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

20 Postcards from Susan Kegley, Jeff Lorelli, and Malcolm Dunn

Official Pabdlic’ Commemn

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: , .
. . yp .

o X 2071-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I suppert a diversion of nd more that 30 percent of the rawral water flow
from the Toinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that . . P .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2072-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumplion about the amount of water that eould be zvailzble for the river. ) )
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation 2073-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therafore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You.
Name: S‘!SQ‘-‘! /’\’E"‘o I,
Address: 2—7@,2 S/M’ ; Food

City'State’Zip: _Berdaley (£ F¥008

T Dear EES/EAR Team Members: ¢ o 7 -

I support a diversion of no more than 30 Percea: ufthe paturs
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 assemption about

the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Lepisiation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of zny water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve 3 fegalty mandated
restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank you,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2 a 7 3

Isupport a diversion of no more than 30 Pereeht of the natural
wa_\ter flow from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie 1 support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
tie recommendations were hmiied by 4n assumpiion about

the amouat of water that conld be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over

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

Thank you.

é/\l N :l
R D3-840

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY2071-2128.D0C



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

207 Postcards from D. L. Pehrson, A. D. Schneider, and William McCarty

Dear EIS/ELR Team Members:

Esupport a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natar 2074-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the

sciefice and study that produced the Flow Evaluuiion Report, : : “G: ioq ”

the recommendations were limited by an assumption about 20751 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . .
2076-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legiskation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legaliy mandated
restoration of the ecosystem. ’

Thank you,

209¢

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no move than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Tririty River Basin. While I suppert the
sctence and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by 2o assnmption about

the amouat of water that could be available for the river:
Legiskation creating the Trinity River Diviyion, and additional
legistation clearly gives Trinity fish aad witdlife priority over
the diversien 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,

A Sty
2076

[ support a diversion of no more than 36 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Rasin. While I support the
seience and study that produced the Fiow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about

the amount of water that could be uvailable for the river.
Legislation creuting 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

.-\Itcrna!wc does not go far enough to achieve a legaily mandated
resteration of the ecosystem.

Dexr EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thznk yoo,

It caun Aol Wry

. - \
V o \:)l D3-841
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

_ ;o 1 Postcards from Jerry Reynolds, D. L. Pehrson,
and Marie Sikora

Dear EAS/ETR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the naturs]
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While { support the
scieave and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Repurt,

the recommendations were limited by an assumption aboul 2077-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
the amount of water that could be svailable for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionaj 2078-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
legislaiion clearly gives Trinity fish and wildGife priority over

the diversion of any water 1 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred 2079-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Alrernative does not go far enough 10 achieve a legally mandated
restoratien of tire ecosystem,

Thank yoa,

A fmr

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1 2 1 g .

[ support 2 diversion of ne more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluatica Report,
The recommendations were iimited by an assumption about

the amount of water that coufd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over

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

Thank you,

Official Pubiic Comment Z L4 1 ’

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While I support the science and study thae
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the s2eommendations were limited by
an assumptian about the amaunt of water st could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
clearly yrves Trinity fish and wildlife peiorios over the diversion of uny water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferted Altemugye nat go far enough o

achieve 2 legally iggl oy o 5 S¥stet.
Thank You, e - P

Name:

. Marie Sikorn
Address: i Coon Heights Rd o
CleviSwte Zin: Den Lomond. CA 9s00som1p &y
y At it

. - \
V o \:)l D3-842
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from A. D. Schneider, Dean Lewis,
and L. M. Kocher

Bear EIS/P LK | cam Mempers: Ll B d

1 support 2 diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural

waler flow from the Trinity River Busin. While I support the 2080-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
science and stl:ldy that pmd;‘.'c%d td]n Flow Evaluation Report,

the recommendations were limited hy an assumption about i i “Fi ies.”
the amount of water that could be available for (e river. 2081-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional . . . s n
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over 2082-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
the diversion of any water to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred

Alternative does not go far enough 1 achieve a legaily mandated

restoration nf the ecosystem.

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: z‘ ’ ,

t support a diversion 9f no more than i Peri
water flow from the Trinity River Rasia, W
science and study that
the recommendations were
the amount of water that could he avai
Legislation creating the Trinity Riv
legislation clearly gives Triniry fis
the diversion of azy water 1o the CVP
Alternative does not 80 far enougi:
restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank you,

the puidiral
uppurt the
ion Bepoit.

Thank you,

20f2

Offtcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppori 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.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watet
1o the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternusive doss not go tar znough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Tharnk You, R
Mame: B A Y @ o haei
Address: R AT Rt —| K

City/State/Zip: 5‘(1'(,\ Sy [ ALY (T Q o

K.A N v
V V\:)l D3-843
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Mitch Matsumoto, B. McCarty,

2083 and Pat Barthel

Qfficial Public Comment

Dear E1S/ETR Team Members: . . . .
2083-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no mose that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2084-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumaption about the amauni of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
Gearty ghves Triniy fish and wildiZs prioris ver tae diversion of avy water 2085-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough io

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem.

Thank You,
Name: M{Z_M
Address: Zrzs rFETE

City/StatesZip: MA_QMM#K

2089

I support a diversion of no more than 30 Pergent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While } support the
seience and stady 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.
Legistution creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legistation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
tire diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far engugh to achieve a legally mandated
restaration of the ecosystem.

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

Thank you,

Officied Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

1 support 4 diversivn of né more that 3& percent offthe namural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support she science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaifable for the river.

eaislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not zo far enough to
achicve 4 legaily mandated restoration of ‘hi ecosystem.

Thank You. !
Name:

Address:

City/State/Zip:

K.A N v
V - ‘\--J'l D3-844
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ol Pabiic Conment 20) @ Postcards from Dash Stolarz, Kay E. Heyes,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Har0|d C- Van Ree

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percaat of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppor: the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations were limited by 2086-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be aveilable for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation 2087-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandared restoration of the scosystem. 2088-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: Oaset STOLARZ

Address: S0LS CATAL o AVE.

CiiState/Zip:  _L-A. LA U304

L Dear EIS/EIR Tear Members: ?,Dg’_}

I support a diversion of no more thag 3¢ Percent of the zatural
water flow from ihe Trinity River Basin. While suppoﬁ the
seience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
tne recomnmendaiions were [emted by an assumption about

the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legls!ation creating the Trinity River Division, and additipnal
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP, Thercfore, the Preferred

AlrernatAive does not go far eavugh to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaak you,

& 7

202%

Official Pz:bfic Comnmens
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

E suppert a diversion of no more that 3 percent of the nawral water flow
trom the Trinity River Basin. Whiie I suppor the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommiendations were limited by
an assumption aboor the amount of water thar could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Tririty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tonity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemanvi does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the :cosvstem

Thank You,
Name: %M < s
Address: 2L0 Hrdavadgiza) WAy

City'State/Zip:  Udeg g, e o e 04 SLEE 7

<~ v AY

R D3-845
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

o rusiccommen 28 &9 Postcards from Don Hirzel, Larry E. Dennis,
Dear FEIS/EIR Team ¥embers: and A- D- Schneider

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the naral 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 2089-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption zbout the amount of warer that could be available for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2090-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Tonity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 2091-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, -
Name: [P e e

Address: NOT R Coeanhn /U
City/State/Zip: | g rarore (.. SYTTE

2010

Mffciatl Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trmty River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Tlow Evaluation Report, the recommendattons were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereatmg the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wiidiife priocity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Tharnk You,
Name:

Address:
M. Larry E. Deemis
CiryiState/Zip: 35070 Gares Sweet

U Cigy, CA 34537-5206

Dear EIS.’ELR:[eam Members: N 2 ‘ 1 ‘_—

Isupporta d_ivei-sion of ne more than 30 Percent of ihe nataral
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluatior Report,
the recommendations were Bmited by ae assumpticn 2bout

the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority 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,

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-846
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Katlind Gittings and Jerry Reynolds

2092-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2092 2093-1

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

I support 2 diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. Whaile I support the
seience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
tie recommendaiions were lmited by an assumption about
the zmount of water that conld be available for the river.
. Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and 2dditional
- . legislation clearly gives Trin ity fish and wildlife priority over
L the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
e Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem,

Tharnk you,

QM?

2013 |

{ sepport a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural

water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the

science and study thai produced the Flow Evaluation Report,

the recommendations were limited by an assumption about

the amounr of water that could be availabie for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Drivision, 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.

ﬁ%’/&‘"——d-

L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thank you,

< v AY

R D3-847
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RDD/TRINITY2071-2128.D0C

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membors:

I sapport a diversion of no more than 3
water flow from the Trinity River Suein,
science and study that produced the Flnw ivyly
the recommendations were Hinies by at BRI ke
the amount of water that could be available for ¢
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, =
legislation clearly gives Trinicy fish smd wild
the diversion of any waier to the C¥P. Thereh
Alternative does not go far erough fo achisve 3 jey
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

[ support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the
sefence and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about

the amount of water that could be avaifable for the river.
Legislativn creating the Trinity River Division, aod additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of ary water to the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred

Alternative does not go far enongh to achieve a legally mandated

restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

2094-1
2095-1

2095 |

Main TOC

Postcards from Malcolm Dunn and A. D. Schneider

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

. ' Postcards from Katlind Gittings, Craig Gittings,
[ support a diversioa of no more than 30 Percent of the natural i
water flow from the Trigity River Basin. While I support the and Emlly Wyro
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
iie recommendsations were limired by an assumption about . . . .
the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2096-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over 2097-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred

Alternative does not go far enough fo achieve a legafly mandated 2098-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

Far)dwh Gt g

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2 ° 1 7

[ suppert a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the
seience and study that preduced the Flow Evaluation Report,
e recommendaiions 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 priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legatly mandated
restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank you,

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a divession of no mere that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amounmt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislanon creating the Trimity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife privdey over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwmarive does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You. .

Narne, Ermtyilyyo
Address: g0 Yallelr frve.
CitySwerZip: _ Mrida (A 94503

<~ N, vs
RDD/TRINITY2071-2128.D0C Rt D3-849
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pudlic Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from Andrea Bustos, Gudran Dybdal,

and Joe Kopczynski

[ support a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the seience and study that
produeed the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of wacer that could be available for the river. 2099-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trmty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of amy water 2100-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,

Mame; 77{/@@,& %ﬂs Fos
Address: (33@3 Eulermi i fo
CitviState/Zan: Bvratn  7# ?5';-'2«/

2101-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comntent :2 loo

Dear E13/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 perceni of the natural water flow
frorm the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited _hy
an assumption about the amount of water that cauld be available for e river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alfternative does ot 2o far emough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Name: 6(-:.4!’(.4 A—D‘,; bM
Address: 5233 Sen, fable Dy, £
City/Srate/Zip: FJ I—Sa io rasfe e_/é QL{@B

Qfficial Public Comment 2 l O\

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, )

Name; dé’ [ é\ac 2yl

Address: el Teotnce Cr. ’

City/State/Zip: __(r i ~pitbe R T
ity/State/Zip \‘,rg,,z‘ v L€4 t Cc{ 7= ?Y/

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY2071-2128.D0C g D3-850
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Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

2\02

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

frem the Trinity River Basin, While T suppert the science and study that 2102-1
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the siver. 2103-1
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlifs prionity over the diversion of any water

to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o 2105-1

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: L0, Skhteveer
Address: &l _ISARET A

Ciy/Ste/Zip: 740702 €A FYT

Official Public Comment
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ag more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frora the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalnation 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 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 tar enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . R .
Name: S‘k’td?_ Ao ho‘\"\
Address: ity Hﬂn’\ e

CiysStateiZip: e Crae, Cp 95062

2104

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basir. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormendations 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 Jegislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priomity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

(Hficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thank You,
Name: .@&;ﬁ%«z&
Address: (G5h Edhy PF.

7

City/State/Zip: - Sai 7t ,/@sn ca_g540f

RDD/TRINITY2071-2128.D0C
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Postcards from I. O. Skaredoff, Steve Lawton,
and Patricia Boysen

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water tlow
from the Trimity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trmity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Tronity fish and wildlife poonty over e diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative coes not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the scosvstem.

Thank ¥ou, )
Narne: jz 7 ;
Address: Pt -

: CitviSmerZip: zmdise, (4 Fsr2f

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of de 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 }ay
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available flor tl::e river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over e diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative coes not go far enough 1o
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

2,107

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percem of the narural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reéport, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Lemsiation 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 Afternative does not 20 far encugh to
achieve & legally mandated festaration of the seosvstem.

£

Thank Yo, < T
Name: Jdemaa Yogls

~ N L
Address: 4325 EH‘DQQ S Jun

RS
P . Iy ¢ Al
CiySuateZip: [YLau T~ Vige (—2F0Y3
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Postcards from Shelley Lariz, Ralph Barrett,
and Jerry Pugh
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offtcial Public Commert
Dear EIS/EIR Team bembers:

2103

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the natueal water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienve and study that 2108-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2109-1
Legislation sreating the Trinity Rivar Division, and additional legisiation

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

10 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 2110-1

achieve a legally mandated restoracion of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . ’
Name: Y o b ‘él L vl
Address: 47/‘3:; @{Li e 3’1’

City/State/Zip: -%é_\?J««Lé\—() CA 94105

2104

1 support a diversion of no more thae 30 percent of the natumi water flow
froms the Trinity River Basin, Whils I support the science and smdy that
preduced 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 Drivision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimty tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thank You, y .
Name: Q&‘jr-:'—{“ _i-g}lé’,.‘{}rﬁ/
Address: 1026 prilonheck Ay

City/State/Zip:  Sp nn;‘ piote, fab. 7%’&%7

Cfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water How
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 ¢ould be azvailable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addidenal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifz priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefirred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Address:

Name: A~
Q?g D :'- ?/'\:Dj ;‘r A [
City/State/Zip: 6@ i E &i !':‘ax‘ —Z%

RDD/TRINITY2071-2128.D0C
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pablic Commen.
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

l \ l ‘ Postcards from Bill Nash, Joan and Eric Grantz,
and Ollie Weber

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppirt the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2111-1
an assumption about the amount of water thai could be available for the river.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 2112-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Alternative does not go far enough to . . Py .
schieve a logally mandated restoration of the ecosyster. 2113-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You,

Name: ,{?/// /f/(ZSé
Address: fo% S oo bine tudf;/

City/Stte/Zip!  Sauy Fogr, CA QL7

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

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
from the Frinity 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 fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and waldlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to
achigve 2 legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name; I aawHint G’VdM/#b
Address: 1 \ t)_D 1‘1;1‘\- S’S‘
City/State/Zip: Avrads (& a2

R : !
: Qfficial Public Comment 1 l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
Citv/Sare/Zip:

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY2071-2128.D0C g D3-854
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Comment ;L l l L} Postcards from Ashley Johnson, Johnathan Chubb,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Gregory J_ Werner

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

fiom the Truméy River Basin. While [ support the scieoce and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2114-1 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 Enivision, and additional legislation . . P . P
clearly gives Trinicy fish and wikdlife priarty over the diverior. of any water 2115-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 2116-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thaek You,
Name: 45}1[944 —jﬂ’zﬂé‘.ﬂ

Address: 11!'77 faﬂoﬂ.mc:\. P
CiySae/Zip: _Pzadn (4 _gs5z(

Official Public Comment ! \ \ 6
Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namiral water flow
ram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluatign Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumphion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legisiation
clearly gives Trmity fsh and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water
te the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name: Jﬂ/// AT &,%Zé?é’
Address: Gro~ ape s 2y

CityStateZip: S/ A VAL 2 A
qyoFC

Official Public Corment ! \ \
Dear EIS/EXR 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 smdy thas
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be wvailable for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any warer
1a the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstera.

Titank You,

Narne: C/\f’?‘ﬂ&ﬁy g,/'a L{j{m-g,.

Address: é({@/ ﬂ@;g&d {]L
City/State/ Zip: N FEat e //r‘ ._‘.//-’L Qu"@g’?

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

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

AL

I suppert 2 diversion of ne moere that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥You,
Name: W“-L.\ AM A A N&%Eﬁ.
213 RQIKHALQZoN STREET

2117-1
2118-1
2119-1

Address:

City/State/Zip: Mn_._‘_& q%65'243.1-

A&

‘I support a diversion of no more that 33 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinigy Raver Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of watar that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does aot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem,

Gfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

Thank You, AY .
Narme: S ICa 80\\4" va
Address: Do 60'?{ 2'38” /2.95! FL{M Cﬁk@

City/State/Zip: @fﬁcg A 4477

A \q

| support a diversion of no mere that 3¢ perceqr 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 legisiation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CYVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not zo far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the zeosystem.

Official’ Public Comme
Dear EIS/EIR, Team Members:

Thank You,
Name: &L:’ \—{?af"‘r
Address: 74/‘27 J?J(.i?) ij‘{ .

City/State/Zip: I ;;763‘37

RDD/TRINITY2071-2128.D0C
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Postcards from William A. Werner, Jessica Savage,
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comme 0’2 | &O Postcards from Fred Baumann, Alice Tramutolo,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and I"egible Signature

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science aud study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2120-1
an assumption about the amount of warer that coutd be available for the tiver,

Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, end additional legistation . . . 3
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2121-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nat go far enough to

achieve a legalty mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 2122-1

Thank You, .

Name: ELETS 3Rl st Anins

Address: Sole B GEARR DA
City/Sate/Zip. dudleper— OREE K A FY s9¢

Official Public Conmer. z \ 2 \

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
{from the Tdnity River Basin. Whiie I suppont the science and stady that
producad the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Tvinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

P 3
Name:
Address:

CityiState/Zi: 70 Dot gt 5 Lo A 335

Official Public Comnme a l a 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

-

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namtal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaivation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priotity over the diversion of any water
 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternauve does not zo far enough to
achieve 2 fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: %@L
[
Address: 250 AE Tomabawi S5, Dy,

CityiSttefZip:  For flend LR a3y

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

i Pubic Commen ] Postcards from Meor Adlin, Ric Deichber,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcrnzjz:s: a \ A j and Keith Shi||ingt0n

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basit, While [ suppurt the science and study that

. . “ps P
produced the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations wers limited by 2123-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) ) - o,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi}iona.l legislation 2124-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty sver the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh 1o . . P .
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 2125-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Name; MEQ‘Q "}(DLH‘J
Address: Ebb 57‘;!“"“'\*':’%@ D"‘z“
City/Staterzip: SCHAEWD, C A gyee”

Qfficial Public Conmer Q \ A q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
fromn the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science 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 additional legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and w11dhfe priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Prefémad Alternarive does not go far gnough to
achieve a iegally mandated restnratmn of the ecrosystem,

Thank You,

Name: ?\-\ o '9“01 c.[vtAlrL

Address: [5€C Moften Lawn = 'H‘
Chiw/State/Zip: 4] ﬁvm_u_,f én, 44 Z 5

(Xfficial Public Commen \ ! 6
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

U suppost 2 diversion of 6o moge that' 30- pETCERt cf‘mq‘pamwater pilvy-
from the Trinity River Basin. ;While T Support the science and study that
procuced the Flow Evaluation. Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaoufit of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, ond additional legislation
ciearly gives Trnity fish and wildlifs priedty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Pieferred Altemative does 1ot go far enough o
zchieve a legally manduted restoration of the ecosystzn.

Thank You,

Name: Kﬂf\\i\ 5\\’.&“‘.&

Address: g Laug&ugg S i e
City/Stare/Zip:  Leucad.a Ch q3030y

<~ N, ° :
RDD/TRINITY2071-2128.D0C —p D3-858

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Official Pabiic Comment ;\ ala Postcards from Margaret Smefana Piffarino, Nick Di Croce,
and Flo Samuels

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendaticns were limited by 2126-1 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 addiional legislation % . . P, .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2127-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not ge far encugh to

achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the scosystem. 2128-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
‘Thank You,

Mame: % f’y?z“ﬁ;’ﬁé“ﬂ ‘ﬂ%wn—la

Address: / : ?’L}{ou‘/‘zo;’m Koo,

City/State/Zip: I, CFT PETTT

Official Public Cormment ! \ I ?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the zatural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Bvaluation Repert, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addifonal legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does oot go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, ,

Name: /%C/i/ KD/ (Z?%éu

Address. 406 /ﬁtgfﬂﬁ' fwm ]Jmﬁ -/26
Clty/State/Zip: S@ZVM&- C/f‘ Qﬁéj

Official Public Comment | R\ 28.
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the zatural water flaw
from the Trinicy River Basin, While I support the scierce 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
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildfife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dess wot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster.

Thank You, _
Name: Flo Samuels
Address; 27 M N Jg_,_,

City/State/Zip: FQC(“F!E,DL Cﬂ ‘??Gr‘("?
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