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

Official Public Comment ‘qs ‘ Postcards from David J. Van Dam, Jean M Bennett,
and Dr. John R. Devine

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 I support the science and study that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1951-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1952-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o . . . .
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ¢ ¢ 1953-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

vame DMl T. M e
Address: L2 &Fﬁ é@m Loz
City/State/Zip: _(lrnides (3 Feisia s

Official Pabfic Commient l q S 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that vould he available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additicnal lezislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yaou,

Name: Crinll Benpmer
Address: /[-,1 F5 Aa 5_, Cage
City/SiatefZip: A 4 o

7

Official Pablic Conment ‘ q s 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memibers:

I suppert 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natutal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repaort, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amousnt of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough ko
achieve a tegally mandaled restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: f) v SMohn E D@b’)ﬂ@
Address: B3 rengped O

i .
City/State/Zip: 5S¢, S4un ¥¥Encisce cd, G¥LEC

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

Official Public Comnrent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: C

lq sq Postcards from Daniel Tjoa, Gene Kaezmarek, and Dean Metzger

. . pya— c
1 support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural warter flow 1954-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Frinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . o 3 B
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reeammendations were limited by 1955-1 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 1956-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,
Name: DANIEL  FeAd
Address: i Tigrgma  VENTuEL Dk

City/State/Zip: Lol AdTol o4 Fumiy

. Official Pubiic Comment l q s S

Dear ELS/EIR Team Members:

T 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 recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fiver.
Legislation vreating the Triniry River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefe Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restorancn of the ecosysiam.

Thank You, L
Name: 6‘;\!/6 Z/;_CZ/’ AREFC
Address: SEILE Bride £

—

City/State/Zip: SiZpen i ¢t TGuT Ve

Official Pudlic Comment l qs lp
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 T suppert the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: $&"3~’ _/{’/‘5‘7’1&4{'?—
Address: S ffeeer Ko

City/State/Zip: Pamfrersy € ¢ FPes”

<~ v AY

R D3-800

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C



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

Official Public Comment \c‘s‘l Postcards from Sheila Day, Robert Ferani, and Tom Water

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1957-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and stdy that

o ; i : t rere limited by . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by 1958-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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 pricrity over the diversion of any water 1959-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ta

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the grosystem.

Thank You,

Name: M 7,

. Mz, Bneia b
Address: * 73 Fateon
City/State/Zip:  poswoon Livermors GA 44550-2827

Official Public Comment lq 6 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations ware limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could ke available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternacive deoes not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: -RU wf EX‘GUA/\

Address: (o 16 ) G'(-u'\ Mo
City/State/Zip: el Gupns of GHC30

Official Public Comment ‘qs
Dear EIS/EIR Teatst Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the scieace and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers Limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avallable for the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Simmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resto;éz{'bn of théecosystem.

e AL

Thank You, - W
Name: Tlom Wkk:mfv ]
Address: 1! e —

City/State/Zip: Lﬁnu:gﬁa,\,\ i c,;n,;_

%\

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

Official Public Commaent ' q b 0

- Diear EIS/EIR Team NMembers:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
3 from the Trinity River Basin., While 1 suppoet the science aad study that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were Limited by

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifi: priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enowgh o
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, /
WName: _f_{f" ﬂf [aTa¥ Rx';“-?» Rf)f/?ﬁ S
Address: 1Y Eyefun fve
Civy/State/Zip:

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

1 support a diversion of ne 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 avatlable for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alremarive does not go far engugh o
achicve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: }'r:C.k (,—,u\kl.'n
Address: 190 Teducall 51,

City/State/Zip; S;QEQE'Q £ A 15’5 70

Official Public Comment \q b 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Eepislation ereating the Tronity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ga far enough to
achieve ¢ legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: T hrabeding . Dp_(,,fc_
Address: 290t Kea toiaAP?

City/State/Zip:  Cofalboers o C3 Srzor-

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

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

Postcards from Kathryn Burroughs, Erick Conklin, and Elizabeth A. Peck

1960-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1961-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1962-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Oficiat Publlc Comment \Ol lﬂ 3 Postcards from Phillip E. Peck, Derek Ulrich, and David S. Gates, Jr.

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the naniral water flow

1 . . . .

i from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 1963-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
? produged the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by

! an sssuicption about the smount of water that could bo avaflable for the tiver. 1964-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

i Lepgistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . ) ) )

‘ to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 1965-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the erosysiem.

Thank You,

Name: ’PLJ-U.T,:) £. Ve,
Address: 25900 Sen e 5240
CityStare/Zips  Cole bmco ¢ £/ Giiez

Qfficial Public Cormnment ‘ q | o 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 T suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were Hmited by
an agsumplion 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 prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystam.

Thark You,
Mame: %{‘— ikl A
Address: %?‘ %M WEY RDAO.

City/State/Zip; OJﬁrrJ CA G3ce

Qfficial Pablic Comment l q bs
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 assumptian gbout the amount of water that could be available for the rivern
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addiional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster.

Thank You, )
Name; 'Dmrrg] 9, Gths Jdr
Address: (Foer  Mowbbels 4.

City/StatesZip: Cupeifime [ sy

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

Official Pubiic Comment l q lﬂ lﬂ Postcards from William T. Vurson, Victor C. Norling,

|
! Dear EISEIR Team Members: . h
* and David McGlocklin
1, [ suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Yrinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Himited by

t
! . . “" . : ”
! an assumiption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1966-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
! Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . ) . o,
: clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion of any water 1967-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 1968-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, N
Name: L ceapal 0 \Jwb
Address: S £. Megolesy Gitn

CitySaaterzips _ (xuk ted , LA G317

Qfficial Public Comment \ i bj

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the matural water Aow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whilc [ support the scignee and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were {imited by
an assumption about the amnount of water that could be available far the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of uny water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -
Name: lesT6 [59F 14
Address: FAPIT Ky Loy paif 800 -

City/State/Zip: L&MLQ_E_,_HAJJ‘£¢ 5 e

Cfficial Public Comment lq bg
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of noe mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaleation Repor, the recommendations 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 Preferved Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Dg f/{f///%/( 6"/5¢Z1-/,¢4'
Address: I ros /7/*0’?? S

City/State/Zip: {7 Fer ¢ A ?3_6/5

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ‘ I\ _|
I snpport a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural Postcards from A. D. Schnieder, Stephen Rosenblum, and Allen P. Green
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 1969-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
the amount of water that conld be available for the river, . . P oy
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional 1970-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildkife priority over . . P .y
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred 1971-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

Ad lund
Oﬂ’l‘ciﬂ-; Public Comment Lﬁ 1 o

Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

[ support a diversion of no morc that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife: priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

— S\%W fory Uuﬂ«\

Address:

City/State/Zip: %n Mn C e qwsol

Official Public Conment l _l l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evzluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the ameount 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 does not go far enough to
achieve a legally maadated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
~ame: _8:_1._1.‘-.}.1 2 Sacux ¥
Address: Diare 8. Hacme Bowo w489

City/State/Zip: ox:d\«ug Vo N e TS

é/\l N :l
R D3-805
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Of_ﬁcmi Pubhc Commem ‘ -l ' A

e S e e

Drear BISEAR Team Members.

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation 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 0
achieve a legally mandatzd restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: CPFAs  Bhum
Address: G Atosman

City/Stare/Zip:  avoe LA A2 Y

Qfficial Public Commeny lq 1 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were Iimited by
an assumption about the ameount of water that couid be avaifable for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nare: M Z &IL—/
Address: R W ~
Cley/Stare/Zip: /ﬂ;}’?ﬂﬁ’A//A TR G

s

Dear EIS/EIR Teamt Members: l q ‘] q

1 support a diversion of no mere than 30 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the
seience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
iae recommeadations were limited by an assumption about

the amaunt of water that eouk! be available for the river.
Legislation creatmg the Tr‘mty River B Division, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over

the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Aliernative does not go far eavugh 1o achieve a Jegally mandated

vestoration of the ecosystens.

Thank you,

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

Postcards from Gregg Baum, Alfred R. Zashe, and Dean Leaurs

1972-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1973-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1974-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Martin J. Van Slyke and D.L. Pehrson

1975-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: m ., 5 1976-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

[ support a diversion of no niore than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the
seicnee and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report.
the recommendations were limited by an assomption about

the amennt of water thar could be svatlable for the river
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division., and additions!
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority vver
the diversion of any water to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legaliy mandated
restoration of the ecosystem. e

Thark yon,

‘Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: \ qw

f support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evalsation Report,
the recommendations were limired by an assumption abeut

the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation treating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additienal
legistation elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over

the diversinn of any water to the CVP. Therefere, the Preferred
Alternative does rot go far encugh to uchieve a Jegally mandated

restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

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

Qfficial Public Comment | bIl l '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation cteating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a ]caally mandatcd restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, <.

TN e i Lo .

Address: ) -i?Zf 7 a//é;;(—‘;égﬂf/ /00 /

City/StateiZip: :7%5 7 o Lo Ny

Official Public Commeni I q 1 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppore 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.

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgislation

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

1 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far encugh o
achieve 2 [egally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narme: /PALHD ‘7/1 LA
Address: Yl M. Ave

City/State/Zip: _ Uadetp ) Gk B 0%

Officiat Public Comment I q -?q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basm. 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 ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doegs not go far enoush to

achieve a legally ;ir?ated restoration of the ccosystem.
£

Thark You, r—
Name: .
Address: 1509 Oluan, i:"'nf' watk *if

Ciy'state/Zip: _Veaite ¢4 40291 JIVT

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

Postcards from Richard Kelly, David Silva, and Robert A. Aronson

1977-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1978-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1979-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment \ q 8 O
Dear EIS/EIR Team NMembers:

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

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

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

Thank You, e
Name: ,5 o C-C,’I:%’Jpﬂ\ljc)wz_
Address: 2633 ocean ST HZ2

City/State/Zip: _Cearbsbad A 92008

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

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

an assumption abeout the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river.

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

Thank You,

Name: j/ ;% vff{ Z/C’—“C-’/ %,::_b‘e_g_% N
g el dts

Address: w VB [ R SO Lo
CityiState/Zip: % .. Mligp ﬁ(lﬁ) 99/6 &
. Sy 7

Official Public Comment q 8 Z
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diverston of any water
1o the CWP, Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does act go far enowgh to
achieve a legally mandated reswration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Mame:

Addrass:

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

Postcards from Bruce Pettibone, S. VanKeeveen, and R. Heath

1980-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1981-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1982-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Conment l q 8 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 assurnplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

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

Thark You, - . .

Name: L biin M-ﬁ‘f\f-’" 223
Address: {208 J\M !I'Lirvﬁdﬁd_ S{'
City/State/Zip: S}—f: Cﬁ ‘ C?L.;f' J?_

) Cfficial Public Comment \q 8 q
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturai 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 asswinption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Profemred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achicve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: D@uf\f\a% Lok
Address: LS, — v S

City/State/Zip: oo o Beach o CF, 43k b

Official Public Commaent \ q 86
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thal 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislation
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 enosystem,

Thank Yoo,
Name: }('_cff*? —+ [—Li.u:i@r’“
Address: 23 So:_uf"m =

City/State/Zip: & ﬁLb\,{po.‘_, C,f'F? L

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

Postcards from Craig Merrilees, Douglas Lock, and Robert Laufer

1983-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1984-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1985-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Postcards from Harry Bubb and Richard Flint

1986-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. - 1987-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Official Public Comment I 08 b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no wwee that 30 percent of the natural water flow
feors the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, 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 water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go [ar énoughtom
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. )

Thank You,

Name:

Address: Fo. /é?é c?

City/Stare/Zip: 2 J7 fluitd Lo TFE v

e, = i

Official Public Corment ' q 8 ?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

.

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
L an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
s Legislation creating the Triaity River Division, and additional legislation

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

Thank You, L S

Natme: fcdfcé-(_-[ /72?‘:4_

Address: e Sy Lord

City/State/Zip: f,rh\_, fﬁﬁ’f?(_ R C"’!’r cwgid

) N ° s
TRINITY1951-2070.D0C g D3-811
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Paul Leong and Jean H. Smith

1988-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

e D ' 1989-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Gfficial Public Comment , 1 g{

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve # legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

._A,%JM: "

Thank You, .
i N e
! : Name: ihL L,_g\\jl\}-\!
Address: LS CRUTOEME ST T IF

Fr) e
R Y]

City/State/Zip: _ ADubiRiy v B . Ak

B R e St

—————— P i L L )

Qfficial Public Comnient / 7 g 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

¥ suppott a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the scicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildjife priadty over the diversion of any water
to the CVFP. Therefore, the Preferred: Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legatly mandated restordfibh of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ?:‘
Name: JESAD SO
Address: L2 oA SN, BRAE, &m .

City/State/Zip: LD~ ;‘J\'L“Ff?“'vi (i, =y =,

K.A N v
V - ‘\--J'l D3-812
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

1719

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1990-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the science and study that
pieduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Scott Smith, Robert Burton, and Mika Adlin

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption abowt the smount of water that could be available for the river, 1991-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation

clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any watar R . . ur: P
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far envugh to 1992-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, he F - -

Narme: ]
Address: { @{g D;’/

1z
City/State/Zip: /—vytj\f'/:» t_‘ﬂr
Official Public Comment ! 7 1 ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoit, the recommendations were limited by
E an assuniption about the amount of water that could be available for the Hver,
Legislation creating the Triuly River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ©
achieve a legally rmandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,
Name: LenzRT F2 vregm At
Address: 594G T =T AJE

City/State/Zip:  Sbe oot g g r 77 <A _?E-EJ{C]'

1 support 2 diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study tha
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 Trimiy fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.,

Thank You,

Narne: Jﬂ'\!kk W*“i“}

Address: QE(}; mm\mﬂm DI?_.
CitviState/Zip: FCHMoH O ; ¢k “TLgwE

Gfficial Fabfic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

= =

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Public Comment , 7 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ng more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wete limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water thai could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildfife priority over the diversion of any watsr
to the CWP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: fa- {;A 0. J':DHV
i Address: /e oo San oA ‘e B

City/State/Zip: Jﬁiaerﬁ:ﬂo{ G, Fsoi¢-

| 1994

i Qfficial Public Conment
Dear EIS/EIR Team dembers:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority uver the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alwernative dees not go far enaugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystom.

Thank You,

Name: ‘TF?C/ / fijpﬁs
Address: 1 G500 g(*l’ﬂﬁ/ﬁ 1 )b\\@

City/State/Zip: (‘ F}}Q&/V‘Jﬂﬂq C'&Q ] D{Lf“

[P

Official Public Cortment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membhers:

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

Thank You,

Iame: '7;;5 % )%A‘Z.fﬁ
Address: /P33 Fpsem OF

City/Staterzip: _F7esspiial Of 3757F

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

1195

Postcards from Ralph W. Eddy, The Hamptons, and Tess Frazier

1993-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1994-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1995-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _l

Rt D3-814
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment / 7 1.‘ Postcards from Karen Newmyer, Sonya Lariz, and Gale H. Pike
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow 1996-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
fram the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scienve and snrdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
E an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1997-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3 Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water 1998-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

: Thank You, .

: Name: Lh.(j fl mt}i\-‘.uﬁf
Address: 1755 \}Qi?‘vCO ED!“
Cirv/Srate/Zip: S oTal [ a7 S5

Qfficial Public Comment /’ ’ 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppoert 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, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish aud wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative do¢s not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ~ -
Name: SN Lo 2
Address: = i L 7'\-{& egf

O x
City/State/Zip: | lﬁ@,@(}r &

Official Public Commuent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the meeommendatuwns were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the nver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Pieferred Altemative does not ge far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten

e el e
Address: 64 Mﬁ [”IG th W ?ﬂ E‘ﬁ
cigswezipr LAY Fondh T4 Q70029

) N ° s
TRINITY1951-2070.D0C g D3-815
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

/ fﬁ 7 Postcards from Jada Hill, Dean Lindberg, and Diane Stappers

Qfficial Public Camubrent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

: . u: P
f support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1999-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lintited by 2000-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trintty River Division, and additonal legislation . . Py, . ”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife griority over the diversion of any water 2001-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CWP. Therefore, the Freferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You

Nume: , Ma !’FL t ‘ N
Address: '| Q‘Q@@ \’(( \f\\{‘@/ V% F\f%
QIR (B azi

City/State!Zip: ¢

2000

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, ]
Name: _DEH—&} LA;JDBZ-Z{-',
Address: 255 ToresT g

City/StareZip:  Saandrr Cippp ep 95047

290 0|
Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | suppert the science and siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assemption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tonty River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative dues not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the egosystemn.

Thank You,
Narne:
Address:

City/State/Zip: UW’MU (‘A JO‘\%

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-816
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

i W W
Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repurt, 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 Praferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, “ )
Name: DA Siive i
Address: ¥O frx Jar‘#"

City/State/Zip:  _Srr-be sz/ﬁfcvr CAGT 2B

12/3/99
Official Public Comment z o a 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thaok You,
Narme: .
Address: _?3/ .fe,«%?pz_ f@)

CityiSwe/Zipn  Nowd 7D (54 P4 Pags

zooj
Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Tean 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 availabie for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the coosysten.

Thank You, r
Name: ‘?/f-‘%‘f/‘)
Address: ﬂ 0. Aex 263

City/State/Zip: E@Mé e va §3Ff"

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

Postcards from Gail Simerson, Clarence Bracey, and R. Henin

2002-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2003-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2004-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-817
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

2003
Official Public Comment Postcards from Stephen K. Oka, Peter DeVries, and Garry Shapiro

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert & diversion of no moke that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2005-1
frotn the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienee and study that
i produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

i an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2006-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
: Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lezisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any waler 2007-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Wame: g‘("-.:,‘oALu [C OK“

Address: Do le \f—.‘.r.-!}na Pve
City/State/Zip: _Ren Lowmond, G

:J:,"a-dJ

: 2o0h
Qficvial Public Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no meore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the selence and smudy thar
praduced 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, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefenred Alfternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Fhank Yomn,

Mame:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

2 09 oy

L pleEsE Sads TEns FiVTT . J g e 7
Official Public Contment
Diear EIS/EIR Team Mcembers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers litaited 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 witdlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therzfore, the Prefemred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narme: OBt <ol 0400
“Address: 2oxTF ) AR AR T

Ciy'State/Zip: [N (Cgines, (Tt FEoEa

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-818
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

2003

Officiat Public Comment Postcards from Yancy Lind, Ron Schwartz, and Judith H. Malomut
Dear EIS/EIR Team NMembers:
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warter flow 2008-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evafuation Repon, the recommendations were limited by

a0 agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2009-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legtslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversien of any water 2010-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermatve does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, .
o T %nc?/ {inel

Name:
Address: fe e /"7 Jebaed (o

City'State/Zips _SFnfe. Crvz CA 5000

Qfficial Public Conunent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

ldo’

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 fimited 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 Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achievs a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: % S‘C/‘\M'P; L
Address: ZL/O RAR EZS S
City/S ip: 4‘252 é!!?'ﬁf ’,-..
ity/ State/Zip ” >R ¢ 503 &

2010

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the selence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumiption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem,

Thank You,

Wl il .
Name: Y 'H W { P g ™
Address: Z2os Frvace S

City/State/Zip: f?f.(/f.ﬂj}:/-; " A ?é’;&’.\

N —~,

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C —p D3-819
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

R
Qfficial Public Contment . e
Dear EISEIR Team Members: Postcards from Sclc}Lgler erclhgrdson, Donald Boivin,
and Gameliel Gomez

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

an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river. 2011-1 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 2012-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
actizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: &; i %‘é [ zzﬁi l'(’,.pr/,(é‘
O ey S

Address: Pt R =y Y4 4

City'SttoZip. ~HGBE 7 o CF V6 (45

2013-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment
Dear E15/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppoert the scisnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were lirnited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for ﬂ.’c TIver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far engugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystzm.

Thank You,
Narme: wm
Address: 1248 & VE.

City/State/Zip: _SALL@EA—&CB_%I?O /

2013
Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereenc of the nawral warter fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the racommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could b aviilable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trnity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Freferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narme: (;Crf '.p.e}i'l \:ﬂ\ e’ﬁﬂfb% B
Address: % 7 fid \ : g“\f\
City/State/Zip: \Y\/\U‘{f‘ L 255N

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-820
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

1014 Postcards from Wayne Estes, Jeremy Lariz, and Tiffany Paz

Gfficial Public Comnient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of o thote that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2014-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2015-1 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 aver the diversion of any water 2016-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nod go far enowgh

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

20:1%
Official Public Cammient
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
1egislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not o far cnoush to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Official Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, — \ ~—

Name: \T%\A‘A T’az'

Address: Wg Df
Citnytate.*zip'ééj’\m AR Cq}‘\, GEGKQ%

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-821
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v l',

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/ZIR Team Members:

Postcards from Veronica Calderon, Tamara Jones, and Jim Knecht

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 peroent of the natural water flaw

. . urs P
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the scignee and study that 2017-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recornmendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 2018-1 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 : : “i toc ”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to 20191 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem
Thank You,

Name: .\E‘Q@A\CD\ Qﬂ\&mf\
Address: Lozl Mok Q;A
Citw/State:Zip: S@g ;gge, (& ACATZT

2013

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppert 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 availahle for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any watar
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dacs not go far etangh t©
achicve a legally mandated zestoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R

Name: '_'Tzi'ﬂ.!qﬁl/ﬁ\ \)D‘V“C;:S-—‘ )
Address: AT\ O CA ‘«F{ZE i:./‘/
City/State/Zip: (,L:‘f:/l WL \ﬂ% T{’RQE—‘IQ«%

10I1

Oficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, o

Name: \.‘,) m K{U E—C‘W F
Address: { S 9 '-i EbD i STDR P/_.iq’c =
City/StatefZip: _9 AR X el E-j Cﬂ— ?g/:j‘q

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-822
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ETOLV
Offcial Public Comment Postcards from Michael Schumacher, Steve Hall, and Mary Lou Dotz
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow _ . . P -
from the Trimty River Basin. While [ support the sclence and study that 2020-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . s .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2021-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 2022-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternaiive does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, . X

Name: MICHAS L SCAULIMACIER
Address: \SA409 LOARLANICK RY
Ciwsme/zip SAN Jhees A 4517 4

zoa|

(ifficial Public Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tunity Baver Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation greating the Toriry River Division, and addingnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Theiefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: YrEVET el
Address: /82y At b‘ﬂ-/b’i"/

City/State/Zip: & PR &5 oL PS0s

2022,
Official Public Comment
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
MName: }“{O\\"q LDLL DO+?.
Address: l‘?‘%’o” '\Iotg}fro Dr,

City/State/Zip: Wzl :T_C}S::' A 35[29

) ) . . s
TRINITY1951-2070.D0C v S -y D3-823
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o 2602y
Official Public Conament Postcards from Richard R. Hess, Mondy Lariz, and Brenda Sims

Drear ETS/EIR Team Members:
[ suppost & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow . . . .
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 2023-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2024-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly pives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water ~ . . P .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w 2025-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated Testoration of the scosystem.
Thank You, - . 2 ﬂ_’

Name: 14 ¢ L =
Address: [ Fie H@‘hg me&
City/S1a1e/Zip:  Sgmn_leme A qgmf

204y

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warter that ¢could be availahie for the river.
Legistation creating the Tnntty Raver Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dacs nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You, i
Name: mm\ L“éﬁ{ { =
Address: 2—55 3 “& W 3L
oo 75/2Y

City/State/Zip:

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nareral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the seience and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptian about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legiglation 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 Preferved Alternative does ret go far enough to
achieve a legafly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: DRENNE WS
Address: 154¢ TCZO T

City/State/Zip: @21 bC:’:r"‘} M f’l‘f(.{% G‘l
qaILz

< v =\

e D3-824
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Ofcial Pubiic Commert 2 €@ o fln Postcards from Gina Lariz, Ron Iverson, and Elizabeth M. Hess
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow 2026-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and snudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . up: P
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river. 2027-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creatmg the Trnity River Division, and additienal legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2028-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough te

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You, - .

MName: (\Olm \_‘(J\‘rq £
Address: 1Y {v)
City/StaterZip: 44 '1'.(‘:‘ O AT

Official Public Comment 2 o z 7

Dezar EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatien creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation
clearly gives Tnnity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enongh to
achicve a logally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: Q ey _:]::/,5./5 P

Address: H4/68 oo 54 DV"
City/State/Zip: Pt O/ e Cakf 2308

Offtcial Public Comment 2 o L g

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversien of no more that 30 percent of ihe natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | suppart the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far cnough to
achieve 2 lezally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: s ; -
Address:

CryiState/Zip: S s Loce A €57 ;y_

<~ v =\

= D3-825
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Q2 7
Gfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Mike Stappers, Jean Gomes, and Terry O Roache

T support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow - . . Py . ”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 2029-1 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. 2030-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water 2031-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altenative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Mt S pparS
Address: l q F}m ‘p‘ﬁ ei';'?‘/{dﬁﬁwé}%
City/State/Zip: {_ ;ia?tdﬁ\ﬁﬁt CP. 0\‘/}1}‘:‘{

2030

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: '

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

Thank You, P
Name: ,_\[;B o Gpme s .
Address: 2454 P{( 3 d’:}/\; l‘T‘T -

Clty/Stare/Zip: NerTr x_uJ(‘-‘{,,E’ é'_t-’f[‘f(j T/ 5/

20%|

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

" I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whils I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assuription 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 net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated regjoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, (;{M? . fﬂ___

Mame: a2 el e
Address; Y- & 145‘_.)??/\/5;- T
City/State/Zip: SEENN?\/FE'&J i (h/’(.fﬂ_g) {’

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

Official Public Comment Ze32 Postcards from Paul Stone, Jon Mikkelsen, and Harry E. D’Angelo

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2032-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. Whila I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendatiens were limited by . . i .,
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2033-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addizional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water 2034-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to

achieve u legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: TP/A u \ SW)’VL@ :
Address: l—r p[ﬂ@ﬁ {’6

City/StaterZig: (B G2i520

Official Public Comment z o ”

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

F 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 Repori, 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 wildhife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not zo far enough to
achigve 2 legally mandated rageoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: Ton) Mk ¥elCen
Address: i

CitySreizip: _ Wil View) & a4y2,

ERTRTNe,

Official Public Commient z ] 3%

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion 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 wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altgrnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You,
Mame: LA, Z
Address; 120 /*’Z(’cﬂ 7}( A;L,_

City/StatelZip: S oo, 947 ey FP0f

) N ° s
TRINITY1951-2070.D0C g D3-827
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Official Public Comument 2035 Postcards from G. Carrillo, Keith Reynolds, and Boyd Jones

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water How 2035-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils 1 support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendaimnsl were limited by ~ . . o .,
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2036-1 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 2037-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You, .

Matme: C’:r._ Q’ﬂpﬂr f'{O

Address: 2B ST
City/StarelZip:  _ 0@ LY, (Ca, Gwoiy

! 2636

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

H I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the tanral water fow

g fram the Trinity River Basin, Whils I support the science and stady that

: produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an agzumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additons! lagislatiom
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, K y
Name: & TH Al e §

Address: {229 t’i:i?’f ﬁ'/)r‘-’rﬂéﬁi?‘ Lns
CityfSweZipp S- e 0 IS0

Official Public Comment z o 3 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Nami¢: if?{* / J/ s
Address: 33z4 Lfislog va s /‘Z{;?
Citw'State/Zip: S oy Smg (- S

) N ° s
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Gfficial Public Comment z o 3 8

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. Whils [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumiption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternanve does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandared resworation of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
; Name: E—-D'\Hn\l \’<HTL@1$
Address: 45N Faearvoa De,

City/State/Zip: ‘K)\\{ Oy W Qe
\ WRREe] TWE Ruief BEFOLE TAR DAsmD — WETS SEE
Tl OB TS N AE RETReD,

! Official Public Comment z° ‘ 1

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

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

- an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
| Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addidonal tegislation

i clearly gives Tomity fish and wildlife poonity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP., Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, L ——

Name: —‘Eﬂbﬂ\_}m

Address: /’7\:"!7&‘ KOC%(@
City/StaterZip: <l £ JE CA STSI1ES

: Official Public Comument l.l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppaort @ diversion of o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Busin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ament of water that could be availablz for the tiver
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecosysters.

Thank You, )
Name: : i ]

Address: \ C ) Z ‘Y ;
City/State/Zip: %QQMQL‘L

ot e < e

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

Postcards from Edwin Katlas, Jim Jones, and Sandra Laviz

2038-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2039-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2040-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _l
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5 . Offctat Pubtic Commers. 2@ { Postcards from Gene and Anne Petrik, Richard Drill, and Lynda Grass
E Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1, 1 support & diversion of no morte that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2041-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

! produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by 2042-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

: an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the river, .

Legisiation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2043-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achisve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ﬁ.{/p
Name:

Address:

City/State/Zip: %ﬁﬂ_ﬁ;@ qf{ S CIZ 3

’ Official Public Comment zo \i L

i Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available tor the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat lagislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife pronty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ) .
Name: - @f‘ “

Address:

City/State/Zip: B gﬁ I4 f& S‘gé\]

: L\_k\“\..;&eh‘r‘-L;‘wve g At e dhm CpFiess Tnthda & rhae
e 7 S
i Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 20 q 3
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
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendalions were timited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleariy gives Trinitj,r fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefors, the Prefimred: Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated testoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:
Address: G

<
City/State/Zip: %! .h\!g 2 CQ

K./'Q = -
V o \--)l D3-830
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LTy

Qfftcial Public Commaent

Dear EIS/ETR Team Memhors: Postcards from Sylvia Cardella, Scott Rosfo, and No Signature
.; I supporr a diversion of no more that 30 pergent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 2044-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
: produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
i an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, : i “Fi ies ”
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2045-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

eleatly gives Trimity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water . . urs P
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far encugh to 2046-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

z,a'f-(

Hficial Public Comument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoit a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Tiinity River Basin. While I support the scieace and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tomity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsmative decs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You, .
Name: e ¥k

Address: ) LAt %r—.u\ “;i—_ ﬂ’)
City/StateiZip: _Eurnee €A G250

S Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: , 204 b

+ I support a diversion of nd more than 30 Percent of the Eatural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the
science and stedy thaé produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were jimited by an assumption about
the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legistation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife piiority over

" the diversion of any water to the CVP. Thercfore, the Prefecred
Alternative does not go far enousphk to achieve a legaily mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

) N ° s
TRINITY1951-2070.D0C g D3-831
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T e W07
R Offiéial Public Comment 7
Pear 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.
Legislatioa creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and witdlife 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 ecosyster.

Thank You,

Name: %

Address: il O Pos .

City/Stale/Zip; _—Sdw L3 Gl
Y Official Public Comment ?-."lq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: T

1 support a diveision 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 [imired by
an assumption about the amownt of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Tringty fish and wildfife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does mot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: M %1
Agddress: 20 6 oA 3:? ]
City/State/Zip: ~ 54

, 5SS 7o
! Official Public Commant u"’ 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

‘Thank Yeu,
Name: 1’-},::_}9 { ;lf Lrolle
Address: ]

citysamwzip: Arcate , (o 45521

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

Postcards from Frank Taylor, Stuart M. Bueller, and Daniel LaBulle

2047-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2048-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2049-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comment ' z‘a
Dear E_ISIE]R Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Name: Ak&k Su\*Gv\
Address: VLD v 4
City/State/Zip: _Acvorve, (A 95524

E:] B .... ) éafcm{ Pub!i’ckCommm m f'
Dg?:iim]ﬂ‘ Team Memi;ers: C

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 Repori, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additiona? legiststion
clearly gives Tiinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thazk You,
Name; IQM.Q M
Address: 1603 /G St

City/State/Zip: ‘E-wzp_ko\‘f CAJ9550)

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited ]:y
an ption about the t of weter that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrsd Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thask You, _ , P:" five @
Name: Jﬁ/g‘j C—?rg-f-e}'i tan £ 40l g ma [T

Address: iy H ST

i thg AmagerstS
eF TG fleer A

CiyiSaeZipn _Arcatn A G5520 4. vid for
, fetn
et o e P gy

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

o Official Public Comme.l;l.t zx & .

Postcards from Mike Sutton, Danny Hansen, and Jared Gerstein

2050-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2051-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2052-1 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

e Official Public Comment
Dezr FIS/EIR Team Members:

1 sapport a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were timited by
an assumptior about the amournt 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 Prefecred Altlemnative dogs not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

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

Official Public Comment "w < ."

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
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 Tiinicy River Division, and additional legisiation

clearty gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
“ achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Eobby Bz

Address; 5939 S Eé
City/State/Zip: Blue lore (K 45525

- ) ~
Official Public Comment :“ (

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaifable for the ver.

LegisIaﬁ9n creating the Trinity River Division, end additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allerative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
.Name: —jTI‘L b()’(/ A’?CG
Address: i -) r)} }bmgF
CityismeZip: =030 P 4SSEY

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

Postcards from Casey O’Leary, Kathy Hinz, and Jim Wallace

2053-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2054-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2055-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

<~ Vv AY
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Official Public Comment 1" ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: '

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturai water flow
fromt the Teinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption zbout 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 wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandeted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, N
© Name: - Rﬂy 'P/UZ\ (—\ W
Address: NN F:ﬂr'\'w[d ?"ﬂ U.)Zi(é
City/Stata/Zip: Lt H’ fS.,. g g5 é.‘r

Official Public Comment 1
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert 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 additiona] legislation
clearly gives Trmity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

. Thank You,
Name: _ AL
Address: )

City/State/Zip: 1 ]Z(f*'ﬂ Ql §§SD

I
Official Public (;nmmem‘
" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ..

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow.
from the Trinity River Basiz. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ap ption about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mendated restoration of the ecosystem. ’

Thank You, B
Name: Aéen_p_&a{ﬂzﬂj
Address: 2. fi0_Ficl dbrook KD

City/Stare/Zip: Avvatn. , (A FE314

TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

Y 2%

Postcards from Roberta I. Montress, Tracy Montross,

and L. Lone Barker IV
2056-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2057-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2058-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _VA
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TRINITY1951-2070.D0C

- _,_.- Official Public Comment 2 0 f?

DeaT EFS/EIR Team Members:

_ 2059-1
I support & diversion of na mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 2060-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assutption about the amount of warter that could be available for the river. 2061-1

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addittonal legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:

Address: %3 O t K L.n .
City/State/Zip: . 2L

- 2060

Official Public Commeni
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, ) .
Narme: Sm :,;)'_( X Q;fﬁ ]
Address: ;

URRS draa s Cree o
City/SratelZip: § ;'g';ég)g: Q0 4 . r@“’l

2061

L lmen Official Public Cotment
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members: '

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

Thank You,

Name: M Sy '.'(ae_
Address: 4415 5. Gowriy RpD
City/State/Zip: E@sr‘dq £4 95Ty

Main TOC

Postcards from Jeff Carroll, Stasia Nelson, and David Ice

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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s _ __15 Oer:fciaanbﬁe Comment LAl . . .
1 - Desr EIS/EIR Team Members: _ Postcards from Riley Pearce, Natalie Jansson, and Michael Bruce

[ 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 _ : : “Ti ieg ”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by 2062-1 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 2063-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alreenative does not go far enough to 2064-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, ’
Thank You,
Name: &"’6‘7)&?‘:1 Fiaa

et
Address: AR L

Cityistawizip:  Atecitn, CF 48523

’ . Official Public Comment lo ‘ 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

P

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

Thank You, o
Name: Modaton Thuwnssv.
Address: % \J\Efm\, 0{'

r 1. f .

Clry/State/Zip: iﬁ b“m %“ ig f l i q%@

e —p

I
. " Official Public Comment

5 R
Dear?;SfElR Team Members:

, e

206¢Y

- 1 support a diversioh of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frorg 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 additicnal legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

R —

Thank You,

MName: [N
Address: @F}‘ﬁoﬂﬁ@ﬁ
City/State/Zip: !

<~ v AY

R D3-837
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—y— - w

Pear BISEIR Team Members Postcards from Larry E. Dennis, Jerry Reynolds, and Larry E. Dennis

i support a diversion of ne more than 30 Percent ol the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the

. . ‘s A
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report, 2065-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
the recommendations were limited by an assymption about . . o .
the amount of water that could he available for the river. 2066-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legiskation creating the Frinity River Division, and additional . . o
fegistation elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over 2067-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

the diversion of any water to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative dees not go Far enough (o achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosysten,

Thank you,

r A -4 X
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . :
U sapport a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Repeort,
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about
the 2mount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Bivision, and additionat
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred
Adternative does not go far enough 10 achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the eensystem.

Thank vou,

— /,

12067

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion nf ro more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the
seience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were Emited by an assumption about

the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislatinn creating the Trinity River Division, and zdditional
legislation clearty gives Triaity fish and wildiife priority over

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

Thank vou,

é/\l ) :l
- D3-838
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L2 H
Dear EES/EIR Team Members: : _ Postcards from Snyder, Dave Pehrson, and Christina Pierce
[ support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the . . . .
2068-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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.
Legislation creaiing the Trinity River Division, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver 2070-1
the diversion of any water to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred

Alternative does not 2o far enough to achieve a legally mandated

restoration of the ecosystem.

2069-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank vou,

Ly

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 10 ‘ 7

F support a diversion of no more than 30 Percenit of the anateral
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evairation Report,
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about

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

Thank you,

Ry
Offteial Public Comment 2.0?0

Dear EISEIR Team Members:

{suppun 2 diversion of no more tat 30 -
{rom the Trinity River Basin, While [ s
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart
an assumpiion about the apount of war
Legislation creating the Trnity River I
clearly gives Trinity fish and wild)ife )
o the VP, Therefore, the Praferreg
achieve a lsgally mandatad restorarion

Thark You,

csal of the patural water flow

7> the science apd study that
commendations were timited by
4t could be available for the rive:
en. and additional legislatinn
over the diversion of any water
ive does not go far enough 1o
€ 2COsySiem,

' Dy -
Neme: AT ot
wlttden, /ot
Adcress: Wl
CitviStaeZip,  Ftomdnd A3 aicer
T Gl

<N .,
R D3-839
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