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

N Postcards from Daniel Bruck, Theresa M. Harrigan,
Official Public Comment l 84 O S and M. M. “Skip” Bowen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Menbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . s P
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that 1840-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations weee limited by . e .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 1841-1 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 ary water 1842-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated storation of the £Casystem,

to the CVP. Therefue, Ihe/zyh?ed Allemnative does not go far enough to

Thank You,
Name:
Address: — . DAMELBRUCK
City/State/Zip: 5152 SEPULVEDA BLVD, SUITE 204
T SHEAMANTARS, oK 91at

e

Official Public Comment ‘ g q l
Dear EFS/EIR Team Members:

1 support ‘a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited b\
an assumption about the amount of walter that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nar go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared rzﬁgn}tp‘n of the ecosystem,

Thank You, \_FHAZtA J A L e

Name: Therss M. Hoer'gen {:

Address: 47 @’;i -

City/Sate/Zip. S~ o F4rd s

Official Public Camment I g q Z
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversicn of no tore that 30 percent of the natutal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repot, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achi¢ve a legally mandated restoration of the 2cosystem.

Thank You, ¢ 9

Natre: 4% A4 Sk‘q\a BOWE‘-T\
Address: =N ‘5+faf'¥ord Rc}ﬂ.d
City/StateiZip: Kensington, CA

Ci‘f?ov‘iza'qﬁ

é/\l a8 :l
- D3-761
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Oficial Public Comment l 843 Postcards from Steve Johnston, Linda Conklin, and Lance Lindsey

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . o
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . onses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar 1843-1 Please see thematic resp

toduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
gn assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the tiver. 1844-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1845-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: SRV e aay
Address: Po. By 2129

City/State/Zip: Wi DA, cxd  THYES

Offcial Public Commient ' 8 q
' Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: I

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flowr
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
n assumption about the amount of warer 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
10 the CVP. Therafore, the Preferred Aliernative doss nor 2o far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ECOSYSIEIL.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: ) . . B
Address: G T N e _3:5(
Clry/Siate/Zip: p L g T

Officiat Public Comment l gqs

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Triniry River Basin, While I suppott the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoft; the recommendations were Limited by
ar assumpiion about the amount of vgater that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife piority over the diversion of any water
ie the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: }M L/ "-1‘_)5/}"/
2l FE Don )R

Address: Gt S 77

City/State/ Zip: Es )& Lina 3 s & Ds1 5‘ 7%@:{»

V ~ \:)’l D3-762
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Comment l 8 l-‘ lp Postcards from Wm. Joubert, John and Renetta Lindsey,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Adam H. Althoff

I suppart a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the namral water Now

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that .
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were Himited by 1846-1 Please see thematic responses titled ”Fisherles.”
a1 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

. . ‘s S
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1847-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CYP. Therzfore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far encugh 1o . o
achizve 2 degally mandated restorarion of the scosysiem. 1848-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You, .

Name: il meéer?’ :
Address: YEr5T FEIEA dfg@@é #'?’//\
City/State/Zip: _rl f: & . ?f(ffj"'

Official Pablic Comment l 8 q 1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturs] water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availzble for the Sver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the VP, Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does pot go far engugh to

achieve a legally man toration o oSy step. .
Thank You, . S .
Name: [~

Address: John and Renetta Lindsey
City/State/Zi 47148 Male Terrace
Fremont, CA 94539

Officiat Public Comment | g q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the emount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legisiation
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
achigve a legally mandated rcs,tg_mioll of the scosystem,

Thank You, mff/’ﬁ
Mame: el /4 AM_‘M

Address: 1826 At vgurd Koo f
City/StateiZip: _ ony frmy bn /(,27 Ce Prrere

V ~ \:)’l D3-763
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

8‘4 Postcards from Robert Dering, Paul Lelis,
l q and Totton P. Heffelfinger

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral 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 1849-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1850-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifé priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefefed Alternative does not go far encugh to 1851-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restordfion of the ecosystem,

Thank You, J o o
Narre; %ﬁ;:{ft De 7 ”/&J//F'
H (alvleis crifg

Address: TS prcadmon T Ave
City/State/Zipr _BERRELEY 4 FL7OF- /377

. . Official Public Comment | 8 5 O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sclence 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.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altsrmative doss not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandatad restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Nane: PAve.  LEL/S
Address: I76/% TREpx a0 PR,

City/SaatedZip: LA Ry LB AL EY, LA YL

Official Public Comment 8 5 ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent af the natural water How
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scishee and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limfted by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enpugh to
achieve a legally mandated restorarion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: T i
Address: i angE:

A7 Fifty Avague
City/State/Zip: San Francises, €A 84118 )
Vol ¥ ﬂj\k& p—

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-764
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AL IMPACT REPORT
COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENT,

Postcards from John David and John Archibald

1852-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1853-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Cfficial Public Comrment I 9 6 Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

] 1 support a diversion of no rmore that 30 percent of the natural water flow

’ from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sctence 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 additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

i Thank You,

Name: -n_gb‘n &gwg
' Address: fAcera_ 4=

A el Aladace Z 4 augae

tXfficial Public Commont ' g 6 3 N

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the racommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additjonal legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priodty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

i Thank You, i B
Name: ::)-C: L'J i ﬂ ¥ ff'{ ,'.6‘3 /5/
Address: |} 32 [—/ﬂ?/c?éﬂ’/
City/State/Zip: 5 anire Locst L CH

Gag4c/s

< v Y

~O D3-765
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PACT REPORT
COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IM

EHfficial Prublic Comimens
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {Tow
trom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

B LI R

Legistation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wi Idlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enaugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eeosystem.

1 Thank You,
‘ Name: A fice Borers fuufa—
Address: Bl Soeu B s L

City/State/zip: ¢ - viirne (A FToRe

@ Official Public Comtment l gss
. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent af the natural warer flow
i from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
b produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation
; clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
; to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 20 far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Narng; E/ A j; 2 oLh W
Address: ik Ep P R R

CiyiSteiZip: (CoR oAb e € M
G AT e 5T

RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C

1854-1
1855-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Alice Byers Laufer and Cliff Jordan

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Official Public Comment ‘85 [p Postcards from Helen N. Shapiro, John S. Hewitson,
Dear E1$/EIR Team Members: and John S_ Hewitson

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 . . s o
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1856-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be availaple i?or lhc river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1857-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

[ S A TR

clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to . . - . L
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem. 1858-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, .
Name: M—‘—' 77 /vsé—/\-‘-ﬁ/&u

Address: Yreg &Mﬁ' fmﬁd&-&
City/State/Zip: :‘gm_— /‘-Q(,_g_?,j Ert Gasol

Official Prblic Comment 'g S 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! suppart a diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evajuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl 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 snough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosysem,

Thank You, / Z;

Name:
Lo 2T San Abetl .

Address:
CitylStatelZip: _Eprsppedas (4. 92oxy

Qfficial Public Comment \ 8 58

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

H from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that

: produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
! an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
j Legislation creating the Trinity’River Dhvision, and additional legistatign

; cearly gives Trinity fish and.@fidlife priority over the diversion af any water
i to the CVP. Therefore, the ?’referre_d Alternative does not go far enough o

i achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
! ;
i

i

i

=

Thank You,
Name:

For . d
Address: ﬁ_

CityiState/Zip:  (pedme iy (A F2oxy

é/\l N :l
R D3-767
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Ofcial Pusic Commers | gsq Postcards from Wilhelm Seitel, Judith Guerriero, and Karen M. Cashen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 1861-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough Lo

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

£ 1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1859-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
H from the Irinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

: produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited b . . . :

i : 1860-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, .

R -~ 3
MName: T8 &f;{?{’!fi’] _gtj : ,."rfﬁ
Address: Y fa

/
CityiStateZip: 3 (i1 F o,

Gfficial Public Camment l 8 b O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural watar flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver.
Legislation creating the Trinity Eiver Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou, . o .
/‘I A _r ce .l 0
Name: T T IRN T
N N R B
Adidress: f AR (eegngs g~ -
- - .

a

P ", 0 P .
Clty/State/Zip: S ISHT 08 C!'i“i_' R
AR

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversien of no mare that 3 percent of the naural water How
from the Trnity River Basin, While I support the scignce and smdy that
produged the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
aq assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legizslation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversior of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOFYFIemL.

Thank You,

WName: m M Cdrfen
Address: Po5F Ak Blor_
City/Stawe/zip: S J/M’!ﬂw&d{, a2t

é/\l " ;l
e D3-768
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Comment l g tO 2 Postcards from No Signature, Jim Mann, and Roy F. Beaman

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

[ support a diversion of Ao mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1862-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

! from the Trimty River Basin. Whilc I support the science and stdy that
K produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1863-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the civer.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation . . s PR
c[e;rly gives Trinitgy fish and wildlife prierity aver the diversion of any water 1864-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoeation of the ecosystem,

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

Official Public Camment ' 8 bs

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecogystem.

Thank You,

Name: Ty o)

Address: ol CHSTUE Cggsm R D
City/State/Zip: ﬁ—_i_ﬂcmo:( Ci- FLSDT

A Gificial Public Comment , 8 b q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluztion Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the ameunt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over 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,
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip: d% 3 A Zﬁfg

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-769
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| % tﬂ 5 Postcards from Stephen Vogel, David Simick, and Chris Karlen

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1865-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . P c
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1866-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1867-1 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 Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam,

Thank You,

Name: N_.-‘/‘Y.CJ !./"Qr\e.f
Addvess: A0 Dt Sk
City/State/Zip: (’}a.‘.zrrn,a[ Ta O-gim

o Official Public Comment , % bu

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienee and seudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer 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 Preforred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem.

Thank You, L
Name: M A o
Address: Ao B ¢o7
City/State/Zip: _Algpa  €a  F¥ys§

Official Public Comment l 8 @ ?
Dear EIS/ETR Feam Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water fow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study thae
produced ll?e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
2n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
(4] L_he CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far eno;.;gh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the crosystem.

Thank You,

Name; s /{?z'r‘én/
Address: P E THrokore sk -
City/State/Zip;, Chdradd %) THELT

é/\l N :l
R D3-770
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiat Public Comment lg b% Postcards from Judy Gilmore, Virginia B. Sloan, and Judith A. Colglazier

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura! water flow 1868-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by . . e ies.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river, 1869-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisherie
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water 1870-1 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,

e Qg
Name:
Address: i1 N

City/State/Zip: iiOi) C,(_. WS' 5?

Official Public Comment l % b q

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Eegislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priorily over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Namg: %ML iy& Z“d e
Address: s £ ’ N 4 . ,é/
Ciry/Stare/Zip:,

e, . G RimeT T

Official Public Comment O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study thae
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumprion about the smount of water that could be available for the Gver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ower the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ta
achieve a lagally mandated restoration of the ecasysiam,

Thank You, — .
Nameth Jt(c/;"ly[['( J(LZG[&ZIQ/P

Address: PlBod 1025
Citys 3tare/Zip:
T - 028

é/\l N :l
e D3-771
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment ‘7 l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart a divarsion 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 [or the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislatian
clearfy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enaugh to
achieve a legelly mandatcd restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: MW”MEE_

Address: I

=,
City/State/Zip: &L}EM& g3lo |

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no mors 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 avaitable for the river.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You,

Name: %_MC!HJJJ} Semlclo
Address: NV FER .
City/Stare/Zip: Ll s g . C?S‘D,

Offtcinl Public Comment ' 8 73
Dear EI8/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgislation
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
achievs a legally mandatad restoration of the OSVSIEIL.

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

RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C

Postcards from Michael Brundage, Cindy Beraldo, and Constance Crown

1871-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1872-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1873-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiat Public Comment ‘ 8 7 q Postcards from Richard A. Sweet, Wm. Ulrich, and Jack W. Weber

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 pereant of the natural water flow

. . ur: P
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and smlc_ly 'lha{tb 1874-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
roduced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were Limited by ) ) - ] B
gn assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river 1875-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addiltiona_] leglg:la[]on )
learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . “Fisheries.
lcoeii}:eycg\l;;.: Thc;cyferc, the Preferred Altermacive does not go far enough to 1876-1 Please see thematic responses titled

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thaak You, E { ’Q .

Name: ICHEPR A g weaT ™ E 3

Address: 215 /)"f}"ﬁl‘"”ﬁ A/r g : §

City/Stare/Zip: Vevnes, Co : &
43503 i )

Official Public Conment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' 7 S

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppoert the sciznce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wera limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditiona) legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat zo far encugh to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ECOSYSIEM,

Thank You,
Name: WM b LR LotA-
Address: P. 0. Bor 2%

City/StateiZip: QJA—{ ¢ CA-. q}o 2%

Qfficial Public Comment | g 7 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
Trom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of walter that could be gvailable For the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity aver the diversion of ATy water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not £0 far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You. i
Name: /@7/ %"C/
Address:

ress Jack W Weber -—

City/State/Zip: 74 Feliz Dr,
) Oak View, Ca 93022

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

| 871 S Jr, /! Postcards from Chris Kimotek, John Elkins, and Ray Nunez
Tty Pinoe
( 1877-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1878-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
cose Q\%Jfofo/ o
1879-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

-H\C/ F\@%CHG&
6@49 [QQJ‘&CN T@pnc UQY
QOtangevole. CA, 4L 662

Dear EYS/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 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 Altemative dees not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narme: R‘Lﬁ\.’ Noiew
Address: Hig M OTbaiws, oo

City/State/Zip: _ REglelim € pe ST o
P

S D3-774
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C

1380

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

Official Public Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1880-1
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 1881-1
1o the CVP. Thetefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to

achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam. 1882-1
Thank You, — -

Name: M?‘M&MW :

Address: = \

M@M@m .
City/State/Zip: ;Qﬁ LWlei.d  OR RTT20

Official Public Comment , 8 8'

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

30 POTGE o o AT WAkt 1)
il I suppoxt the science and study that
ow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abaut the amount of water that could be availablz 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 C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss net go far enough to

achieve a legally mandaged restoration of the ecosystem. 7, /27 5
Thank You,

Name: g 5 fenne | 06T L b
Address: / PAP Lrep Lo

City/State/Zip: _4,345@;14_,1@ P57,
1882

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh w
achievs a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, .
Name; WM
Address: Lfc>5_ 5‘% E 37_:_

CitylStateiZip: R EAAL) AJ‘?—J At P37

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Main TOC

Postcards from Alan and Myra Erwin, Edgar E. Henke,
and Barbara Pifer

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

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

Postcards from Barbara Pifer, John B. Prosise, Ph.D., and Tracy Poe
(Hficial Pnblic Comment l 835

Dear EIS/EIR Team Menshers: . e
ear eam tlembers 1883-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . o
frotn the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that 1884-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . “ps .«
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1885-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You, " ;

Mame: %MM_
Address: ¥osT Seco $7
City/State/Zip: _,F’{’M@U?TM— FolsTze

Official Public Comment ' 3 8 q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natueal water flow
from the Frinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the 4mount of water that could be avaifable for the river.
Legistation creating the Triniey River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the grosysten.

Thank You,

Name: —————John B-Prosie PhD.
. 1303-ARonits Aven

Address: ue
City/State/Zip: Berkeley, CA 94704

Offficial Public Comment ' 8 85

Dear EI5/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the geience and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asswtiption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legistation
¢learly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyslem.

Thank You,

Narue; TEACY Fog

Address: 79 ©. Box 9%

CiviStateiZip: _SvMMERLAND LA a2,65

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

Offcial Public Comment , 8 8 ‘p Postcards from George S. Ruxton, Michael G. Day, and Mike Walden

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ pereent of the natural water flow

. . urs P
i - Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 1886-1 Please see thematic responses titled she
roduced the Flow Eveluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . ) ) )

gn assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1887-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and ade‘tiona‘l legislation .

ciearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1888-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve: a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: i) a5 o Al L
Address: TFRL LTI Lae S -
Citv/State/Zip: e & S R BN

Official Public Cormiment ’ g 8 7

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne 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 ta
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

e b Day

A . Michned G. De
ddress = Pt

City/State/Zip: Livermars, CA $4550-2637

Official Public Comment ' 9 8 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more (hat 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 Trimty fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any warer
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative dees not go far ehough to
achieve 2 lugally mandated restoration of the eeasystemn.

Thank You,
Name: ke Ulalbed
Address: L34 L«E:Mf(ffz.l.o{

City/State/Zip: /Kﬁﬂ@ﬂ’)‘j— b FYCER

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

Official Public Comment ' 8 85' Postcards from Richard M. Clark, Dale A. Thompson,
Pear EXS/EIR Team Members: and Dr_ Don Stensaas

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percant of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by 1889-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for tf_le Elver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional ]egislation 1890-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

il{gec : féggffﬁ?;;;ti?rigii;?jﬂAﬂlﬁﬁﬁzs‘;gf:m@ go ferenowgh o 1891-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank ¥ou,

Name: f'a cHARD Y Ce K

Address: é ﬁﬁ 2 2 )ﬁh}\ﬂ.}i ﬁy '#f

City/State/Zip: /74 ) ef

Official Public Comment ' 8 q O

Dear ETS/EIR Teany Members:

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

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

Official Public Comment , gq |

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversian of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basia. While I support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabla for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 20d additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altarnetive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eCoSYSIem,

Thank You, .

Name: -I)A Dh.rf \(?\L,W

Address: iL 30 C?'&LAA.—

City/State/Zip: _LUIIM . Ca,\ (;é [ 7[
'

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

£F o B A 7 .
Officiat Public Comment ¢ Postcards from Gene R. Trapp and Jo_EIIen Ryan, Elfrieda Branch,
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: l 8q 2 and J_F_ E||IS

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
wm the Trinity River Basim, While T support the seience and study that

. . “" . : ”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by 1892-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for Tl_m nver. ) ) . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation 1893-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Aleernative doas not go far enough o . . e .,
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the cosystem. 1894-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, el :

MName: VR L /’/L’:;}"."P’_‘b _.)hg\)w"“ ‘
Address: z23vs Velo Ehiiale LB
City/State/Zip: DA LT £ 4 BB Ty

M5 len Ryan
ALr. Crene B Trapp
2313 ste Rogade Lang
Davis CA 95514

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

[ support a diversion of ne more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [eaislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mendated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, &%Mjg/ 2. m%

Name:

. 5 friedy Hraoth
Address: _ % s ook R
- . . Ak, CA 35602
CityiState/Zip; %7

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

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natucal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
ar gssumption about the ameount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
lo the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: S Sl s
Address: Z509) Fgra A

CiylSwtelZip: Laks fogess, Cf, G1620

V £ \:;l D3-779
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offictat Fublic Comment I ?qs Postcards from Donald L. Ellis, Michael Baum, and Chris Levitus

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . urs P
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 1895-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1896-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
p 2y

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1897-1 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 ecasystern,

Thank You,

Name: aw ;q’./ &! -

Address: WA da /5"&%’ Sbs.
City/State/Zip! /fe& ;é,gy/ A, ot o/ o)

Qfficial Public Camment | %q b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Meambers:

f support a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Timited by
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tuinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watar
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a iegally mandated restoration of the scosystem. -

Thank You,
Name: MicHas P M
Address: 28% Feew BT

City/State/Zip:  (otonn om rMaa (A SG261C

Official Public Comment ' 8q 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mars that 30 percent of the natural waler 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 Trinit}[éRiver Division, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and 'wildlife priofity aver the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Pﬁf&iﬁred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,
Naine:

Me, Chifa Lowitrs
Address: 318 Haneysucks Ava

Fountain iy, c4,
City/State/Zip: ¥ GA s2tag

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

Offtciat Public Comment l g qg Postcards from Carrie Ingram, Gary Wiesenborn, and Deborah McLeran

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I sepport a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . Py . ”
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 1898-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

preduced the Flow Eveluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be availably for the river. 1899-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly pives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 1900-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries ”

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enocugh to
achigve & legally mandated restoration of the scosystam.

Thank Yeu,

Name: @7{7’{3 ‘/424?2271()
Address: .206? 'y/ @'%_C/
Cityistateizip: _ ULARMENTD, O 95519

Official Pisblie Comment ' s%

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral warer flow
friom the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoert, 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 aot go far enough i
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,

Name: éM{‘?’ O(J EENEDRA)
Address: A9 CULLE?GE \igw sz
City/State/Zip: &_&M&Zﬂg@q‘*'ﬁ%

Gfficiat Public Comment ’ qo 0

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppaort a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natiral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalnation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an gssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _
MName; ’bi@bﬂmﬁ M CAIZ_;mA)
Address: {18 L AvE

City/StareiZip: KZal 7 42 , G ¢¥G0y

é/\l N ;l
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Postcards from Andrew Mercado and Amy Smith

1901-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
‘ 1902-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comment l q o 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no maore that 3 percent of the natural water ftow
from the Tonity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoert, 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 legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the WP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -
Name: Q‘m\& &\\\5‘(\,\

Address:

SaSHlesyeod,
City/State/Zip NI G F"a’ C{Ltqacg

RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Oiicial Public Comment 'QOS Postcards from Martha Cherry, Deborah Morawski, and Ralph McLeran

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion ¢f no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . . .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study that 1903-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of waler that cauld be available for the river, 1904-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionl legislation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefurred Alternarive does not go far enough to 1905-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Name:
Address: Q—éf
City/State/Zip: M W,&Z/ -

LG s

Gifficinl Pubiic Commeny , q oq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

I support & diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the natural water fliow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommiendations were {imited by
an assumpion 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 waier
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem,

Thank You,
Name: f2 by ﬁ?gm;‘a‘ﬁé;
Address: (020l Green brrn Ki

City/Stare/Zip: é}"&jlﬁ Vi f{%ﬂz Lo F5955
Official Public Corment l q OS

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 amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefernred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narmne: ?D—‘qﬂﬁ)" Ncﬁm.«)
Address: 0 Lrenc Oest

CityrStaterzip:_(RESTE 4D &N §v 504

é/\l N ;l
R D3-783
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officicl Public Comntent | CIO lﬂ Postcards from Jack Klemenchich, Phillip Lawson, and Janet Baer

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of a0 more hat 50 percen of e e e s 1906-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and sudy that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by

an assumplion about the amount of watcr that coutd be available for the river. 1907-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, #nd additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1908-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated resteration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address:

Official Public Conunent ‘ q o i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tomity River Basin. While I support the science and stdy 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 prierity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R \
Name: E}LLJ P LQ‘VU':-CG/\.)
Address: iy f%:@-w&ﬂ# Dz
City/State/Zip: :pﬁSﬂD!??JA— y af}' Q/fﬂf’

Offictal Public Commient l q ‘ '8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppowt 3 diversion of o more that 30 percent of the namural water flow
feom the Trinity River Basin, Whils I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Eveluation 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 encugh to
achieve a {egally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You. —_—

Name: ;i)ﬁ-_nrj’i ?flr,,&«

Address: fé; T RKgmech -
City/State/Zip: Pese, clome 0% 61050

<~ v AY

R D3-784
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

THE  CovZRNmEnT  Shows  IMmeseraly Postcards from Scott Mahoney, F. Kimotek, and David Coons

D o= -
THE  GovERNmewt  SHown IMMEDETELY
R‘EJ@FOR‘“(: THE TRty RwWeER
LTs MM TOR AL STETE Al

1909-1 1909-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

P o m o= Seaen AL
DSGIBLE, 1910-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
J.})fdﬁs\‘ % response is required.
1911-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1909

F KimC‘ttK_ RN
yeen [dure
al[tJ

@fﬁaﬁi ‘i— RN
\f\er:B:Ravef its
Notwrol State —

Now | 1910

Officiaf Public Comment ' q | '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1910-1

I support a diversion of no mose that 3 psrcent 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 ameunt of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does ot go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You,
Name: | [\ ) 5
Address: ¥ E BERCELOMIA AvE -

CityrState/Zip: "N o GSLIL

U

° V/,—,‘ ] A
TN
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment | q l?— Postcards from Lynne Christianson, Jon Luveas, and Marty Shower
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1912-1 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 Eimited by . . P, .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 1913-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation ereating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1914-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecesystem.

Thank You, . -

Name: t--‘:"l\z\r\l/ Ckwﬂl&ww
Address: 322 Fﬂz@lm O,UL
City'Stare/Zip: DA S (A5l

) Official Public Comment \ q .3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere thar 30 pecceat of the naneal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Eimited by
an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tomty 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 te
achieve a legally mendated restoration of the ecosysem,

Thank You, R

Name: = e Lu"i‘ls

Addresa: i f0 w;f(; C‘ﬂ.& Lah‘t
City/State/Zip: C kit (o 28928

Official Public Comment | q , q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion abaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legestation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative docs not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C g D3-786
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qyiciat Pblic Comment | lq ls Postcards from Elizabeth Henry, Jolynn Gonsalves, and John Hacker

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1915-1 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 wete limited by 1916-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumpeion 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 1917-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,

Name: g&m% %‘7
Address: 3¢h_ S e %u}{f?«— &

Citv/State/Zip: / 4’5'??

\ Official Public Comment l q ' b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin = While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the ecommendations were limied by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish ard wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, [ AR 3 .!\JE’_,S

Name:

Address: G \&(ﬂ ut en.
City/State/Zip: 172, <A . GHESDD

Official Pnblic Comment lq l 1

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

U support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scignce and study that
producad the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption abaut the armount of watar that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystemn.

Thank You, y
Wame: N /g f:vw .r/,—stof—'f-r-
Address: 244 IF Jaawte Deive

City/Stata/Zip: e dann owt | CASELH = $h2b

F22i2S2i08 hededdbolicddoblo dnloddled i adt

é/\l N ;l
L = D3-787
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Wev. 27 159G

Officie! Public Conment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: \ q ‘ 8

Postcards from llse Mathis, Robin Trezona, and Dorothy Mayer

1 support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1918-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Ewvzluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by 1919-1 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

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1920-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Allemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of ¢ osystem.

Thank You, (Zmme (AN T

Name:

Address:

Mrs. lise Mathis
3% Canyen Rd
Eerkeley CA 84702-1515

Qfficial Public Comnrent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversicn 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 about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1w the CVP. Therefore, the Freferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystermn.

City/State/Zip:

Thank You, o
Narne: )eﬂé]y\l' | Aezo~R
Address: 5%’2 DEERVALE pé/}o

CiyiStue/Zipn  DVBepN CA__ H4s78

Official Public Comment l q 210

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 4 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While | sepport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the miver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifg-priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferredf Altemnative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the SCosyslem.

Thank You,
Name; m.rn..) V\/\-\..
Address: s v Lam Glay

City/Stare'Zipr  __ Dowasn, OR 34%67-zote

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C g D3-788
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment lq 1] Postcards from Charlie Patterson, Larry Turigliatto, and Bo Nelson

Dear E1S/ETR Team Members:

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

. . pr— .y
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 1921-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river 1922-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diveesion of any water . . P -
1 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Alternative does mof go far enough to 1923-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, e .

Name: (’/O\ﬁJ\ ( u—‘%&ﬂ:ﬁ_’?
Address: 180 Twucdroz Auve.
City/StateiZip: [ [5&“\3&#:' C}q GLf S

Official Public Comment ‘ ‘ zz

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppurt the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption @hont the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. TFherefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Larry  TUR & LATTO
Address: B05n DRy chEfe D
CitysState/Zip: AAPA CA 99‘5-5_3

Official Public Comment ‘ q 2 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 sapport a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whilz [ suppart the science and study that
produced the Flew 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 Divisien, and additional legislaton
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernarive does not ge far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
Narne: ‘Ep f\lb‘éﬂ.-»
Address: 2240 Lombaep ST 43303

Clty/State/Zip: %?“ Ch 43

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-789
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pubfic Comment \ q 2 q

Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

i support a diversion of no maore 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 tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to
achieve a [egally mandated restorarion of the ccosystem

Thank You,
Naine: Toun Tounsen
Address: AZ 47T Jsomd R

City/State/Zip: _ Wanskdua Ca 957332

Official Public Comment ' q 2 S

Dear E1S/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
peoduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

ah assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Prefemred Alternative doss net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Tame: <—§“c; 13 COIDV|TLS
Address: R Ty L A DR E YA

City/State/Zip; e e T S 9SG o

Official }i;:fblic Comment ‘ I 2 b

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
preduced th_e Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited bry
&0 assusnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Leglslaugn creaeing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish end wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the CoUsySLemm.

Thank You,
= J V750 A/&S‘

Name:
Address: Y04 \Seeph tf Lone
Cityise/zip: Maetbier (G GV 553

RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C

Postcards from John Johnson, Steve Oldfield, and Chris W. Gonsalves

1924-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1925-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1926-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _l

Rt D3-790
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment l q 2 l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

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

Thank Yau,
Name: Liney 7'{///&
Address: AT FRasl ey avk LR

City/Stare/Zip:  o3Fw?e £ FERORD

OfFicial Public Comment l c‘ ! %
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natwral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were bmited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thetefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enpugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Narne: /ﬂ;ﬂﬁff 7‘/’5’/3/]{
Address: 5#22 ,_9‘/'#(/ g—i‘:m:?s* C?’

7
City/State/Zip: é;%zzz 3 & e ?’?
Official Public Commeent ‘ q 2 q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoet a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natura| water flow
from the Trinity Rlver Basin, Whils 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.

Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narne: VINCENT TARKOWSK(
Address: 3959, KA#rLtuvA CT,

CityiState/Zips _AFREMONT _CA Fraeld

RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C

Postcards from Larry Yuva, Thomas Henry, and Vincent Tarkowski

1927-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1928-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1929-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
Rt D3-791
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Roger Poe, Brian Hudson, and Phil Brown
Official Public Comment \C\ 3 ®) Postcards from Roge

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1930-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
T support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 1931-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report; the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . .,
Legislatiopn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1932-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Narns: RosER FCE

Address: 3959 l?iA TERD FLACE
CiyStateiZip: LREMONT (A  F4E3T

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. Official Public Commens l q 3
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

[ support a diversicn of no mere that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assurmption about the arount of water that could be available for the nver.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the £COSystem. "

Thanlk You,
Name: V?b_‘Q‘H:\.J H/\,ws.ma
Address: lﬁ\.\o\ Corvenei i

City/State/Zip: vz | (i A4 10
} +

Offffcial Public Comment ‘ q 3 2
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Tearne: —R\ [ ‘%v'l.cr\..:ﬁ

Address: % WAEA D QM‘&:
City/State/Zip: Zf S

V £ \:;l D3-792
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Official Public Comment ‘ q 3 3
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
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
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternaiive doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Adidress: Fo Bor 5&3:_

City/State/Zip: Htvytu) & §i5¢0

Officia! Pubfic Comment ‘ q 3 q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, snd additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally manduated restpration of the ecos

¥ . .
Thank You, LeTs Powble wraToe jic/:'nw_?: 7;,»747}#

Name: 'ﬁnc{a// ?ﬁz:«pg&qmg
Address: TOB, Crdnny e K.
City/StaterZip:  _low o Bk CAF 2oFos™

Official Public Commant l q 3 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ]

I suppaort a diversion of no moere that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation ercating 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 Alrernative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

. 2
Thank You, S AR,
Name: s
) * | M. Diane Gafine

Address: @ g;.a [gevnter sct apt 138

R - ks Vists CA 91910-3519
CityStare/Zip: WWE

SAVING 1IFE OMN EARTH

RDD/TRINITY1840-1950.D0C

[l

Postcards from M. McCarty, Randall McDonald, and Diane Gaffney

1933-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1934-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1935-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w < N _vl
TN D3-793
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiat Pubic Commnt lq 3 o Postcards from Michael Devlin, Henry A. Bourget, and Jed Keller

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L I suppert a diversion of no meore that 30 percent of the natural water tlow 1936-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

i from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and sluldy (ha:ltb

i roduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3 . . e .
in assumption about the amount of watsr that could be available for the river. 1937-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiglation ) . . .
clegarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion af any water 1938-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. ‘Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daus not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: !HQ‘QQ[Q Qﬂ!!m .
Address: M@ﬁ@m -
cyswezir A (egnf CA” 93/07

Official Public Comment ' q 3 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 peccent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomtnendations were limited by
an gssumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restorgiion of the ecosystem.

Thank You, \O&?LG

Name: #fmm (2 auvs f?(‘

Address: QC’OUOM':(M f?(li&;z,l-
City/State/Zip: _fle g5 Lo d J\( - 67032 F

Official Public Contment ‘ q 3 %

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 science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpkion about the ameount of water that could b 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. Therefere, the Preferred Altemative does not go Far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: :;Q-‘CL KE-‘ ’m
Address: Ss3/0 S0y reubn

‘ City/State/Zip: Al(;?ﬁ-ﬂﬁggk (3,3_-03 1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pubiic Comment lq 30‘ Postcards from Kelly Pleskunas, Dr. Don Nelson, and Michael Gollaher

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw 1939-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river. 1940-1 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 1941-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough 1o
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, Pl i

N, Koty Pleskunas
1 i p

Address: ;‘C‘{O ! ‘Lj‘n‘: e

e, £
City/State/Zip: Lddyee il C?g. \f’,‘-o /=

Official Public Comment l q q o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 perceat of the natural water flow
from the Triity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produged the Flow Evaluation Report, the reeammendations were limited by
an assuniption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: e Do, Nedspn,
Address: &4 7 Riverside D

City/StatesZip: R@cid{;wﬂ ; cA N Feoai

Qfficial Public Comment lq q |
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. Whilc 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 crearing 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 ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Mo hEL G AN
Address: LM PESTRN B b

City/State/Zip: o PWTIT C'(ZJ\J-Z\‘CPF G5 0ES

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

Postcards from Phyllis Nelson, Elna Roberts, and Greg Reis

Official Public Conment
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

[ support a ‘_ji)"emion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1942-1 Please see thematic responses fitled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by 1943-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
n assumption ahoul the amount of water that could be available for the Tiver,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzzistation 1944-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gi}'cs Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Alternative doas not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Nams: }Mﬂ.’}(_}
Address: {zHD I.‘ E/LMQ}VM&&Q. é\Q’L\/
City/Staie/Zip: I Qé o0/

Qfficial Public Comiment | q q 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

I support a diversicn of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amoune 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 aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name: El/“lst. @G lbd\r-'f“@
Address: B60 w jothsr. # 3

City/State/Zip: E‘-? e 9" OA. l’ FEeL 0

Official Public Comnient ‘ q q q

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 swudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional [agislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watsr
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alremative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yoo, s e L -
Name: T
Addrass: Greg Reis _

o — o , PO Bondl
City/State/Zip: o % o Les Varing, CagssaL

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

Official Pubiic Comment \q \-\5 Postcards from Marisa DeHazes, Timothy D. Regan,
Dear EIS/ER Team Meambers: and Mary Elizabeth McCarthy

1 support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water fow
fromn the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evafuation Report, the recommendations were lmited b)" 1945-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . . .
cle%uly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priesity over the diversion of any water 1946-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to ) . . .
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 1947-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, :

Narme: %W% & (%H@S
Address: ‘-/ZQ’7 ;3{2%& f?\fg ﬂ:(f
City/State/Zip: &}’a ﬁ'{ﬁ)‘[ﬂ@‘ s %WDB

Qfficinl Pubdlic Comment l q q b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assunption about the amount of Water thar could be available For the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity Rives®ivision, 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 enotgh to
achieve u legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

Marme: -4\4 ﬁ% e A,

Address: 2z 9:&32%‘(:}; %’ HrTzd
Citv/State/Zig: 51{/1 M(:ng/ i G s

Gificial Public Comment l q q 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memnbers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nareral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seisnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of witer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinily River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trintty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name: Ty Lhealetl e Cutt,
Address: fﬂ 2o .F)’.an’-a_&,wﬁm CF.

City/State/Zip: ﬂm;g’aé A ﬁ 3‘2 a7

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

Official Public Comment [C| L-\ 8 Postcards from Gene Weber, Paul Dember, and Michael F. Diggles

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 pereent of the natural water flow 1948-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Fiow Evaluation Beport, the recommendations were limited by

. : “" : : ”
an assumplion ahout the amount of water that could be available for the tiver. 1949-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) ) Y o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1950-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Aliemative daes not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoraticn of the ecosystent.

Thank You,
Mame: C;@U-E, Uf.@&r
Address: {806 \1'0\-“‘6‘}0 ?f-

City/Stae/Zip:  “Tomge Eﬁp““é’;g CA" qtﬁg'a

: Qfficial Public Comment lq L| q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membcrs:

I suppost a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flaow
from the Trinjty River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the resommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alemartive does nat go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ,:)
Name: i ;}’QL-‘D_-"'IEIE'Q
Address: Ry as B

City/State/Zip; S’gm_f:_m}qe ros (B G

Official Public Comment l q "O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

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 assumpdion about the amount of waier 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
 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem,

Thank You,
Name; 1%!&»'[7«4/ }C— D. 5&15
Address: s )?v%ufaJ/?w

CityiStare/Zip: _Hedw o oot (ol (H FHEEF =350/

) N/ ° s
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