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Postcards from Randy Wiley and Paul Caswell

1721-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
P ”.\ ke Feane el , —) Z ' 17221 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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1723-1

, -) 23 _ 1724-1

Lsupport a diversion ef na mere than 30 Pervent 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 wese limited by an assumption abeut
the amount of wuter that could be available for tie river,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additions]
legislation clearly gives Twialty fish and wikllife prioriiy over
the diversion of uay water to the CVP. Therelore, the Preferred
Alternative does net go far enough to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thank you,

Dear EXS/EIR Team Mem bers: ' 7 2 4

[ support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the nutural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While ! suppoert the
scicnee and stody that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about

the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additionat
legistation clearly gives Trin ity 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 ccosystem.
Yy ¥
A

Thank you,

Main TOC

Postcards from Lejaran R. Reynolds and Wm. McCarty

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

Postcards from Malcolm Dunn and A. D. Schneider

1725-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1726-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear EIS/EIR TéaﬁfMembers: ' 7 2 5 .

Isupport a n;li'version of 1o more than 30 Percent of the
natural

ws.lter flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the

selence and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Repart,

the divel:siun of any water to th e CVP, Trevefore, the Preferred
Alternative does ngt g0 far encugh to achieve 2 legally mandaged

restoration of the ecosystem,
ﬂﬁtﬁmﬂu,\ Lﬁﬂm«\,

Thank you,

Dear E18/1 R ‘Team Members: , 7 2 b

Isapport 4 dersion of no more than 30 Percent of the natoral
waler flow from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the
scicnce 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, end additional
tegislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over

the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far cnough to achieve a legally mandated

restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

<~ "4 L \_’}l D3-721
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IMPACT REPORT
COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL

Postcards from Larry Dennis and D. L. Pehrson

l ) z 1 1727-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
e S e e 1728-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Fsuppoti a diversion of no more than 30 Percont of the natura?
water flow from the {rinity River Basin. While ! support the
seience apd study fhat produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about

the amouiit of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over

the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

* Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: l I 2 8

Usupport & diversion of o more tha: 3 Percent of the n.«tural
water flow from the Trinity River Bain While 1suppor® the
seience and study that produced the .. R
the recommendations werc limited H "

the amount of water that coald be a ,;Ebﬁs}l‘;?f;:]:i:il "
Legis?ntion cresting the Trinity Rive Division, angd xddi-}.r)nui
leglsl_ation clearty gives Trinity fish . \‘-ild"fé rierity over
the diversion of any water 1o the C1 . Therefmi the Preferred
Alternative does nat go far enough t whieve a ;eéﬂ”v mxndated

restoration of the eCosystem.

Josw Evaluation Rep it

Thank You,

. "4 K2 \.’;l D3-722
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Official Public Comment l 7 ch Postcards from Cathy W. Altholt, Kaye Heyes, and Steve Hopkins

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanwal water flow 1729-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by _ . titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that cowld be available for the river, 1730-1 Please see thematic responses

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional Iegislation . . P .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1731-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: C-;AL‘_\{ L. At
Address: {4207 Al A Heod

City/State/Zip: Cos hre wie e, €0 GOt

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' 7 30

1 support a diversion of ne mere than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppoit the
sciemce and study that produced fhe’ Flow-Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by an assem ption about

the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona)
legislation clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority sver

the diversion of any water to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far encugh to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

e em e T

Official Public Camment l I 3\

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion ¢f 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 pricrity 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.

Thank You,
Name: SfGVE' /9’0/"/(’11\/5

Address: LEL 2 oM lSPER NG 019KS B
CityiStaerZip: LI/ FIELD CF, P33

é/\l N :l
R D3-723
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-Delar EIS/EIR Team Members: . | ' o L

. __— Postcards from Ronald M. Steinberg, R. Heath Wakelee,
support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the matural H
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the and Jeffrey E. Loretti

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. 1732-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional

legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over 1733-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
the diversion of any water to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred

Alternative does not go far enongh to achieve a legally mandated 1734-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

Qfficial Public Comment l ' 3 : ’
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: A Bt W KT
Address: LEr§ Frincetnr TRk, Lt

City/State/Zip: G ontle Bay ca P57
7

- Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' 7 3 q

I'support 2 diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, Whilg ! support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by an assumption aboat

the amoant of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisior, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over

the diversion of any water tu the CVE. Therefure, the Preferred
Alternative does not go fur enough to achieve n legailly mandated
restoratioa of the ecosystem. ’

Thank vou,

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-724
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' 7 3 5 \ Postcards from Bob Langland, Larry Dennis, and J. Snyder

1 support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural . . “Fisheries.”
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the 1735-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
science aad study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report, ) . s o
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about 1736-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
the amount of water that could be available for the river, ) . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 2n4d additions] 1737-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish aud wildlife priority over

the diversion of any water to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred

Alternative does not go far enough to achicve a legally mandated

restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank you,

%)/é’\%z(ﬂ)g/m/
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ,1 3 b

[ support a divérsion of oo more than 36 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the

. stieace and study that produced the Flow Evaluziion Report,
tiee recommendariuns were iimitea by an assemption about
the ameunt of water that could be availablc for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you, /

* Dear EISEIR‘Tea_rE_h[embers: , 7 3-]

{support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Rasin. While I support the
seience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Repari,
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about -
the amount of water that eould be available for the river.’
Legislation creating the Trin ity River Division, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priarity aver
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank you,

<~ VvV 4 \_;’l D3-725

RDD/TRINITY1721-1839.00C Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Postcard from Lucille Vinyard

1738-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

S~z b-FF

Official Public Comment ' , 38 i

. Dear EI$/EIR Team Mambers:
T suppart 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 Timited 3%
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildhife privrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daes not go far engugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern. T

Thank You,m‘{‘:ff M%WM‘J ?r:
Name: MZ{%% /Ju’j
Address: —é—g_ﬁi‘féu&_ i
City/Stare/Zip: —@M&)@

<~ V\’\} D3-726
RDD/TRINITY1721-1839.00C Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Postcards from James K. Derden, Jr., Wendy Snible, and Keith Caruso

1739-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1740-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

—t .
OfFcal Public Comment I J sq

: 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 suppon 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 availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
vlearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversign of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does nat go far enpugh to
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narne: DSamet K, Deaney IR,
Address: t2h Baclsy Lpns

City/State/Zip: Dy 4-\—5' S O ssE 2

. = ‘_ . Offtcial Public Comment l 74 0
© .. ! Dear-EIS/ETR Team Members:

ASupport 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 Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurption 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 wildtifa priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not 2o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the SCosyslem.

Thank You,
Name; WenA-f Saikle FEITH Cagase
Address: PO, Box iy f’-o- 99/(!1151

Clry/State/ Zip: _T_MAMLJ_‘___ SFY WIERE
itw/State/ Zip i ChFESTFO ?59-7

< v AY

TR D3-727
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Qfficial Pudlic Comment | I q l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppert a diversion of 1o mere that 30 percent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
chearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far cnough to
achiave a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Mane: LishA  Rizer

Address: S0 5 s en [N

CityiSwteizip: 21 LD RRosK I
FES19

Gfficial Public Comment l 1 er

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhers:

i suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While Tsupport the science and sdy that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legic
ciearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion af wuy water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enotgh to

achieve a legally mandated restoratian of the ecosystem.

Thank ‘1’% Jonttarct .
Name: SenVeY Dphent i T2
Address: p‘p it 5-%/

CitySwe/zip: TR0AS Cp ST

) Qfficial Public Comment l ? q 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nareeal water flow
frota the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations wete limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available far 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 to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem,

Thank You,
Name: 3 (el M{,‘ﬂdt{;

Address: 103 h Dthwdouy Ave,

City/State/Zig: Avcan  ca 455t

Postcards from Lisa Rizer, Sidney Dominitz, and Simoha Mendle

1741-1
1742-1
1743-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Officiat Public Compeni ' ' q q

eal;' EIS/EIR Team Members:

“T support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trnity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatians were limited by

an assumption about the amount of warer that could be availabla for the dver.

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

Thank You,
Name: [W QW‘{:_
Address: ol & gT

City/State/Zip: Canfre CX 95guy

Official Public Comment ' 1 q s
Dezr 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 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion af any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a Ieg;%manda@d restoration of the gcosysteat.

Thank You, %
Narme: Bordpd  SEAAS
Address: P o

City/State/Zip:  _whaod corepy  oa 55713

" Gfficial Public Comment l 1 q b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Mame: %'.'Nu"c; SAf L AT
Address: YO, Lo 00 i I

City/StuelZip: i 7ect & Ay G ~<oF

Postcards from Tom Rowe, Ann Elias, and Bruce Slightom

1744-1
1745-1
1746-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comment ‘ I q -l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent ¢f the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the soicnee 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. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not zo far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narme: ﬁk}ﬁf’; H'UNNEE._
Address: fo Bo¥ FF 2
Cirv/State/Zip: PlWeELl. 95%is

Official Public Commaent l 1. | g
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I 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 ba availabie for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additional tegislation
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 1w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem

Thank Yau,

Name: l/j 7; ‘l‘f
Address: 75'(/ /”W 7
City/State/ Zip: M-CANP; #. Wﬁd?

Official Public Comnrent , j q q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount ofwater that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity Rn_{_‘ér Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restorat}!in of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ',?a .
MName: @ H N M u?’ﬂ!‘ﬁml
Address: i_,j PA LN C{:n

CiyiSae'Zip. Py ida, La 14665

Postcards from Bruce Hunner, N. Pinett, and Bob N. Murakami

1747-1
1748-1
1749-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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i in, Constance Crown, and Jeda McKicup
Official Public Comment \"]so Postcards from Eileen Scrodin, C

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . . P
1750-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
[ 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 . . P 0s.”
prrolj:l-luced the F{ow Evalua:icn Repe, the recommandations were limited by 1751-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries
i rate 2l for the: river.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be fn_,mlable far th ) ) ) o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislation 1752-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioriey over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not ge far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: ; Ms. Edeen Scrodin —

Address: 2 . 3642 Sweigert Bd.
* San Jose, CA 95132

City/State/Zip

ficial Public Commient ‘ l 6 ‘

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 [ support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
am assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislatian
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 GCOSY LT

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

Official Public Coniment \ 15 !

[ear ETIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of ne.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 Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were Timied by
" an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the EVET,
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss nol go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the 2CO3yStem.

Thank You, I

Mame: &R /4}75 &, wﬂ

Address: S-_L/ b (A TO v

CiylStateizips _ FABLLAAYD N
Tt

/4 \:;l D3-731
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Official Public Camment ‘ —‘ 6 3 Postcards from Toby Trezona Il, Mark L. Triska, and Darryl D. Ot

Dcar EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mete that 30 percent of the natural water Flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppurt the science and study that 1753-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recorumendations were limtited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river 1754-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lugislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water . . . .
ta the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative doss not go far enough w 1755-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eeosystem.
Thank You, - T -
Narne: ‘ é:’/ /fl’ ?‘0‘\//? -
Address: BEE2 DEERVME  Asabd
CityStaerZip: &N €A F242 8

Offtcial Public Cormment ‘ lsq

Dear EIS/EXR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seignee 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 Prefemred Aliemative does aot go far enough o
achieve a legally mandatid restoration of the seasystem.

2 { e rbae e

Thank You,
= oL
Name: @ Mr. Mark Lo riska ? i A
e 662 Aldm La =} ey Bt
Address: - Livermore. CA 245506302 i L“*‘("?’w;’
City/State/Zip: Gk PR, S

Ao, o 390 CFS ~nsy. 70 pmmsic, £ ks

!
Official Public Comment ‘ l 56
I¥ear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 3¢ pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were linmited 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 prigrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally tandated restoration of the erosysiem.

Thank You,
Name; SO
L=y
Address: &LC)\\’J . (\0 e B(‘.;:F}:\%
City/State/Zip: K}\}g\\'\\ﬁ ﬁr@?;% 3 Cﬁ
q

-

é/\l N :l
R D3-732
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Official Public Commeant
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1719k

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow 1756-1
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Timiced by 1757-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legizlation 1758-1

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not gu far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ZED & »/C’/‘}K‘)L/I‘EL
Address: O COTETEN P

City/State/Zip: _Q24c i D (A FsipiE

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 20 percent of the natural water flow
irom the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lirnited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the divetsion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Peaferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of ihe ceosysient,

Thank You, % é Z,
s

Name:
Address: Wi
M. Demnis
City/State/Zip: S Hif s b
el Unlon City, CA 84537-5208

Official Public Comment l 1 6 %

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart 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 recommendarions were limited by
2n 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 priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: l";.;rar;;,-: £ e =,
Address: e L Sua /4';4/7;”;;. (_)}'".VE
Clty/State/Zin: /e bunf rerds o a P Ty

Main TOC

Postcards from Leo P. Rachal, Larry E. Dennis, and George E. Grimes

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Officiel Public Comment l I 5 i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water tlow 1759-1
from the Tripity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1760-1
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 1761-1

elearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Proferred Altermative does not ga far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: Mﬁl’\

Address: H_él_.}fe.ib'&_&m ﬂUQ vue
CityStoteiZips Senq Fyameiscn, CB Y137

170

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 assumprian about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ctearly yives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far ¢nough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecogystem.

Official Puplic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

5
Thank You, m | £
Name: “Frys I f\%ﬁ'%ﬁﬁ)ﬁf‘l&f\,} L \;.'!.}{UJ
Address: nEs Yoreon ST
CiyfStareiZip: __pms FRAUICISWE, O 94 /23

Official Public Commene
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alismative does not Eo far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the BCOSYSLET.

Thank You,
Narme:
Address;
City/State/Zip:

Main TOC

Postcards from Richard R. Heath, Thomas I. Newland, and No Signature

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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o ranic conmen. |~ (0 L Postcards from Edwin R. McKean, Jr., Michael E. Davis,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: N and E"en Rosenblum

. Tsupport a diversion of no more.thas 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. WHe:l support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1762-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be svailable for the river. . . P .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1763-1 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 R matic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 1764-1 Please see the P

Thank You, .
. o Edwin R, MeKoan, Jr.

Name: 115045 Man gy
City, 84 93m39 -
Address:

City/State)Zip:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

L il

Official Pubiic Commenit l 1 b 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support o diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Fow
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 ahout the amount of water that could be avedable far the river
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity Rivgr Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlg€ priority over the diversion of any water
o the CWP. Therefore, the Pref%ﬁ\hemative dozs not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated resto of the ecosystern.

Thank You, %&‘

Name: Alicrtster Dais
Address: SANE D aniny fowir FAaD
City/State/Zip: A Candada (A Fiow

Official Public Comuient l l bq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppaort the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were lirvuted by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the Seosystem.

Thank You, N
Mames: zé/\_.-: et
Address: Al ;QL T o /E-Ll'rg_ Cee

City/State/Zip: Paes AL LA A9 B

V ~ \:)’l D3-735
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hipley, Kristy Hibbs, and Michael S. Everett
Offiat Pabiic Commnt l'] b 5 Postcards from Peter Shipley, Kristy

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1765-1 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 ! support the science and study that . . “Fisheries.”
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1766-1 Please see thematic responses titled

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1767-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water

to the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legallymandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You, W
Name: f ,f’ 1@

Address: \ -L?JL,U% K{,f .
CleyiState/Zip: LOﬂ G Lo Z|

Official Public Comment \ l w b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcembers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water finw
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the civer.
Legislation cresting the Trimity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the LCOIYSIem

Thank You, .
2 SAOS

Narne:
| Address: A e
City/State/Zip: ,@_/V/@ i? Mmj %
~ Glacr 3/

Official Public Comment l 7 b 1

Dear EIS/EER 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 Hmited by
an assumption 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 priarity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the e0psysietn,

Thank You,
Narne:
Address: 2 7 ;
City/State/Zip: A 3

é/\l N :l
R D3-736
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| ', '.08 Postcards from Joy Clemens, Ray Page, and Karin Leavitt Hanke

. . urs P
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow 1768-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . e .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1769-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumplion about the amourtt of water that could be aveilable far the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation 1770-1 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
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ) .
Name: ;Jnu Cleioinsy
Address: P’D "B@ . L

City/State/Zip: _=UZea On Fesp 2

.l o Official Public Comment l7 wa

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
prodused the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpdion about the amount of water that cou!d be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority aver the diversion of any water
1© the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: <
Address: }?‘hﬁdﬁ;z &L/

B

City/State/Zip:  To o )f,/ Lit S

¥
L,
Official Public Comment ! 7 7 o [

—

Dear E1S/EFR Team Members: 1\'(:’ )
s

T support 2 diversion of 1o more thai 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram 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 smount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish znd wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not zu far enough to
achigve 2 legally mandared restoration of the ECOSYSIEm.

Thank You,

Marme; ,@’L@J&Mj ka
Address: PAZE intnite, o {Lan

- i é‘-
City/State/Zip: #ﬂ&f‘.e[r,ﬂ_ -H‘HIIJS A ?Q_Bbf

V ~ \:)’l D3-737
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Qfficial Public Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

' -, -] l Postcards from Karin Leavitt Hanke, Stefan Senin, and Jim Kramer

; T support a diversion of no more that 30 pezcent of the natural water flow 1771-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study tha
. e ' . . . .
; produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were litnited by 1772-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availuble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1773-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildbife priority over the diversion of any water
1o t_he CWVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, ]

Name: ris e, /CC
Address: g.?_? (& 4 a“/'&v Zu: Lﬂf L
CityiState/Zip, _Lnahe lvn M ile ¢4

G2goy

) o . Official Public Comment l 1 7 2

Drea r. )E'ISIEIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
privduced the Flow Evakuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion abour the amount of warter that could be available for the river,
Lepislation creating the Tripity River Dhvision, 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
achicve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: \9 efec i\-éu [
Address: 4Ty &y 5S¢ Gewe b

City/State'Zip: _Jenbela vwod, CE Y4807

LT

. Official Public Commaent l ' 1 3

Dear EI&EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura) water flow
fram the Triniry River Basin. While I support the soience 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 fegislacion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alrernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legzily mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Namne: \)\?"\ K?—P\HEQ.
Address: E1% (rrpwdiien (4

City/State/Zip: X\_QLEQ&AJ_Q&_?J@J_

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-738
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Meinbers: | , ' l

I support 2 diversion of ne more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While support the

Postcards from Larry E. Dennis, Wm. McCarty, Jeffrey E. Luell

. . ‘s A
science and study that prodeced the Flow Evaluation Report, 1774-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about . . ups P
the amount of water that could he available for the river. 1775-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional . . - s
legislation clearly gives Y'rinity fish and wildlife priority over 1776-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not g far enough to achieve a legaily mandated
restoration of the ecosysfen.

Thank yon,

e

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: = ‘ 1 1 E "

[ support a diversion of no more than 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 ahout

the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legislation clesrly gives Trinity fish“dnd 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 youn,

T

SN

* Pear EIS/EIR Team Membaers: | ’ , b

[ support a diversion of ne more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basio. While I su ppert the
scienece and study that produced the Flow Evaluztion 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 rvision, and additionzal
legislation clearly gives Trimity fish and wiidlife priority over
the diversion of any water to theC"VP, Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

%7 Mf«ﬁé’?
J Y

- \-; D3-739
- -
RDD/TRINITY1721-1839.D0C
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' 7 7 7 Postcards from David Heyes, Janice Zaske, and Gregg Rogers

Usupport a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the matwral

water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the 1777-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
e recommendations were iimited by an assumption abuui 1778-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

the 2mount of water that conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, und additiona]
iegislation 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.

Official Public Comment I 1 7 8

Dear E1$/EIR Team Members:

1779-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank yon,

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimered by
an gssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, und additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion nf any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally manduted restoration of the SCOSYSIEmL

Thank You, .-/—) . - .
Name: - K\’c,cz/c-’-ﬁ_-/

7 = Gy y
Address: _U//F‘;‘z;’ Y i g

City'State/Zip:  C@pme w2 Sldbiia

Official Public Comument ' 7 7 : i

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert & 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 Fiow 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 legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, : ]
Name: /ﬁf‘g cg/rﬁ’ W ie M‘g
Address: BT VAT S e

City/State/Zip: //(z//};,::f’ Card . T2

. gy ;l
e D3-740
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Oiicial Public Comment , N 80 Postcards from Victor Norling, Don Helton, and Virginia Mullan

Dear ETS/EIR Team Aembers:

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 1780-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
prodeced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the recommendations were limited by

an assurption about the amount of water that could be availabls for the river, 1781-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addilional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water . . u: P
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dues not go far enough to 1782-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achigve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosysien.

Thank You,

Name: Wi e S. A38A L 2k
Address: SRILY Sevsopar Bowd.
City/S1ate/Zip: tap 005"y o o gg,u 2D O

Ojfficial Public Camment ' ’ 8 |

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mors 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 fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
io the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a lezally mandated restoration of the ecosysem.

Thank You,

Warme: \_,bo o 157[6 / fcﬁr/
Address: /Lfflg/,[,‘wﬂ;/;: ot

City/SteteiZip: _ Euar b T,

Official Public Comment | l 8 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahowt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dass nat go far emough to
achieve 2 lecally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, o .
Naine: .4’{“4%{ /;7”{/41}_?
Address: [77 [id -/n/.‘. - Df D
City/Sate/Zip: (".:\ i J':ﬁ'"t[/:' Lot 735 S0
) N ;l
RDD/TRINITY1721-1839.D0C g D3-741
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Official Public Conuneny ‘ j 8 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

¥ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
fram the Trnily 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. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: 'Z—//U o é et
Address: ! B« CN

CityiSutelZip: __ RCAM G th, Lo
e

Cficial Public Contment | 7 8 q

D?}a—r 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 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 greatiny the Triniiy River Division, and addional 12gislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority 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; H:M {Z,;f&‘,

Address: {7 wempgr 2R
City/State/Zip: Chveorrd el G528

Qfficial Public Comntent l 1 8 :’

Dear EFS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Tonity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
peoduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmitad by
an assumiption aboul the amount of water thal could be available for the river.
Legisiation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legistation
ciearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam

Thaok You,

Name:

M
Address: é&ﬂw %h\ N.

\

Postcards from Lynn Berner, Mike Mullar, and John Shower

1783-1
1784-1
1785-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Ofcial Public Commens ' 7 8 ‘0 Postcards from Chad Wohzford, Dr. Kenneth H. Nelsen,

: Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Bonnie L. Davey
! [ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinjty River Basin, While I support the science and study that 1786-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendztions 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 legislation 1787-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative doos ot go far enough to 1788-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the evosystem,

Thank You,
Name: [‘F-LQD { AoHz—aED
Address: 259 SLviEwe Lol Ldlaf'/

City/StareZip: =50, T4 FERT )

. Official Public Comment ' 7 8 7

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppont 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 Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative dees not go far enough ©
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You, /-\
Name: :D{. Kenaetl /J. NE/SEI
Address: d. és Rivd +

CityiState/Zip: _hog gptef, (. AT ALl
Fhoscs F/rz/a el JHiied .)"

Qfficial Public Comment l I 8 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narutal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilz | support the scienve and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnption about the amount of water that could be availahle for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the C¥I'. Therefore, the Preferred Alwmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

N:me: &MME é‘ ‘a AL

Address: 5533 /?"Wﬁw /74
City/State/Zip: 6@6’?@”75/\/@ G v 923 -

<~ N, ° :
RDD/TRINITY1721-1839.D0C —p D3-743
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Official Public Comment ‘ W Sq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of nc more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any watsr
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: i

Address: L D 4,.7‘
City/State/Zip: &Géu,-‘-;ﬁ @oé R

Official Public Comment . 1 q o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evsluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by

an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You,
Mame: Mike and Jennifer Clarke
Addreas: 3074 Brackenwood Place

El Dorado Hills, CA 85762
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment l i q '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

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

Thank You,
Name:

.. X R p—
Address: $175 Pebble Cay% Line

City/State/ Zip:

Postcards from Kim K. Colby, Mike and Jennifer Clarke,
and Rich and Pat Sherwood

1789-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1790-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1791-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Commaent l ?q Z

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support g 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 Repaort, the recommendations were timited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be availzble 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
achicve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: g&/ / % A

Address: /757/?’ ﬂ @//{J
City/State/Zip: /'Q{/,g/?y‘/ﬁ 0/4 & . &.2__

Official Public Comment \ 7 q : '>

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the selence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendartions 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 a legally mandgted rgetoration of the ¢cosystem,
Thank You, }/

Narme: Ale from N bty
Address: lf’?j 5 Vi it
CityStaeZip: _(Dehde ol €A G417

Official Public Comment l I q q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prietity over the diversion of amy water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the zoosystom,

Thank You,

Nams: Jl'/; d / ZW‘?

Address: g‘} l" C;,?‘M’M

City/State/Zi: \J)“”'M Famaste OB 94178

Postcards from C. Shelton, Nelson Mathews, and V. S. Iwata

1792-1
1793-1
1794-1
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Official Public Comment l l q i "

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seicnce and study that 1795-1
prodeced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomimendations were Hmited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the niver, 1796-1
Legislation creating the Tonity River Division, and additional legisiation -
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Profersd Alternative does not go far encugh to 1797-1

achieve a lepally mandated restoration of, eEasysie

Thank You, 3/5———1-___%
Narne: EI&%M@ e roRiGey ML

Address: 257 gk Ll

City/State/Zip:

0 ezt Pwrag

Official Public Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: ff;"vk Sacke
945 bantons. D¢

Address:

City/State/Zip: 1 AAL; e A T

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 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 ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity 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: : /7
Address: =

G

City/State/Zip:

Main TOC

Postcards from Richard W. Horrigan, M.D., Ron Saiki,
and Brooks Anderson
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Official Public Camment ‘ I q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I 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 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 a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Deve Share
Address: P Bex BIF

City/StatelZip: _ffnazlacty (o G%% 73

Official Public Comment I -' qq

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
produced the Flow Evaluation Raport, the recommendations were fimited by

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

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

Thank You,

Name: 4@!@&,_%
Address:

City/State/Zip: E%ﬁ Z é%&l_}&

’

. Official Public Comment l 8 O O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomumendations were limired by

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

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ;

Narme: 4 /ﬁhé 5@ 4 71_/

Address: L By /3’;’“‘2

CityState/Zip: ez s Jlmaon  IITEE0T

Postcards from Dave Shore, Maxine Durney, and Alan L. Bartl

1798-1
1799-1
1800-1
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Qfficial Public Comment l 80 '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frora the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendarions were limited by

an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available tor 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 Alternetive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Natne: /gaf;éé I'A/ avrs
Address: ”7’43? Fhres A

Citv/State/Zip: ,e;kn.ﬂ,-q— ‘4,—2—_,} £ 99{?23’

Official Public Comiment ‘ 801

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart 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
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations were limited by

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

Legislation crzating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity tish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
1 the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternasive does not go far cnough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥You, .

Hame: /WM (//,é.f Ml“%\{/‘
Address: L’/@fj _/j/ﬂé ] e
City/State/Zip: M‘éﬁ///b&f-{/’é) Lo G533

=

fficial Public Commaent o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no mare 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 asseruption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Truuty fish and wildlife pootity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Alternative does not ga far enough to
achieve a legallywpandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, G
Name: James A. Coeven
Address: 1 bz B

Ciry/State/Zip: Mo Vawey ¢ 97541

Postcards from Harold Watts, Cathy Chambers, and James A. Clever

1801-1
1802-1
1803-1
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RDD/TRINITY1721-1839.D0C

Officinl Public Commeni l % o q

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 selence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addittonai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Piefeffed Aliemafive does aot go far enough to

achieve a legally mangdated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: j(&‘#, '5,?( bres
Address: 2w 201t

CysweiZi _tlenldstuteg (A GSyyg

Qfficial Public Comment l g 05
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation ¢repting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity aver the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alwmative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated reglaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, <> 1/
Name: (opitoens O, Doy
Address: A ET Chipigadt <7

City/State/Zip. _SAwiw Post oA FSe@s

Official Public Comment ‘ % Ob

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While [ support the science and siudy 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 wildghfigpriority over the diversion of any water
w the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resmr_ﬁgi@_‘of the ecosystem.

Thank You, L)

Name:
- Mz, E. Delanra,
. 3950 Bl £ada Br.
Address: — GlaniTais, CA $1214.3260
City/State/Zip:

Postcards from Scott Serkes, Gordon J. Dow, and E. DeLaura

1804-1
1805-1
1806-1
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Offictat Public Comment | % 01 Postcards from Karen Smits, Stan Pleskunas, and David Bookout

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 | support the science and study that 1807-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited b)

an assutnption about the amount of water that could be avaidable for the rver. 1808-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Leglsldlmn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . pr— o
to the CVP, Thz:rr:forc, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 1809-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achicve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: nls, Karen Smits —
Address: 11337 Farlin St .

— los Angekes, {A QOOMYI0LE —n
City/State/Zip:

e n\fzﬁ\m

Official Public Commrent ‘ % o 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more thae 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption gbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addinonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity ever the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternaiive does not go far enough to
achieve a2 legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . -
Name: DT@W‘-. V feskunns
Address: ]G(O i E | Kdndiy JfC/f

CityisaeZip_ WATCO e G 15676

Official Public Comment l % m

Dear EI%/ELR 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 Ruport, the recormmendations were limitsd by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Thurefore, the Preferred Adternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You,

Name: ;Q_‘yg (f @:D/COMJ(‘

Address: '
City/State/Zip: ,; Lh'\ .Ilm ;?ﬁ %;32/

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY1721-1839.D0C g D3-750
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Official Public Comment ‘% l O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3¢ 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 Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far enough wo
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemt.

Thank You,
Name: C 57“‘\[{99
Address: FAr A ) éﬁﬂrﬁj%‘g

Chy/State/Zip: __ Fpith- Koot /A ‘?5‘/.;4

Official Public Comment ‘ % ‘ ‘

Daar 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 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 priority gver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a [egally tmandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Narmg: T Hegesh /Pl%fﬁ

Address: 15 L‘g (rrusseE -:\'LIE )
City/State/Zip: €5 avara Ko psa N (s AsYo4

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

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naniral 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 thar could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dous not go far enough 1o
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: gz;@ 3 €. Lq\m el

Address: 1 g‘z. ?ﬂ é,ﬁ
Ciry/State/Zip: g:‘ﬂ ‘f:-; NS g ey ?Sé’ﬂ'z__

Postcards from C. Stavros, Theresa Pisani, and Steve Larson

1810-1
1811-1
1812-1
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fficial Public Conmment \ % ‘ 3

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 seience 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 creating the Trinity River Division, end additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: s A K~
Address: ’i ’] o AA bt 11»[ jil" _VQ_{'\ A~

City/State/Zip: «;'/1—{1, {44 54 c ;qgg ;E; 0 ey,
Yo

Official Public Comment | 8 lq
Dear EIS/ETR 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 suience and study that
produced the Flow Evajuation Report, the recommendations were lmited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwernative does not go far ¢nough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: s—-w]\r«f)‘a,f o AL LL"/T,
Address: DT (Gppgp JENETE v W

L—

City/State/Zip: 9‘35',\2;@{‘0@5?__{ [ 2 Sqegnt
5

Official Public Commaent l 9 ' 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendsations were limited by

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

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

Thank You, )
Name: ] Y
Address: y A44C oy ‘-\—{' B

City/State/Zip: :)21_’&& ggg& (o ?5‘7-{,;'!

Postcards from Jane Gror, Lynda M. Worsley, and Alison Rivas

1813-1
1814-1
1815-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

AN\
Comments TOC

AY

&

Next Page

D3-752



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

Official Public Comment ‘ % ' b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membets:

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: S&\z\\\c _H'DR L& o _.Br-.
Address: s 7_,'—\\*2,@_,4,\ (j( .

CityrState/Zip: Ve \clrie, CR -Gy

Official Public Comment ‘ 9 | I

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 che science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repord, the recommendations were limited by

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Almative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame:
Address:
City/Srate/Zip:

Qfficial Public Camment l g ‘8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I supparet 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 Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Legislation creating the Trinity River Bivision, and additional legisfation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversian of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: \ it g ﬁ-&«/w&_ ’
Address: Lot Erucue o '7//;247 g:}).,
City/State/Zip: S2.78 Loran. @ f =52} &y

RDD/TRINITY1721-1839.D0C

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

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

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
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Postcards from Sergio De La O, Jr., Kim Prano, and Joan Gehrke

1816-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1817-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1818-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comment ‘ q
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no moere thai 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seicnce and stdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation créating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrcd Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystern.

Thank You,
Natme: ™~ /}&//)‘é{ ?‘4 275‘7:’/

Address:

City/State/Zip: dolee gf /@jj‘

Official Public Cominent : ! ‘ '
Dear EISEIR 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 about the amount of water that could be available far the river.

Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional feglslation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority gver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternacive does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name:

Mr. & drs. Wiltlam Stark, Jr
Address: 13431 Wilderesl Dr

- - Los Altos, A @4022-3433
City/Stare/Zip:

Official Public Commcm
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 Fiow Evaluation Report, the recemtnendations were timited by

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

Legislation crealing the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
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 ccosystem.

Thank You, o
Namsz: E KRS _gé'ﬂ(’-' Al
Address: fREOCE posbru s ER Y=

City/StateiZip: FEAA VALLEy, (4 556

Postcards from Judith Hodson, Mr. & Mrs. William Stark, Jr.,
and Gerald Serina

1819-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1820-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1821-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
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Officiai Public Comment l% 22 Postcards from Charles Steinmetz, P. Conous, and Carol V. Smith

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1822-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Iimited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1823-1 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 1824-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

achieve a legally mayated restoratjon of the egosystem.
Thank You, - ﬁ f

Name: (?Hﬂﬁ,i.fs S?’f;,umc:
Address: HoS Duinzana Wha o
City/State/Zip: ﬁa—t:mnﬂ"‘ ZA ‘?4.534‘ K454

I
Gfficial Public Comment \% ! ! 3
: Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of (he natural water flow
i from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
3 produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
H an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Tomty fish and wildlife prigrity over the diversion of any warter
e the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w

achieve a legally mandargd restoration of the ecosystem
Thenk ot @5@(44/
Name: -

v CTARR

Address: 218 Yale fweimn
City/State/Zip: Temsthiton, G4 94708

Official Public Comment % :! Ll
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 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 tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly 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 logaily mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Wame:
Address:
City/State/Zap:

) N ° s
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Offictal Public Comimant | % 25 Postcards from Robert F. McGinnis, Kathleen Casey, and Teri Mikulecky

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . s .,
fromp Iihc Trinity River Basin, While I support the scienve and study that 1825-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amound of water that could be available for the river. 1826-1 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 : . . e o5
b the CP There&fore‘ the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 1827-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries

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

Name: ’Eaé&f £ /M.cﬁ Paarig,
Address: 5951 HicHPLA D&,
Clry/StatefZip:  SAM RDiEFe op 42120

B Officiaf Pubb:c Comment 2 l :
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trimity 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 a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Name: K&)’A{f&/\ (\d ==
Address: 3/ (_‘J‘ﬁ LV@V/Q V{?
City/State/2ip: iﬁ‘h IZ«‘(G{f F//%

Grtiies

Qjfficiat Public Comment \ g 2 ?
; 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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legeslution ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -____‘_/
Name: fer ﬂ/i Lu/!c)'rz‘f

Address: 5 Buekedys iiny

City/State/Zip: A emend A . FSEIE

<~ N, ° :
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%30

Postcards from Andrea Pellicani, Don Forbes, and Sally Kimotek

Official Public Comment ‘ % B

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1828-1
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 1829-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amouat of water that could be available for the river. 1830-1

Legisiation ereating the Trntty River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative dees not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nanze: Ardnde s ﬁa?_f'r[‘éc'u‘l\'
Address; P Bow oz,

City/State/Zip: ST BB S . CH

SO

Gfficial Pitbiic Comment l 8 2 q

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I sunport 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 fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w
achieve a legally mandatad restoration of the seasysiem,

Thank You,
Name: p & 1 %‘f L &
Address: ) Kﬂfdrf ZQ

e () GG ) e

City/State/Zip: //L'J

ﬁﬁwuu\)%“— .
FAwdD) 6w Gop dea)
oSkl !

1830-1

Gogo
Ove

RDD/TRINITY1721-1839.D0C
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.
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Oificial Public Comment ‘ g 3' Postcards from S. Neustein, Michael O’Brien, and Larry Chambers
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow 1831-1

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study rthat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assutnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1832-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1833-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far eoough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . . .

MName: x%- M:u&‘\'&m.m

Address: b !\l k\‘ i D - .
City/Stace/Zip: | (56

Official Public Comment ‘ 8 5 2

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & divgesion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity 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 viver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . "

Narne: M \l'_‘l,i Ao {‘]' fj‘\?\;_*,

Address: 2 WA DRk DR
City/Seate/Zip: S—;‘-w"‘!L Eu\ﬁ‘ Iﬂ'/ﬁ g %

-5

Official Public Comment l % 5 ’

Dezr E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of 0o more that 3( percent of the natural water flow
froen 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,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinily fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does aot ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: p/_,rﬂ_rcf;i fﬁﬂﬂ_z”,s
Address: f{? A'g £ HEZ

057

Cirv/State/Zip: /ﬁwf_ﬁ/ﬂ;?ff g g

) N ° s
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Qfficial Public Comment ' 3 Sq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation ercating the Trimity River Dhvision, and additional legistation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife priavity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: “Susan [T
Address: 792 Bond LJJ—j

City/State/Zip: A V.-z‘w’; A q‘{ﬂ"ﬂic

Official Public Comment I g 3 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

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

Thank You,

Name: MA‘_)S‘\M—\
Address: [0 Duy | e DN .

City/State/Zip: Lon Geim v CAI 95—03 =L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basm. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amouat of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional 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 encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoratign of the ecosystem.

Thank You, M
Wame:

Address: . !
: Jack W. Germin
City/State/Zip: 1613 Caurtland Rd,
Belmor, GA S0

Dwcer Lo reTdo

RDD/TRINITY1721-1839.D0C

Qfficiaf Pudlic Comment | 8 3 b
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Postcards from Susan Clegg, Patti Hansen, and Jack Gerwin

1834-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1835-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1836-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comment ' 8 3 -] Postcards from W. G. McElhinney, John Blandford, and Karyn Chebul

Dear ELIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natwral water flow 1837-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1838-1 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 . . “ps .«
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion ?)t‘any watar 1839-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

1o the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Aliemnative does not go far enough to
achicve a legelly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Official Publie Comment | 8 3 8

Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppart 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 creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve g legally mandated resworation of the ecosystem.

Thank You, s

Name: &'OLW. B(&“—d -:’4—«/—9(
Address. B"‘c Qoqu:au M
City/State/Zip: E&MU{-RQ Rl[ﬂf u@a{(); (_E:‘.u/é

Ny

Cficial Public Conunent I 3 3q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nor go fac enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

MName:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

<N .,
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