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

Postcards from Gary Rolleman, David J. Banks, and Barbara Bazan

Official Public Comment Llo ? l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1671-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P .
from the Trimity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 1672-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recomumendarions were limited by

an assumption ghout the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1673-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

MName: b 5 1Ak, ] L3 tary
Address: = ?:Sé Gz?adrw/},ﬁ <
CityStaneiZip. _~50 Qugc CA D27 2

Official Public Comument \ b l Z
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 Reporr, 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 legiglation
clearly gives Trimty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: David J, Banks
Address: 174 Tolgaie

Sistacs, OR 97752

CitysState/Zip; %"

Official Public Comment ‘ b 1 3

Dear E1S/ETR Team Members:

I 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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the C¥WP. Therefore, the Prefermid Altemnative does nor go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: Lsbon é/a &
Addyess: Ao Bos 178

City/Sate/Zip: gj,,pjj, e Cal 8-S
7
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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:

' lp .]Ll _ Postcards from William R. Nelson, Larry Kuticka, and B. Wensrich

1674-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of ag more thet 30 percent of the narural water fiow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 1675-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
prodused the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendanons were limited by

an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . P .,
Legislatiopn creating the Trinity River Division, and additicomal legislation 1676-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water

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

achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Wame: "QA(Z;&»««. ﬁ:%’ff’é‘h
Address: T32G Lof (28l Ty
City/State/Zip: v(??’,/ﬂ-rffmj_{/?4 G256

Qfficial Public Comment l b l i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flosw
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 waier that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ¢eosystem.

Thank You,
Name: LAres KRouticka
Address: 635 Atbhemarie (Waw

City'Stae'Zip: Buriingamre, Ca ® F4010

f
D C¢7
Official Publiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥Members: b

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produged the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amolit of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any warer
1o the CVP. Thersfare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢eneugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration af the ecosystem,

Thank You, . -
Name: 7< 0\)6""’ 57 (Qé 9 -
Address: q( C'.i" __ﬁ/ C‘;’veb [L‘ (e

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

Postcards from Neil Palmer, Andrew Kerfoot, and Jon Haumeder

Qfficial Public Comment ‘ b1 l

Dear EIS/EIR Team NMembers:
. : “ : : ”
1677-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study that . . Py . ”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, Lhepr[::cumme:ndutions were limited by 1678-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation 1679-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Alrernative does not go far enough w

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem

Thank You,
Name: ,7&;( %"-)
Address. /oLa fvgel HH

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment 18
Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

I support a diversien of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basim. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and adéditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warter
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alrernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystern.

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

Officlal Public Comnient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: b

L suppart 2 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the naturaf water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
201 assumption ebout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Bivision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Altemative doss not go far cnohgh 10
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ceosysiam.

Thank You,

Wame: g)f)h’\ f-‘hUMéi"
Address: A 4 st
CrystateZipn _Afate _CA 9557
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

- , Postcards from Joan Levy, Cunielle Rich, and Daniel Lee
Qfficial Public Conunent ‘ u 3 O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . “" . : ”
I support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the nateral water flow 1680-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that . . s o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1681-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
{egiglation erearing the Trininy River Division, and additional legistation . . Py . P
clearly gives Trinity s and wildlife pricrity ever the diversion of any wates 1682-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem

Thank You,
Name: Joan Levy
Address: O G\l-@nc’ﬁ.éﬂ_ Dr.

CiysweZin _ Precadka, Cn G5519

. Official Public Cotmment 8 |
Dear 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 1 support the science and study that
prodeced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the ammount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Tharefore, the Prefirmed Altemnative does nor go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ~

Thank Yaou, } R
Lo A CE

Narne; A 'y
Address: Ao .
City/State/Zip: EE&%@" ﬂg Caa\. C'; QS(TD}-\
, Official Public Comment u 8 Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and smudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trnity River Divizion, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

9

Thank You,
Name: Do} e (o
Address: T =Tl Al e el

Cley/State/Zip. P md of T
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Public Comnient
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

' lpg 3 ‘ Postcards from Howard Freiman, Greg Jones, and Mya Rich-Zeeb

1683-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppert the science and study that . . s o
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were timited by 1684-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an essumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation 1685-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,

Name: ALLMJ_EZMJQ—
Address: UGl W’&&w
CltyiState/Zip: 4_%&:’&_(1‘7 ‘?gg;\l'

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

1 suppore a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendarions were limited bv
an asswmption about the amount of water that coukd be available for the eiver.
Legislation creating the Trinfty River Division, and additional lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve @ legally mandated restoration of the scusystern.

Thank You,
Name: C\f‘e.a\ an\e.g
Address: A 7304 ST oaeRd

Ciy/StateZip: SACRam gD A §5BIG

Official Pudlic Comment b 8 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science end study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that sould be available for the river.
Lepislation crealing the Trinity River Division, and additona)l legislation
clearly gives Trinicy fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achievy a [egally mandated resworation of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,
Name: Muin. Ridh—~2eey,
Address: “ Db eongt 24

City/Stlate/Zip:  _[hogyzlde. oo TS 2y
s =
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

= . Qfficial Publ‘!(’.’ Comment
1 Dcar EIS?‘E[R Team Members: »

LSl

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

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

Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistetion
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Theretore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name: A /-jé /)
Address: 275815 //7'/‘9::/» /!c:/a Ave.

/\//’c%w/ syl [(A95519- 7912

| &3

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

City/State/Zip:

i Official -Public Cormiment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of ary water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encuch to
achisve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
SN T W\ llers
Address: ol

ML—IZ( o D’L
]
{/5)’57

| L8

1 support & diversien of ne more that 30 pereent 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 lmited by

City/State/Zip:

(Hificial Public Comment
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

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

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Praferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

Name: Zy Z?é,% ,&A’W
Address: ‘_//(_.:T;(S'ff Wﬂu’_{_ St & S
City'State/Zip: it R Ax "4

RDD/TRINITY1671-1720.D0C
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Postcards from Stanley N Roscoe, Ph. D., Jim Miller,
and Zetta L. Graysover

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

q _ Postcards from Dennis Kellett, Ted Graupner, and Wade Meier
Official Public Comnient | b%

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i . 1689-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While { support the scicnee and study (hat . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1690-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislatiqn crea_tir_ug the Trinity _Riw_’er Di_vis_ion, and addi_lionall legistation 1691-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Alrernative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thenk You,
Name: f}’ A f /< f/ﬁ’r’-
Address: 7/? Zr 3 f Liraing L{U" &

CityiState/Zip: (C/& L A A Aei ,2 £ /,d 4?’.'1«)/?’

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

[ support & diversion of no mote thar 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 pives Trinity fish and wildlifz priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefetred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, —EY o 4u PuCT
Name: 5
Address: R 4 GM‘C ?LassnME\

CityiStateiZip: C’,’c«.\r_dc.ﬁle Cas s34 '

Official Pubtic Comment ‘ uq ‘

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 | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluatdon Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trmity River Division, and additional tegislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yeu,
Name: % /’Zz‘ %2‘/2/ o
o2

Address:

Ciy/SureiZipn 2 ?‘"_’ . i’f_‘fﬂ

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

Qfficiel Public Conment
Dear EIS/ELR Team Members:

‘ ' q 2 Postcards from Ken Eugene, Les Junge, and Roger Silber
1692-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support a diversion of no maee that 30 percent of the natural water fow

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1693-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation vreating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation 1694-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough 10

achieve & legally mandared restoration of the ecesystem.

Thank You, K CUC_ u C
Name: \3“ S\EE A i .
Address: iy G WAL G ;‘;ﬁ-l{%

CityStateZin: Yavn  VHLE « [ O‘&QLS

Official Public Comnnent q 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T 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 be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, )
Name: ke N
Address: DT Vonxe huc

City/Stae/Zip: el nopoe. Co. S4ezGYR

Official Public Comment ‘ bq q
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Tenity River Division, and additional tegislation
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the eeosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Retez Sugee.
Address: lozxs 87 Ayl

Ciyiswmezip: _Agimag, (A 5350

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

Qfficial Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

\\Dq‘i Postcards from Mike Wintroath, Steve Corbin, and David Kruss

. . . P
1 suppost a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1695-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limiled by 1696-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . A
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prianity over the diversion of any water 1697-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, , . .
Name: /g.fé i/, vs? ”".'7/'/";
Address: L PE aad

Cfffcial Public Comment \ bq b

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

N & - . . o
City/State/Zip: o e P X é‘:}"_),_f‘_?
= L

[ suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptien about the amount of warer that could be available for the river,
Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the TVF. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: §P‘-(w—= [{;/ Af.u
Address: 262 Alesrede

City/State/Zip: Pedwonod &by Cn Ferod L

Official Public Comment uq 1
Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ] support the seience and snrdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an gssumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation vreating 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 w
achieve # legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: D&k;u‘k l<- l,“U":‘B

Address: _2E87 Clseans Ly
City/State/Zip: DA iM:ﬂI“‘if’LL—LA' GGYoz_

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

Gfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Tearn Members:

“ﬂq% _ Postcards from Shirley Penpraze, Linda Kruss, and Greg Leeson

1698-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
trom the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that . . P, .
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by 1699-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of wazer that could be available for the river. ) ) . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1700-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly pives Trity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thaok You,

Name: wﬁ
7 Farevsssuy FL

Address:

’
City!State/Zip: MFLCALGEHT, Coh, T /3D

Official Public Comneny l bqq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the narvral water flow
from the Trinity River Rasin, While | support the scisnce 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 additions! legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife privtity ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemarive does not go far enough to
achieve a Tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, P
Name: Liada KiNss
Address: AN MR s

City/State/Zip; S | Al g - [£48 qLit_LéZ_

Qfftcial Public Comment ' ? bo

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 | support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thar cauld be available far the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifi: priority over the diversion of any water
o the VP Thercfore, the Preferred Altemative does nar go far cnoegh to
achieve a lepably mandared restoration of the aeasystem

Thank Yon,
Name: C_j RECr Lﬁa%
Address: FPafl (74

City/State/Zip: i g[&g cAIEHT -

V ~ \:)’l D3-686
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from Jim Lynch Dated November 30, 1999

_:';-._‘5 L e e '---] : R ’ 1701-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
TS T ' ' O'J R P response is required.
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Letter from Martha and Jerry Aikman Dated November 28, 1999

- 1702-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
& \ _] o 2 1702-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
Martha & Jerry Aikman
2205 Road H
Redwood Valley
95470
November 28,1999
Hon. Bruce Babhitt
Secretary of the Interior
oo Mr, Joe Polos
Fish & Wildiite Service
1125 16th St, Rm 209
Arcata, CA 85521
Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Polos,
Please restore at feast 70% of the water flows to the Main stem Trinity 1702-1
River. The following are my reasons for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinty River Act of 1955, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and wildiife of the basin not be hartaed The Interior Secrelary was
directed to ensure that fish and wildlife in the basin were protected. However, since
the dams were completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90 percent
decline in the figheries by the earty 1990's. The coho salmon now Is listed under the
Endangered Species At, and steelhead are a candidate for listing.

2. The federal government's trust obligations to two Native American Tribes
have gone unfulfilled for more than 236 years because of excessive water ’ 1702-2
diversions from thé Tririty River. The time has come for the federal government to
begin fulfiling s legally mandated responsibiliies to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok
Tribes,

3. Two decadss of study and scientific evidence have given us the needed information
to make a good decision for the Trinfty. While the science and study that produced the
Flow Evaluation Report are sound, the recommendations were Iimnqg[pggg EETS)

0EG 06 1909

US st & Wiidife' Servigs
Arcaia. CA
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Letter from Martha and Jerry Aikman continued

Hen, B. Babbitt & Mr. Polos, ng. 2

assumption about the amount of water that could be avallable for the river. However,
more water can be made available since the legisiation creafing the Trinity River
Division, and later legislation, clearty gives Trinity fish and wildiite priority
over the diversion of any water to the CVP,

4. When the Trinity Is restored, the commerelal and sport fishing, rafting, and
tourism economies of the Northem Califotnia and Southem Oregon will rebound.

5. The Trinity River and its restoration program are compietely independent of the
CALFED process. Restoration of the Trinlty River Is mandated In the 1955 |egistation
authorizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildlife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act
{CVPIA). The CVYPIA reaffirms the Trinity's unlgque position within the Central Valley
Project {CVP) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the TrinRy is to be
consldered Independenily from other Callfornia water Issues.

6. The federal government's promise to maintaln a healthy fishery In the
Trinlty River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past legistation
mandated a fiow decision by the end of 1998, Hf these legislated promises are not
finally futfiled, why shoutd we befieve any promises developed through CALFED? A

restorsd Trinity Hiver will aliow Californians to have faith that the ongoing CALFED
négotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our state's water policies.

I respectfully urge you to restore a minlmum of 70% of Trinity River water
to the river, it fish and wildlife and to those of us who use the river for reereation
and our bvelihoods. Thank you for your time and consideration of this request.

Q7%!\_;1)&!':11&1 Aikman Jemy ﬁtilcmanz
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Letter from Joseph P. Paoluccio Dated November 30, 1999

: 1703-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
g 1103

PAOLUCCIO
-PAOLUCCIO
ASSOCIATES

ARCHTECTS ENGINEERS

Mr. Joa Polos

United States Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16th Street, Room 209

Acarta, California 95521

Dear Mr. Polos;

The Trinity River Is in terrible shape when compared to its pre dam beauty, | have fly fished this

river since the middle 50s, and have seen a continuous decling in the fishery and the quality of

the river. If you recall, just after the dam came a slow avalanche cf sand. Pools on the river,

including Indian Creek, were just smothered with sand. The dam killed the river, and it is

difficult tc overcome the problems it has created. The compromise is to increase flows. A flaw

of at least 70% of its natural flow rate is required to provide for a minimaily healthy ecology and }
fishery.

1703-1

| also remember the thousands of salmon on their spawning mission. A few salmon each year
naw spawn. This fact is a fundamental exprassion of our failure to understand river
management and fishery control - an international problem. We can do better with your help.

| know this letter is late in getting to yau, as | was in Moroceo during the hearings. Morocca's
rivers and the rivers throughout Eurape are a precursor of how our rivers will iook in a few
years, i we act properly and responsibly now.

Your efforis in this direction are appreciated.

Best Regards,

aoluccio
0 November 1999 )
AEGEIVED
JEG 08 1998
US FisH & Widiite Serifics
Arcata, CK

7175 CONSTRUCTION COURT ~ SAN DIEGO CALIFORMIA  B2121-2800  (619) 5788154  FAX (618} 578-3067
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11 oy Letter from Ronald A. Zuber Dated November 28, 1999

= _ - : 1704-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1704-1
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. ,705 Letter from Bruce A. Wray Dated November 29, 1999
11129199
. J08 Paloe e Service 1705-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear Sir,

1705-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

reasons [ believe the Frinity should ba aliowsd 1o keep &t Isast 70 percent of its

| am writing you regarding the Trinity River Fisheries EIS/R. For the following
1705-1
flow:

1. Contrary to the mandate of the Trinity River Act of 1955, there has
been a severe decline in the haalth of the river's fisheries;

2. Trinity River fish and wildlife have clear legal priority over the diversion
of any water to the CVP;

3. Restoration of Trinity flows will greatly improve the economy of the
ares; and

4. Itis time to end the federal government’s neglect of its trust obligations 1705-2
10 the Hoona and Hurok tribes because of excessive water diversions.

Sincerely,

Boner O U\)ﬁfﬁ/

65874 Quicksitver Rd_
Poliack Pings CA 95726

AXGEIVER
DEG 08 1808
H &

g Fsh & Wildiife Seriice
Arcata, CR .
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Letter from Joseph G. Petrofsky Dated November 30, 1999

Please see thematic response titled “Implementation Funding and

Relationship to Repayment, Reimbursement, and the CVPIA
Restoration Fund.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see Response 1389-4.
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Letter from Roger Lasich Dated November 29, 1999

1707
ey 1707-1 Please see thematic response titled “Implementation Funding and
i lousins Relationship to Repayment, Reimbursement, and the CVPIA

Restoration Fund.” Regarding the Preferred Alternative, please see
thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

29 Naverber, 1999

Joe Polos

U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16" Street, Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:

SUBJECT: WRITTEN COMMENTS ON TRINITY RIVER FISHERIES RESTORATION
ENVIQRNMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT ANE REPORT.

Et hes been almost forty years since completion of ehe dam on the Trinity River. The dam was
authorized by the Trinity River Act of 1935, which also mandated that the fish and wildlife of the
basin ot be harmed; the Interior Secretary was chartered to ensure this protection.
Unfortunately, the secretary has not fulfilled the public trast. Since that time, water diversions
have lead to a vinety-percent decline in the anadromous fish incfuding the presently listed
endangered silver salmon. H is past time that a Secretary of the Interior lives up to the promise.

If there is a group of Americans that understand false governmental promises, it is surely the

Native American population. The Yurok and Hoopa Valley Tribes were promised by the federal
that their Ecally, religiously and culturally important sabmon would be

pmtecM——mtannﬂmpmsze broken. It is past time that this promise is made good.

The twenty years of scientific study that went in mﬂmHowEwlmonRgpnn,whﬂesnund, was
fimited by & false assumption abom the amaunt of water that was available for the river. More
water is available since the legislation creating the Trinity River Division and later Jegislation,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ity over the diversion of any water to the Central
Valley Project.

Since funding cuts forthe mechamu] resteration of the Trinity have been implemenzed, it is

doubtful that the mech ion will continue as mandated. Without adequate funding

thre Trinity cannot be restored; we therefare need to have some sort of reliable funding 1707-1
guaranieed. Also, the Preferred Altemnative prescribed annual watershed minoff of forty-eight

percent is insufficient.

There can be no doudt of e positive effects of a heal thy Trinity River on the depressed econamy
of Humboldt and Trinity Counties. Sport fishermen visit and spend money over a moch longer
period af time each year than any cther group.

The Trinity River and its restoration program are Hetely independ oftheCAI..FED
process. Restoration of the Trinity is & mlhe1955‘ islath ?&u
the Trinity River Diivision, the Trinity River Basin Fish and Wnldl:te Mgementh ﬂ =D

and the Central Valley Project Implvv:mentAcl {CVPIA). The CVFIA reaffirms 1he~Tnmty %006
i

“J5 Fish & Wildlife Szrvica
'+ Arcata. CE

<~ v ALY
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Letter from Roger Lasich continued

unique position within the CVP, and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinity is to be
considered independently of other California water issues.

At present negotiations are in progress in conjunctien with the CALFED proocess that will
determine how much water will be aliowed 1o flow through the San Francisco Bay and Delta in
the years to come. Since the federal government’s promise to maintait adequate flows in the
Trinity has been disregarded for nearly farty years, how can environmentalists bargzin in good
faith? ¥ environmentalists ate to have any faith at all in the process, the federal government must
demonstrate some willingness to, finally, enforce the law on the Trinity.

Having attended a pubic comment hearing of the Trinity EIS/R two things became readily
apparent by me. First, opponents are trying to delay the decision of the secrelary becanse they see
handwriting on the wall. Second, tey are trying o make arguments to keep water that was never
theirs to begin with. It seems that the federal government’s failure to enforce the law has led
them to believe that this water was always their right. It is truly a case of tack of enforoement
leading to @ virtual change of law. Thirty-six years is enough time, and it is fime the federal
government lives tp to its obligations. No more delays for the illegal water users, and oo mote
delay in assuring the legal flows in the Trinity will retumn.’

Sincerely yours '
%@MW
Roger Lasich

Ce: Friends of Trinity River
Mr. Byron Leydecker

V ~ \:)’l D3-696

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY1671-1720.D0C



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

- : Letter from Larry MacLeitch Dated November 28, 1999

-

‘ 7 08 1708-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

: 1708-2 Please themati i “Tri ”
Larry MacLettch see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.

280 Vichy Hiils Dr.
Uklah, CA
95482

Novernber 28,1999
Hon. Bruce Babbitt
Secretary of the Interior
¢fo Mr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16th St,, Rm 209 :
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Polos,

. 1708-1
Please restore at least 70% of the water flows o the Main stem Trinity }
River. The following are my reasons for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinity River Act of 1955, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and wildlife of the basin not be harmed. The interior Secretary was
directed to ensure that fish and wildlife in the basin were protected. However, sincs
the dams were completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90 percent
decline in the fisheries by the early 1990's. The coho saimon now is listed under the
Endangered Species Act, and steelhead are a candidate for listing.

2. The federal governments trust ohllgations to two Natlve American Tribes
have gone unfulfilled for more than 36 years because of excessive waler
diversions from the Trinity River. The time has come for the federal govemment to
begin {ulfiling its legally mandated responsibilities 1o the Hoopa Valley and Yurok
Tribes.

1708-2

3. Two decades of study and scienfific evidence have given us the needed information
to make & good decision for the Trinity. While the science and study that produced the

AN\
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Letter from Larry MacLeitch continued

/ Hon. B. Babbitt & Mr. Polos, pg. 2

assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. However,
maore water can be made available since the legislation creating the Trinlly River
Division, and later leglslation, clearly glves Trinity fish and wildtife priority
over the diversion of any water to the CVP.

4. When the Trinity is restored, the commercial and sport flshing, rafting, and
tourism economies of the Northemn Califomia and Southem Oregon will rebound.

5. The Trinity River and its restoration program are completely independent of the
CALFED process. Restoration of the Trinity River Is mandated in the 1955 legislation
authorzing construction of the Trinity Fiver Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildlife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act
(CVPiA). The CVPIA reaffimns the Trinity's unique position within the Central Vallay
Project (CVP) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinity Is to be
consldered independently from other California water issues.

6. The federal government's promlse to maintaln a healthy fishery In the
Trinity River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past lagislation
mandated a flow decision by the end of 1996. If these legislated promises are not
finally fufilied, why should we belleve any promises developed through CALFED? A
_ rastored Trinity River wit-allow-Galifornians 1o have faith that the ongeing CALFED
negotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our state’s water policies.

1 respectiully urge you lo restore a minimum of 70% of Trinity River water
to the river, lts fish and wildlife and io those of us who use the river for recreation
and our kvelincods. Thank you for your time and consideration of this request.

Sincerely, &L\,‘J((,—\
! W .

Larry Macl efich

) N ° s
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1709

Lucy MaclLeltch
1451 Madrone Dr.
Uklah, CA
95482

November 28,1939
Hon. Bruce Babbitt
Secretary of the Interfor
¢/o Mr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wildiife Service
1125 16th St., Rm 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Polos,

Please restore at least 70% of the water fiows to the Maln stem Trlnlly}1709_1

River. The following are my reasons for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinity River Act of 1855, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and wildiife of the basin not be harmed. The Interior Secretary was
directed to ensure thet fish and wildlife in the basin were protected. However, since
the dams were completed in 1963, water diverslons led to a nearly 90 percent
decline In the fisheries by the early 1990's. The coho salman now is listed under the
Endangered Species Act, and steelhead are a candidate for listing.

2. The federal government's trust obligatlong to twe Native American Tribes

have gone untulfified for more than 36 years because of excessive water 1709-2

diversions from the Trinity River. The fime has come for the federal government to
begin fulfiling its legally mandated responsibifities to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok
Tribes.

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidenice have given us the needed information
to make a good decision for the Trinity. While the science and study thai produced
Flow Evatuation Report are sound, the recommendations were limited bﬁéﬁﬁ (AEES
DET 66 19859 )

. =1 it SEITICE
a8 ﬁsnﬁrz"“{g‘.ﬂgi
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Letter from Lucy MacLeitch Dated November 28, 1999

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
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Letter from Lucy MacLeitch continued

Hon. B, Babbitt & Mr. Palos, pg. 2

assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. However,
mare water can be made avallable since the legisiation creating the Trinity River
Division, and later legislation, clearly gives Trinity flsh and wlidlife priority
over the diversion of any water to the CVP.

4. When the Trinity is restored, the commercial and sport fishing, rafting, and
tourlsm economies of the Northern California and Southern Cregon will rebound.

5. The Trinity River and its restoration program are completsly independent of the
CALFED process. Restaration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1955 legislation
authorizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildlife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act
(CVPIA). The CYPIA reaffirms the Trinity's unique position within the Central valley
Project (CVP) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinity is to be
consldered independently from other Callfornia water Issues.

6. The federal government's promige tc malniain a healthy fishery in the
Trinity River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past legislation
mandated a flow decision by the end of 1996, f these legislated promises are not
finally fulfilled, why sheuld we befieve any promises deveioped through CALFED? A
restored Trinity River will allow Californians to have faith-that-the ongoing CALFED
negotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our state's water policies.

I respectfully urge you to restore a minimum of 70% of Trinlty River water

to the river, its fish and wildiife and to those of us who use the river for recreation
and our livelioods. Thank you for your time and consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

<~ v 2\
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1710

¢
Nevember 28,1999

Hon. Bruce Babbitt
Secretary of the Interior
cfo Mr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Rm 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Polos,

Please restore at least 70% of the water flows to the Main stem Trlnlty} 1710-1

Rlver. The following are my reasons for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinity River Act of 1955, autharizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and wildiife of the basin not be harmed. The Intetior Secretary was
directed 1o ensure that fish and wildlife in the basin were protected. However, since
the dams wers completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90 percent
decline in the fisheries by the early 1990's. The coho satmon now is listed under the
Endangered Species Act, and steelhead are a candidate for listing.

2. The tederal governments trust obligations to two Native Amerlcan Tribes
have gone unfulfilled for more than 36 years because of excessive water
diversions from the Trinity River. The time has come for the faderal government to
begin fuffilling its legally mandated responsibilities to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok
Tribes.

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the needed information
to make a good decision for the Trinity. While the science and study that produced the
Fiow Evaluation Report are sound, the recommendations were [fimited by an
assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, However,
more water can be made avaiiable since the legislation creating the Trinity River
Division, and later fegislation, clearly gives Trinity fish and widiite ipriority

over the diverslon of any water to the CVP. P
DEC 56 1899
LIS Eish & Wildiite Serice
Arcata, Cp
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Letter from Catherine Wasow and Charlie Farrelly Dated
November 28, 1999

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
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. Letter from Catherine Wasow and Charlie Farrelly continued

Hon. B. Babbitt & Mr. Poles, pg. 2

4. When the Trinity Is restored, the commerciai and sport fighing, rafting, and
tourlsm economies of the Northern California and Southemn Oregon will rehound.

5. The Trinity River and its restoration program are completely independent of the

CALFED process, Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1955 iegislation .

authorizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and

Wildife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act

(CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffirms the Trinity's unique position within the Centra Valley

Project (CYP) and clearly sets Jorth that restoration of the Trinity Is to be
Idered Independently from other Californla water lssues.

6. The federal government's promise ic malntain a healthy flshery In the
Trinlty River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past legistation
mandated a flaw decision by the end of 1996. I these legistated promises are not
finally fuffilled, why should we believe any promises developed through CALFED? A
resiored Trinity River will allow Californiars to have fajth that the ongoing GALFED
negotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our state's water policies.

| respectfully urge you to restore a minimum of 70% of Trinity River water
to the river, iis flsh and wildife and to thosa of us who use the river for recreatmn
and our fiVelifoody. Thank you far your time and consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

é/\l " :3.
T NP D3-702
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Letter from Charlie Farrelly and Catherine Wascow Dated

B 1 November 28, 1999
N Charile Farrelly & Catherlne Wascow . . .,
3072, Westerly PL 1711-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Ukiah, CA
98482 1711-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

) Novembar 28,1999
Hon. EBruce Babbltt
Secretary of the Interior
/o Mr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wildiife Service
1125 16th 8t., Rm 269
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Polas,

1711-1
Please restore at feast 70% of the water flows 1o the Main stem Trinlty
River. The following are my reasens for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinity River Act of 1855, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and wildlife of the basin not be harmed. The Interior Secretary was
direcled to ensure that fish and wildiife in the basin were protacted. * Howsver, since
the darns were completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 99 percent
decline In the fisheries by the early 1950's. The coho salmon now is fisted under the
Endangered Species Act, and steethead are a candidate for listing.

2. The federal government's trust obligations to two Native American Tribes 1711-2
have gone unfulfiiled for more than 36 years because of excessive water
diversicns from the Trinity River. The time has come for the federal government to
begin fulfiling its legally mandated responsibiliies to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok
Tribes.

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the needed information )
1o make a good decislon for the Trinity. While the science and study that produced the
Flow Evaluation Report are sound, the recommendations were limited by an )
HEGEIVED
£5 T+ 996

TI8 Eali & Wicits Semvice
Areatc, ok

-
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Letter from Charlie Farrelly and Catherine Wascow continued

Hon. B. Babbitt & Mr. Polos, pg. 2

assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. However,
mare water can be made available since the legislation creating the Trinity River
Division, and later legisiation, cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority
over the diverslon of any water ic the CVP.

4. Wher the Trinity Is restored, the commercial and sport fishing, rafting, and
tourlgm economies of the Northern California and Southern Cregon will rebound.

5. The Trinity River and lis restoration program are completely independent of the
CALFED process. Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1955 legislation
authorizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildiife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Profect Improvement Act
(CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffimms the Trinity's unicue position within the Central Valley
Project (CVF) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinity 1s to be
congldered Independenily from cther Callfornia water issues,

6. The federa} government's promise to maintain a healthy fishery in the
Trinity River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past legistation
mandated a flow decision by the end of 1996. ¥ these legislated promises are not
finally fulfilled, why shouki we believe any promises developed through CALFED? A
restored Trinity River will allow Caiiforians—te. have faith that the ongoing CALFED
negotigtions will produce meaningful improvement in our state's water policies.

I respectfully urge you to restore a minlmum of 70% of Trinlty Hiver water
1o the river, Its fish and wildlife and to those of us who use the river for recreation
and our livelihoods. Thank you for your time and consideration of this requiest.

Sincerely,
Catharine W,

Chatlie Farrelly
. -

> D3-704
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l 1 | 2 Letter from Kate Wilson Dated November 29, 1999
’ ew[ﬁoﬁ .
1712-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
el (o3} &11-0522 Fax (707) d00-s002 . : C I 1712-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

Navimber 29, 1999
M. Joe Polos . .
U.S. Fish and Wildiie Service

1125 16th 8., Room 209
Arcata, CA 93521 .

Dear Mr. Polos,
River monagement is an important pari of mairtaining healthy fisheries and
ensuring adequate water supply to cammunmes 1 am writing in support of restoring 1712-1
the Trinity River and its entire ecosystem by impl ting a flow regime which allows
the Trinity to keep at least 30 percent of its ﬂow Hawever since the dams were
completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90 percent decline in the fisheries by
ihe early 1990s. The coho salmon now is listed under the Endangered Species Act, and
steelhead are a candidate for listing. The decline af 90 percent of the fish population by
the 1990's is cause to increase the flow af the Trinity River to of least 30% of its oﬂgmaf
capacm;

The Trindy River Act af 1955, authorlzmg tl!e dam, spectﬁ:alb’ windated that
the fish and wildlife of the basin not be harmed, The Interior Secretary was directed to
ensure that fish and wildlife in the basin were protected.  However, since the dams were
completed in 1963, water diversions led 1o a nearly 90 percent decline in the fisheries By
the early 1990s. The coho salmon now is listed under the Endmgered Species Act, and
s:eefhead are a candidate fi)r listing.

Two American Indion tribes have beén demea‘ water rzghts fo the Trmuj; River
because of excessive water diversions to the Central Vailey. It is important that the
federal government honor its trust obligations to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok . 1712-2
American Indian tribes. The time hus come for the federal government to hegin ’
- fuifilling its legally mandated responsibilities fo the Hoopa Vailey and Furok Tribes.

-RECERVED

. DEC 05 1999

US Fish & Wildlife Sedjice
Arcata, CA

<~ v 2\
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Letter from Kate Wilson continued

- s Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated i the 1955 legislation authovizi

 constructioni of theTrinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildife
Mariggemenit Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA). I
 -urge you o take steps toward restoving the Trinity River. When the Trinity River is

" restored, the commercial and sport fishing, rafiing, and tourism economies of the -
;a;km Cm_m&mhemﬂ&egm will rebound, Take steps to increase the health
 of fisheries increase water flow in the Trinity River. Thank - your fim '

< Ve
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- l ‘) ' 5 Letter from Francis and Richard Burkes Dated November 28, 1999

Francts & Richard Burkes 1713-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

8501 Humphry Lane

Red‘?;:'r: alley” 1713-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

November 28,1999
Hon. Bruce Babbitt
Secretary of the Interior
cfo Mr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Rm 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Polos,

Please restore at least 70% of the water flows o the Main stem Trinty ( 1713-1
River. The following are my reasons for urging you 1o take this action:

1. Trinity River Act of 1955, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and wildlife of the basin not be harmed. The Irmterior Secretary was
direcled to ensure that fish and witdlife in the basin were protected. However, since
the dams were completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 9¢ percent
decline in the fisheries by the early 1990%. The coho salmon now is listed under the
Endangered Species Act, and steelhead are a candidate for listing.

2. The federal government's trust obligations to two Mative American Tribes

have gone unfulfiled for more than 36 years becauss of excessive water 1713-2
diversions from the Trinity River. The time has come for the federaf govemment to

begin fulfiling its legally mandated responsibilities 1o the Hoopa Valley and Yurok

Tribes.

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the needed Information
to make a goed decision for the Trinity. While the science and study that produced the
Flow Evaluation Repart are sound, the recommendations wera limited bR F3 EI¥E 2
JEG o£ 1999
28 Fish & Wiltlfe Service
L

frmate 2L
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Letter from Francis and Richard Burkes continued

Hon. B. Babbitt & Mr. Palos, pg. 2

assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rivar, However,
more water ¢an be made avallable since the legistation creating the Trinity River
Division, and later legislation, clearly glves Trinity fish and wildife priority
over the diversion of any water to the CVP,

4. When the Trinity is restored, the commerciai and sport fishing, rafting, and
tourism economies of the Northern California and Southern Oregon witl rebound.

5. The Trinity River and its restoration program are completely independent of the
CALFED process. Restaration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1955 legislation
authorizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildlife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project improvement Act
(CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffirms the Trinity's unique position within the Central Valley
Project (CVP) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinity fs to be
considered Independently from other Caiifornia water Issues.

6. The federai government's promise o maintain a healthy fishery in the
Trinfty River has been disregarded for the last 35 years, and past legislation
mandated a flow decision by the end of 1996. I these legislated prornises are not
finally fulfilled, why should we believe any promises developed through CALFED? A
restored Trinity River will allow Californians to have faith that the ongoing CALFED
negotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our state's water policies.

| respecifully urge you to restore 2 minimum of 70% of Trinfty River water
to the river, its fish and wildlife and to those of us who use the river for recreation
and our livalinoods. Thank you for your time and consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Francts Burkes  Richard Burkes

e D3-708
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zz2

November 30, 1999

Toe Potos

1.3. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th St. Rocm 209
Arcata CA 95521

Bear Mr. Polos:

William Devall PhD

P-0. Box 813
231 Parker Croek Drive
Trinidad CA 95570

USA
- Home Phone (707) 677-3014

NiCh

Immmermaym»umrmmm&m&mmmmmm

Report.

Cohomhnonarenﬂw]iswdlmdm'meEndangﬁ'adSpeciesAutandsteeﬂJeadmsmdidmfm'ljsﬁng.

Eestoration of the Trinity River acosystem cannot be achieved
means in the mainstrean or its tribataries,

Natural river flow must be renrned to the mainstream of the Teinity River.

by endlessly moving arcund gravel by mechanical

While it seemed approptiate to build big dams during the 1930s-the cerly 1960s, we now understand that mary of
these big dams will need to be removed during the 21st cennry. Increasing the flow from the dams down the
Trinity River is desirable, if the flow is 2t least 70% of the annval flow, but that is oot envagh.

DemuniséimtbedamsmdlettheTﬁnityﬂmmmthzirnatmaJreﬁme.

sl
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h : Letter from Roy Mason Dated November 28, 1999
M
Roy Mason 1715-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
45:1;1"‘:?:1 1715-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
¥
85482
November 28,1999

Hon. Bruce Babbiit
Secretary of the Interior
c/o Mr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wilidlife Service
1125 16th St., Rm 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Polos,

Please restore at least 70% of the water fiows to the Maln stem Trinity } 1715-1
River. The following are my reasons for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinity River Aet ol 1955, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and wlidiife of the basin not bs harmed. The Interior Secretary was
directed to ensure that fish and wildkife In the basin were protected.  However, since
the dams were compieted in 1963, water diversions led to a nearty 80 percent
decline in the fisheries by the eary 1980's. The coho salmon row is listed under the
Endangered Species Act, and steefhead are a candidate for listing.

2. The fedsral governments trust obilgations to iwo Native American Tribes

have gone wunfulfilled for more than 36 vears becauss of excessive water 1715-2
diversions from the Trinity River. The ime has come for the federal government to

begin fuffiling #s legally mandated responsibifities to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok

Tribes.

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the needed information
to make a good decision for the Trinity. While the science and % Mﬁ% the
Flow Evaluation Report are sound, the recommendations were limited a.rF .

DEC 96 1998

2 Fish & Wildlife Service
 Arcata. CA
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Letter from Roy Mason continued

Hon. B. Babbitt & Mr. Polos, pg. 2

assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. However,
more water can be made available since the leglslation creating the Trinlty River
Division, and later legisfation, clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorlty
over the diverslon of any water io the CVP.

4. When the Trinity is reslored, the commerclal and sport fishing, rafting, and
tourlzm economies of the Northern Califernia and Southem Oregon wilt rebound.

5. The Trinity River and its restoration program are completely independent of the
CALFED process. Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1955 legislation
autharizing consiruction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildiife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act
(CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffimns the Trinity's unique position within the Central Valley
Project (CYP) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinlty 1s to be
consldered Independently from other California water Issues.

6. The federal government's promige to maintaln a heaithy flshery in the
Trinity River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past legislation
mandated a flow decision by the end of 1996. If these legisiated promises are not
finally fulfilled, why should we believe any promises developed through GALFED? A
restored Trinity River will allow Callfornians to have faith that the ongoing CALFED
negotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our stata's water policies.

i respectiully urge you to restore a minlmum of 70% of Trinlty River water
to the river, Its fish and wilditfe and to those of us who use the river for recreation
and our livelihoods. Thank you for your time and conslderation of this request,

Sincerely,

Rey Mason

<~ v 2\
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|1 \ (ﬂ : Letter from Jane K. Kelley Dated November 28, 1999
‘Jane K. Kelley 1716-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
'Fl;gﬁ?omes\:aﬂgi 1716-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
CA 95470
lanek@pacific.net
November 28,1909

Hon. Bruce Babbitt
Secretary of the Interior
cfo Mr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wiidlife Service
1125 16th St Rm 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Secretary Babbilt and Mr. Polos,

Please restore at least 70% of the water flows to the Maln stem Trinlty } 1716-1
River. The following are my reasons for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinity River Act of 1855, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and wildiife of ihe basin not be harmed. The Inferior Secretary was
directed io ensure that fish and wikdlife in the basin were protected. Howaver, since
the dams wete completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90 percent
decline in the fisheries by the early 199¢'s. The coho salmon now Is listed under the
Endangered Specles Act, and steelhead are a candidate for listing.

2. The federal government's frust obligations to two Native American Tribes
have gome unfulfilled for more than 36 years because of excessive waler
diversions from the Trinlty River. The time has come for the federal government to
begin fulfiling its legally mandated responsibilities to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok
Tribes. :

1716-2

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the needed Infarmation
to make a-good dedision for the Trinity. While the science and study that produced the
Flow Evaluation Report are sound, the recommendations were limited by an RESEIVED

DEL 08 9%

1)g Fish & Wiidiife Service
Arcata, C&
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Letter from Jane K. Kelley continued
Hon. B. Eabbitt & Mr. Polos, pg. 2

assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river, However,
more water can be made available since the legislation creating the Trinfty River
Division, and later legisiation, cleasty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority
over the diversion of any water to the CVP.

4. When the Trinity is restored, the commerclal and sport fishing, rafting, and
tourism economies of the Northetn Cafifornia and Southem Oregon will rebound.

§. The Trinity River and its restoration program are completely independent of the
CALFED process. Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1955 legislation
authorizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basln Fish and
Wildlife Management Act of 1984, and the Centraf Valley Project Improvement Act
(CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffirms the Trinity's unigue position within the Ceniral Valley
Project {CVP) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinity Is to be
considered Independently from other Callfornia water issues.

6. The federal government's promise to maintaln a healthy fishery in the
Trinity River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past leglslation
mandated a flow decision by the end of 1996. If these logislated promises are not
finally fuilfilled, why should we believe any promises developed through CALFED? A
restored Trinity River wilt allow Calilomians to have faith that the ohgoing CALFED
negotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our state's water policies.

I respectiully urge you to restore a minimum of 70% of Trinity River water
to the river, its fish and wiidlife and to those of us who use the river for recreation
and our fivelthoods. Thank you for your fime and consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

ﬂ%@ A
Jane K. Kelley

e D3-713
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) 1717-1
: - et 17172
Mr.]'éePolos_ : ; T
US Fish-and Wil ice _
1125 16t Street,’ 209 -
Arcata, CA 95521 % .
November:ﬁ,iﬁ? .
Iammgremﬂmgﬁwwvggmesﬁrﬂnhmﬂykwﬁ Two decadesofstudymﬂsclmﬁﬁc i717 1
¢ Bivén sl Biesinforniation for e godi décision on the Trinity. I urge you to.adopt a -
ﬂowmmethatalhws .Thmtykxverwkeepatleastmpemen’mhtsﬂow .
14l 'mmwﬂmgmmmmmmwm
. wuzeﬂmtected Cl‘rﬂntyRi’verAGtoﬁlQSSJ The&ﬁshneedtl:w ‘

ﬁshmg,mmﬁg., ’fmnim -
- mefedﬁﬂ@wmmhsanobﬁga&mbﬁ]ﬁﬂlkkgﬂymmwdmmbmues 1717-2

to the Hoopa.and Yok Tribes by maifitaining thie fisheries for them. This obligation has .

'goneunﬁﬂﬁlled'foﬂﬁyeatsmdmnstbenghtadmedmtely
Sincerely, '
Bruce Dassel

REGEIVED
DEL o6 1999
US'FiS & Widitre 5
RDD/TRINITY1671-1720.D0C g
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Letter from Bruce Dassel Dated November 28, 1999

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
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Letter from Samuel D. Cohen Dated November 28, 1999

o . |")\%f

3726 Limwood Ave 1718-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Oakland CA 94602 . 1718-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
Mr, Joe Polos
US Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th Street, Room 206
Arcata, CA 95521
November 28, 1999
T am writing regarding flow regimes for the Trinity River. Two decades of study and scientific
evidence have given us the information for a geod decision on the Trinity. I urge you to adopt a 1718-1
flow regime that allows the Trinity River to keep at least 70 percent of its flow,
¢+ ihe legislation which authorized building Trinity Dam directed the Interior Secretary to
ensure that fish and wildlife were protected (Trinity River Act of 1955). The fish need the
freshwater flows. - .
«  the cconomic benefits of restoring the Trinity are vast: expanded commercial and sport
fishing, rafting, and tourism.
»  the federal government has an obligation to fulfill its legally mandated trust responsibiities
to the Hoopa and Yurok Tribes by maintaining the fisheries for them. This obligation has 1718-2
gone unfulfilled for 36 years and must be righted imrhediately. :
Sincerely,
Samuel D. Cohen
REGEIVED
JET 06 1990
LS Fsh & Wikdlife Service
Arcata, CA
~ Ve
. D3-715
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Letter from Clint Kelley, Jr. Dated November 28, 1999
Ve T '
[Ppeun—. \_. \q 1719-1

Clint Kelley, jr. 1719-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tri ”
11220 West Rd. ponse titled “Tribal Trust.

Redwood Valley
CA 95470
clint@pacific.net

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Novernber 28,1989
Hon. Bruce Babbitt
Secretary of the Interior
c/o Mr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wiidiife Service
1125 16th St., Rrn 208
Arcata, GA 95521

Dear Secretary Babbltt and Mr. Polos,

Please restore at least 70% of the water flows to the Maln siem Trinity } 1719-1
River. The following are my reasons for urging vou 1o take this action:

1. Trinity River Act of 1855, authorizing the dams, specificaily mandated that
the fish and wiidiife of the basin not be harmed. The Interior Secretary was
directed fo ensure that fish and wikdlife in the basin were protected. However, since
the dams were completed In 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90 percent
decline in the fisheries by the early 1990's. The coho salmon now is listed under the
Endangered Species Act, and steelhead are & candidate for listing.

2. The federal govemment's trust obligationg to two Native American Tribes
have gone unfulfilled for more than 36 years because of excessive waler
diversions from the Trinity River, The time has come for the federal government to
begin fulfilling its legally mandaled responsibliiies to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok
Tribes.

1719-2

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the neaded infonﬁaﬁon
to make & good decision for the Trinity. While the sclence and study that produced the
Fiow Evaluation Report are sound, the recommendations were imited by ana gy g D

DEZ 96 1988

g Fish & Wildiifa Servies
Arcatz. Ch

) ) x ° s
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Letter from Clint Kelley, Jr. continued

Hon. B. Babbitt & Mr. Polos, pg. 2

assumption about the amount of water that could be avaliable for the river. Howevear,
more water can be made available since the legislation creating the Trinity River
Division, and laler legislation, clearly gives Trinlty fish and wildlife priority
over the diversion of any water to the CVP. !

4. When the Trinity is restored, the commerclal and sport flshing, rafting, and
tourlem economies of the Narthern California and Southern Oregon will rebound.

§. The Trinity River and its restoration program are completely independent of the
CALFED process. Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1955 legistation
authorizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildiife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act
(CVPIA). The GVPIA reaffims the Trinity's unique position within the Central Valiey
Project {CVP) and clearly sefe forth that restoration of the Trinty s to be
consldered Independently from other Callfornla water Issues.

6. The federal government's promise to maintain a healthy flshery in the
Trinlty River has been disregarded for the lagt 36 years, and past legisiation
mandated a flow decision by the end of 1998. K these legisiated promises are not
finally fulfilled, why shouki we belleve any promises developed through CALFED? A
restored Trinity River will allow Cafifornians o have faith that the ongaing CALFED
negotiations wilt produce mearningful improvement in our state’s water policies.

1 respectfully urge you to reatore a minimum of 70% of Trinlty River water
to the river, its fish and wildiffe and to those of us who use the river for recreation
and our livelihoods. Thank you for your time and consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Ukl

Clint Kefley, Jr.

w . N _ﬂ
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. Letter from Steve Haskell Dated November 28, 1999

1720

4

1720-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
28 November 1999
Dear Mr. Polos, _

This tetter consists of comuments on the draft Trinity River Mainstem Fishery
Restoration. ! have had time to review the information and support the Preferred
Alternative which I take to be the Flow Evaluation Alternative, The material was well
prescnted and allowed for thoughtful analysis.

My choice is based on a premise that when the users of water can share their interests
and not shut out each other then that rmakes for a reasonable aktemative. It is abundantly
clear that anadromous fish that use the Trinity river have been major losers since the two
dams were built and water transferred to the Central Valley Project (CVP). A lot of years
and fish runs have passed sincs the Trinity River Act of 1955. This is a serious matter,
the protection of natural r and éndangered species, and I hope the decision
makers in this case consider the body of knowledge that shows the current or "Neo
Action” alternative is unacceptzble.

The summary of impacts shows modest financial negatives for the CVP if T read the
figures correctly. This I suggest is the cost of doing business in order to remedy problemns
created over many years by the current action.

Talso bave an inferest in the issues related to hatohery versus wild fish inrivers. It~ )
doesn't appear that the draft addresses auy of these. Let me suppest the standard that the
percentage of hatchery to wild be no mare than in Table ES-2, that all hatchery fish come
from brood stock in the Trinity system, that hatchery fish be fin-clipped and wild fish be
subject to catch and release but allow for harvesting of hatchery fish. I think I read that
the Tribes are allocated 50% of the allowabie harvest.
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Thank you for considering these comments.
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