, -
Name: C/{;‘Jr/: 7 By &7
Address: ?"[f’ rf:d :'/41//7 Zx&

City/State/Zip: ﬁ’paé’ ﬁ/?/é, G PEoRsT

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

Postcards from CJ Biesanz, Marion R. Barry, and Chuck Metoyer

1605-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1606-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1607-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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o Postcards from John Morris, John Margaroni, and Ken Tetzel
Officiai Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . . . .
1608-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

from the Tomiy R“CT Bas;n. Whule I suppart the seisnce and srut.jly llhai ) 1609-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the nver, . . P .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1610-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i
Nama: et M o£er s
Address: PO Be $IPTL]

Ciry/StateiZip: yacpesin Ca G277

Qfficial Public Comment ‘ b Oq

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

[ support 2 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
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaticn
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefars, the Preferred Alternative doos not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ] .
Name: -‘_}Q#u J T e BN
Address: Lo 7 T e
City/StateZip: b i A .
547

Official Public Comment l w l O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naniral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achiieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: /{gﬂ) 75‘_7?"59&,
Address: Foe gl 570

City/State/Zip: 5 A4S dﬂﬁba*&} 24 d4070
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ua U Postcards from David L. Campbell, Jim Crowley, and Richard Palmini
Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1611-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that . . “s s
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1612-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an agsumption abows the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . s o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additioral [egislation 1613-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You,
Nama:
Address:
Cury/State/Zip:

Official Public Comiment u l 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 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 |episiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watar
to the CVP. Tharefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far engugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame:

Address: f’
Ciry/State/Zip:

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

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the crosystem.

Thank You, . . .
Name: RICHA R FACH i AT
Address: FC 8@}( 53

Ciyisaezic SAN CARLLS CA . THEZD
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\ Lo l‘_\ Postcards from Oswald D. Schmidt, John Murphy, and G. Conway
Official Public Commeni

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

- 1614-1 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 I support the science and study that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1615-1 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 Diviston, and additional legislation 1616-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You, 3 . R
Name: //}5,@‘/41_5*.:1? \5_/‘_,//1”//&’/
Address: é?‘f‘ J’/F_STA— 2
City/State/Zip: /?Ec‘}‘wDGD‘ Coty 84 _gibZ

Official Public Commant ‘u l 5

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the narural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations ware limited by
an assumption about the amound of water that could be available for the niver,
Legislation ereaung the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefurred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaeed restoraiion of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name: Lanta 49 Iy RPE P
Address: 2762 ﬂ?fkie%"tr_ 29 e
City/State/Zip: SORs bank Ci PR

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

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narvral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouat of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, _—
Name: f’,’f,— Zoemrhas .
Address: 20/ Lt S

City/SratesZip: T Mates  CA

Festz

<~ v AY

R D3-658

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C



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

Postcards from Thomas G. Kilfoil, No Signature, and Michael H. Morris
Official Public Comment I b l?

D EIS/EIR Team Members: . . . .

= ) 1617-1 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 I support the science and sIuc].y that 1618-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommcndatmns_ were I:mlﬁed Iby
#n assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river. . . . .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional lsgisiation 1619-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trimity figh and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water
io the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altcmative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank ¥ou,

Name: m/;} 4 /_&%‘/{_
Address: 4&‘,{;/4‘;:/4,&/_,22 /é/mid /ﬁ"/b’f

City/State/Zip: T LAY A E /%cfsf&’/ﬁ

” Official Public Comment \ b ‘ 8

Dear EIS/EFR Team Members;

I support & 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 Evahuation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Ecgislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clear!v gives Tnmw fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally maadated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Official Public Comment \ b (q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watar flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of watsr 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

1y the C\fP Therefore, the Preferred Alwmative does not 2o far enaugh

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, /l / ‘.'(
Thank Yeu, /
Name: ‘“f ( é{ forf%

Address: 3 / é

City/State/Zip: E-h'dé‘\ 8.4 C}‘)SO_S

K./'Q S .
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——

et i Commns O Postcards from Nancy Lengyel, Barbara Weber, and Lawrence and
J{ - ‘ '.0 1 Bettine Wallin

Dear EISr’ElR Team Menibers:

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

preduced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1620-1 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 additionaf legislation 1621-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearty gives Trinily fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ensugh to . . P . P
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem, N 1622-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,
Name: ﬁ Z\'@ ? /%
Address: / 7{42 f M )(f/f' Yo«

CityiStawizips Enyfn f.’ A s

Official Public Comment ' b Z ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ng mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and srudy that
praduced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
a1 assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crcating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlifi priodty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: MM "5‘&-(/51%
Address: 540 ﬂm dﬂﬂ,
City/State/Zip: %Mbﬁ.?ﬂté_‘, la, F2287

Gfficial Public Commient w z z
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of watet that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trmm fish and witdlife pricrity over the diversion OF any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsrative does net go far encugh to
achieve o legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - .

Name: ‘7/ g //L_-—-———f
i

Address:

City. StarcZ1ip:

£

Lawrance & Beﬂme Wailin
295 Toro Canyon Rd
Montecite CA 93108-1641

<~ N, ° :
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Postcards from Marvin L. Goss, Marvin K. Reimpf, and Steve Ladwig

Qfficial Public Comnent ' h 2 3

Dear EIS/E[R Team dembcrs: 1623-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support 2 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . s o n
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppurt the science and study thar 1624-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1625-1 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 CWF. Therefore, the Preferred Alwmative doss not 2o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank ‘f;ou‘ @\.—.—:__

Name: M ARV oY
Address: FA4? Fonseas DR
City/State!Zip:  _HM, k;nl:ju e, C& G5519

Official Public Comment ] b 2 q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppori a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whife [ suppor the science and strdy 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.
Legislatioa creating the Trinity River Division, and additlonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not po far enaugh ta
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thark You, . ) .

Narme: A'AL!{;L.JW\)(. lzm._,‘,af

Address: ErvE "JH&L:?'L'ARLEJ&!; @_—L .
Citysuaterzip: el ol Rally Cal 41

Official Pubiic Comment ‘ b 25

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nararal water Jow
from the Triniry River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Theretore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh
achieve a lepally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: gjft”u‘(_‘ L':t(*@‘;'l\j 1\ ‘:)
Address: c‘,r(,u ) i3th 5_'1‘

City/State/ Zip: Al‘(cﬂ‘Lqu ck G Ly
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Cfficial Pablic Camment l b 2 b

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 [ suppont the science and study that
preduced the Fiow Evaluaton 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
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally m,a’?dated reskoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ,/J,é:,,(/{y;; . /@L@cézxéffxp

Name: /J;;ra/ﬂ.zf C;/“ja’ =
Address: H3 S (arove SA

City/StateiZip: Aol s o [t Yid

\ 027

[ 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 Evzluation Repor, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wikdlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therafore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough 10
achieve a [egally mandsted restoration of the scosystem

Gfficial Pudiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thank You, -,
ame; Groen 3o (7 Cig v fronagts
Address: PO, Pow &=

City/State/Zip: G,J\Q(r‘,( Ir:‘l_) Tl To @ nd A

|b28

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilg I support the science and study that
produced ihe Finw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnptiods about the amount of water that vould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
achigve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

: ) Official Publie Comiment
Dear El_Sﬁ’EIR Team Members: -

Name: Lﬂsﬁ’\'ﬁ %A_SVM
Address: 279 g.b,\-r P lﬂh\o

City/State!Zip: T

¢ A OSEHD

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

1626-1
1627-1
1628-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Pauline Gruenler, Carol C. Clevelana,

and Lisa A. Ponseler

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Oficial Public Comment \b Z‘-] Postcards from Chris Rossiter, Kenneth Del Monte, and Warren Richter

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1629-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1630-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creasing ths Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1631-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w the C¥F. Therefore, the Prefarred Alternasive does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restovation of the ecosystem,

Thank You, A
Name: éhlﬂﬁ gﬁ?ﬁ.’@f
Address; ZE [Povta bu-

Ciry/State/Zip: D 42 AVAN] ie i &,Z:) FHEZE

Giffrcial Public Comment \ b 30
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 peccent of the samral water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ampunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trmity River Division, and addizional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name:
Address: ﬁé\‘ Kennedh Del Mocre

i . ?‘\ 1923 28 Avenue
City/State/Zip: Sen Fransisco, €A $4116-5114]

s |15 700 VW0 DYOR 1 PP IS IO (OO 1 T PO £ Y R AR I 6 PP

Official Public Comment ‘ b 3 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 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalualion 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 warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, / .
Name: 4@%&{’&7\) ZCW/ .
Address: /09‘5_ L LG pAD D

City/State/Zip: /\é&i‘?’?’&,"gﬂ' ‘-?"94?1/7

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

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\ lo 3 2 Postcards from Patricia Stow, Russell Hill, and Elizabeth Elder

_ 1632-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturaf water tlow
from the Teinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that . . . A
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1633-1 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 fegislation 1634-1 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, . .
Wame: QCWI{'_{Q, Slown

Address: G2 M Ve Podille
Ciry/State/Zip: j_,,th_-;: h - Goeny

Official Public Commeny \ w 3 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While 7 support the seicnes and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaunt 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 CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far emough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank ¥pu,

Namg:

Address: 8 O‘?:& ?2 OR of
Clity/State/Zip: ,'%ff}ygj_ ¥ <A FY4ro

Cfficial Public Comment \ ba q .

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

usseel three

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amuung of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferted aliermative does nut go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restosation of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Nome: Elizapeth Elpler
Address: d’q? -71541[( s’j’-
City/State/Z1p: M?‘O

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

Cfficial Public Comment \ b 56
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
{rom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislanon creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additional legislation
clear]y gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altenative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, o

Name: Pat Manly {j‘ﬁ?
8 ey e — :

Address: Lod, CA 95241-2584

City/State/Zip:

Gfficial Public Comment ‘ b 3 b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & 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 Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abost the amount of water that could be availabte for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Triniiy River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Alternative does not go far enouwgh to
achieve a legaliy mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: KATA-NGYES
Address: 471 LAIDLEY STREET
Citv/Siate/Zip: SAN FRANCISCO. GA_ 94111

Gfficial Public Comment ] w 5 ?
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 I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available far the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversicn of any water
ter the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough o
achiave a legally magdated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yau, yﬁ';%,_ T e
Name; TR A

Address: SANR CRESP, DE.
City/State!Zip: pﬁr:mm) CA* G

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

Postcards from Pat Manly, Katia Noyes, and Thomas F. Noll

1635-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1636-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1637-1 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

Postcards from F. Chandler Young, Jr., Robert J. Moffat, and
Official Public Comment \ w 5% Kathy KOhbel‘gel'

Dear E{S/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversien of no more thal‘ 30 peecent of the natural water fow . . P . P
fiom the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that 1638-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . s o,
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 1639-1 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 . . P .
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs nut go far enough to 1640-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legully mandated restaration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

. ./
Name: = CH,;L.;;,LEQ.- imfs\lﬁ?.
Address: ol Sad el CAE

City/State/Zip: Tesse Qs O D!

Offfcial Public Camment ‘ b sq

Dear EES/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 suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diverzion of any water
te the CVWFP. Therefore, the Praferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve z legally mandated resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: pﬂ\ﬁiv:\\ T. MDM H
Address: 1233 Badeidy, fe ; /ﬁl
City'StateiZip: _ Mok ?cmldj C LT VRN

Official Public Comment U q o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

; produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by
4 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 wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does niot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the scosystem.

Thank You, Q‘(c‘.{“—v\—
Name: aH i v
Address: 42 Haigint £

CitylSwieZip: __Saw Feanciyco (F 44((y

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-666
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Brian Kearny, Kenneth Howell, and Bruce Wilson

Official Pub!(c Comment \ U q ‘

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: 1641-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the aatural water flow . . . .
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that 1642-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the siver, 1643-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiifs priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, C{‘
Name: /—gﬁ"af’\ ] fmnu/

Address: ISe "20(‘\'{’[&‘_)! W /{J/
City/State/Zip: _Sh, o4 Suil2™}

Official Public Comement \ b q 2

Dear EiS/EIR Team Mambers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Triniry 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,
Legislatian ereating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlific priotity over the diversion of any water
tw the CVP. Therefoce, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You, )

Name: i‘f—-g“ b m\ '\wa'u.,
Address: 72 BN VI3NG
City/State/ Zip: /"“??'\'HTM C./d' 3’|£\J '7

Officiul Public Comment l U q 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

; 1 support & diversion of Ao more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

i from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trimty River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly gives Tomity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally manda? f:.torauon of the ecosystem.

Thank You,. === o
Narne: (IS D\} E?T\',‘)’\/]
Address: ﬁ:ﬂ é‘a_ﬁa(ié. J)'\r

City/State/Zip: F \1“‘1;:&% i q—cﬁq ?O

K./'Q = -
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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:

\ Lﬂ qu' Postcards from Steve Anderson, John Cecconi, and Victoria Harris

. . “" . : ”
E support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow 1644-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1645-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumprian about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . us P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife privrity over the diversion of any warer 1646-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

tg the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough w
achieve 3 lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Naing: S1eve SAuoekgor)
Address: 159 Conafhenip 5. BN

City/State/Zip:  Spmp fondciseo O SY(i)

Official Public Comment \ b q s

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trimty River Duvision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tonity fish apd wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. efore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achicve a lem a. restoration of the ecesystem.
Thank You,ﬁz W\}g .
Name: lﬂ.ﬁ i
Address: Qﬂ“q‘ 3 IET-'F‘ v VE

il

City/State/Zip: {/jE-OMJWJ M ”['—{ CZ H

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

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water tflow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study (hat
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 additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fur enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: VicAn o \)‘ AP
Address: =3 %*\“ A e,

City/State/Zip: Howle ot ' (. ANOLE

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

Official Public Commient

\ U qq Postcards from Charles Dvorak, Debra Gluskin, and Carolyn E. Noll

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1647-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
{ suppert a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow ) ) . o,
from the Trinity River Basin. White 1 support the science and study that 1648-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report; the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, - . . P .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation 1649-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty 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 ceosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: cé&réj ﬁb’f)l"ﬁ%
Address: S25 AJ’LZ'«M /4 Ve
Clty/Seate/Zip: »da fo 4/!‘0 7_&414 94306

Official Public Comment l w u g

Dear EIS/EIR Team Nembers:

I support a diversion ¢f no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fromn the Trny River Basin. While I support the scienee 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,
Legisiation crealing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority over the diversion of any water
t0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ) )
e OERA (ol OSIE ~
Address: I_ ‘1 Ol @m S*’#imcj
Ciry/State/ Zip: %%@ ; C/"JI'

e T rees

Official Public Comment l b qq

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm 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 Evailuation 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 Alwernative does not go far enough to
achleve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You,

Name: ﬁ%éy,/i f . Wﬂ/ﬁ
Address: (263 {fesne Eps

i City/State/Zip: ﬁ%;i‘éf_gﬂf (A, i%—'{é’
o

) N ;l
L = D3-669
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pubilc Comment \ b 5 O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basit, While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an 4ssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the niver.
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 fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You, )

Name: Lj @ Qm F\L[

Address: 2i7 ctedicae (riwss Tare
CiyiState/Zip. il tnged Tkl p

P

Official Pubiic Comment ‘ b 5 |
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repory, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warter that coutd be available for the river.
Lewislation ¢resting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trmltv fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the C\«’P Therefore, the Preferred Aliwmative doss not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Matne: (R A ;
el A i,
Address: ng m@l‘%
Ciry/State/Zip: T *'75/??91 p/?, )

Vd

Dear EIS/EIR Teant Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral 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 af water that could be avzilable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
clegrly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefort, the Preferred Alrernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restorarion of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .
Name: (o EU Tyasskl
Address: 263 MLV TE w AvE.

City/State/Zin: _Los ALT oS, CA GHOYY

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

Official Public Conment | b s 2

Postcards from J. G. Smith, Charles Cadman, and Tony Plutynski

1650-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1651-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1652-1 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 EES/EIR Team Members:

‘ Lo 6 3 Postcards from Harold Harris, Barry Hutten, and Tripp T. Diedricits

1653-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I supporct a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natusral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that . . up: P
produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the recommendations were limited by 1654-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an asswmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . _— .
Lzgislation creating the Frinity River Division, and additional lzgislation 1655-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You, .
Name: Hﬁrofa/ H&:‘"F“‘S
Address: o103 @Sf'fLW:ZM»J et

CityiState/Zip: @a.k«;zj'ﬁ'e . 83372

Official Public Camment 1 U 5 q

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

T suppurt a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
irom the Trinity River Basin, While T support the seicnce and siudy that
producad the Flow Evaluation Repen, the recommendations wers limited by
an assutnption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating tha Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daes not go far enough w
achieve # legaliy mandated restaration of the ecosysiem

Thank You, - )

WName: A D!v‘ %’f&"‘
) P ¥

Address: A a. &x {n 5

Citw/Stae/Zip: ﬁ'| A vin ¢ ’(1’\1 LKQJ_CH
9354y,

Official Public Commrenit l U 5 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, ij,,;;,m/”

Name: TRire 1. Droerrin
Address: f&a’!@ =

City/Smte/Zip: _ ton Spmmmed , (4 pons 7

. . ’
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Postcards from John Felde, Thelma Fields, and Miriam Miller

Offficial Prblic Comment I U Sb

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1656-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . . .,
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that 1657-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoct, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 5 . . “Fisheries.”
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation 1658-1 Please see thematic responses titled sheries

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alismative does nor go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: - John Felde
Address: TE7B Snuirewncd Way

| Cuparting, CA 95014

Official Public Comment \ w 5 q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

City/State/Zip:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any waree
16 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough 10
achieve a [agally mandated restoration of the ecosyatem.

Thank You,
Name: T' e A Ff.ri" 05
Address: S it St

City/State/Zip: SAN frn 1;'1—)/1.(3){ o,
4 77

Qfffcial Public Comment \ b 5 %
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppart a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assutnption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Ttinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve = legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem,

Thank Vou, R

Name:

Address: 2ee?. (0 1 ’
City/State/Zip: £ OIE. LY EI,EE FHTTO

. . ’
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Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

upsq Postcards from George C. Kaplan, Don Boyd, and Seth Curley

. : “" . : ”
T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow 1659-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1660-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legslation creating the Triniy River Division, and addimonal legislation . . u: P
cle:lly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warter 1661-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the WP, Therefore, the Prefemed Allemative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You, C' i
Name! Lece UEN = i{"’}{"“ //clﬂq /Mﬁ,pa’_—_..
Address: Ld3s Arell \(7" ! )

City/State/Zip: l@r.r‘Mw}r (oo G4 9

Official Public Comment ‘ w b o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
{rom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recorumendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of weter thai could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addinoenal legislation
elearly gives Tnwity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVPF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restorarion of the ecosystem.

Thatk You.

Name: II—E’ s )6 & >/_D
Address: T34 s ;f/ﬂp,%/é‘fz’/ﬂ/ Fockrd

City'State/Zip: _¢ £ % V¥ T e’ ¥y p 9V 7/57/

(fficial Pubiic Comment \ bu ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppori a diversion of ne mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the: Flow Evaivation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be availahle for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionzl lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Tharnk You,
Name: 9 efta C-J ¢ 'I.L\‘f
Address: 2902 4 ™S MK

City/State/Zip: Sun  Froeusas & A4t o

S @,
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o Postcards from Leila M. Ruiz, Fritz Snideman, and Robert J. Moffat
Hficial Public Comment
Dear EIS'EIR Team Members:
. . “" . : ”
I support & diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water fiow 1662-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that ) . . o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1663-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1664-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysem

Thank You,
Name: : M Fute
Address: Hpz Qyhe 5t C”

City/State/Zip: S-—u Prangsm A 3o

Offictal Public Comment \ U u 3
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and srudy thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh o
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: {’;;_’!{ s_(:”?fﬁﬁm‘&;‘

Address: M0 Wil I ,.0}7-{ éJ,V‘ _
Ciry/Stare/Zip: Meg\ﬁg M OQL 79//2,(

Official Public Comment \ b b q

Déar EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thetefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: pbb«’ﬁ‘ :’Y: N\ém
Address: kN STt 2.

City/State/Zip: AL v\ O G\i’d 25/_

AN V 3 .’l
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\Lb US Postcards from Edward Calleros, Jeff Hunt, and James Shea

1665-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

fram the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scisnce and swudy that ~ . . P .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1666-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver. ) ] ) )
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1667-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

ta the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far encugh o

achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You

Name: , EU/&’J (C[ C‘f /(’,rgj
Address: o0 W /
Cley/State/Zip: A’?—Msﬁ_ Cff', ?{7@2
Peshle the boater Flow Hlease /

Official Public Comment b b b
Dear ETS/ETR Team Members:

I support 2 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 Eeport, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer thar could be available for the siver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearfy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the C¥P. Therefare, the Proferred Alternative does nor go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

Namne; — SEE /7{.(/1. il
Address: ’T?/,Q é’:‘f’/diéué Lf
CityiSteiZip: [/ édfin (o8 FE777

-oﬁ‘ Toiat Pubhc Comment \ m b?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Mow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstern,

Thank You,
Name: \.‘ e S % l’\(’.n{
Address: [Fee N Zegssw A

City/State/Zip: (oA €A G345,
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Official Public Comment b b%
Dear ETS/EIR Teaum Members:

I suppont a diversion of no more thar 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Repott. the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife prianity over the diversion of any water
w the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve @ legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, v
Name: QL\Q lm— SL Loy
Address: Dos o Botbew dn

City/StateiZip; rs4een  Ca S iLe)

Official Public Comment b bﬁ
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

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

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

Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversien of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystam.

Thank You, .

Name: \\:D g™ \D e/ oT"’j

Address: 4% 6 Laly DQ .
City/State/Zip: !W LA A lgoe "‘ % Q\P‘Q[ Lr\

Official Public Comment ' b ? O

Dear EYS/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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitcd by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
chearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion af any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank ¥ou, R
Name: '{“ ll(lr‘ HP ~
Address: LAY U .‘w’{q i2d.

City/State/Zip: b a (\{L"\c-ﬂlﬂ i(ﬂ Vo

RDD/TRINITY1530-1670.D0C

Postcards from Sheila Shea, Don Devoto, and Al Kelley

1668-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1669-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1670-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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