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

Officigl Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

94 ac‘ : Postcards from James P. Wieking, Brian Foster,
and John White

1 support 2 diversion of no mere 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 recommandations were limited by 2129-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation 2130-1 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 Altemative does not go far enough to 2131-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: -7/_#’7?5 ~'/p M[ﬁz&\/f
Address: /G—.ﬂ - 59‘?-_’ O3y
City/State/Zip: 5;4'7"(14”‘;4" 0/4'75/{/0

Official Public Comnrent . Q ‘ 30

Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

[ 4

i support a diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scignce 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 wiidlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwrmarive does aot ga Bar enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You, "
Name: /g/)’;?b—: F‘&‘f‘fg’/
Address: 288 Joferiorm Se 353

City/StatesZip: Eé’d’wﬁﬁo/c.il?;y CA Forgz

= Official Public Comment ‘ 2 l 3 ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evzluation 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 Alwmative does not go far enoegh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,
Wame: \JO\'I ¥y \‘\} Wile
Address: iy W, [

City/State/Zip: Sa Wi Q‘mﬁcd { ﬂ 60‘1 o3
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

offcial Pa,,,iccg,,,m,,,, 2 ‘ 3 2 Postcards from Robert J. Mclaughlin, Kimball J. Cranney, and Pat Travis

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2132-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and swdy that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were timited by 2133-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumptien about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
elearly gives Trinity {ish and wildife priotity over the diversion of any water 2134-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
te the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

- achieve 2 legally mandatyd restoration of the ecosystem.

fotls  pemice 7?»‘5«:‘}‘7 wild 8755/51{

Thank You,
Name: Belrard <F H\"\."{/ﬁ-&f]’/\\i i~
Address: FED Fara ltn Loz .

City/State/Zip: __ﬁ”na_w-vi JCA’ T4 T

T »
. Official Public Comment ; ‘ 3 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: '

L suppart a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about 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
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achiave a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ‘Z;M . 6“‘—»..—4\,1 !2—1‘“79

Address: KIMBALL J. CEANNEY, CPA

CityfState/Zip: 2807 REGENT 5T,

S10-548-7153

Official Public Comment ! \ 3 q
L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion ot any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - - .
A -
Name: f"/‘i:, {70
T 3
Address: 3% ce- Haery Lhue. Facd

City'StateiZip: _{ASMeg HE, (e Gused
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment \36
. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: a'l

RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Ewvaluation Repot, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption 2bout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
cleardy gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversian of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: lD‘H’\’_'Pn \\5&\)"2_\{
Address: ate caemel Aue

City/State/Zip: ? 1ehmonit C A 33\ 6”

(Xfficial Public Comment 2 | 3 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

I support a diversion of no more that 30 perceat of the naturai water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While Tsupport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendzations were limited by
4n assumption abour the amount of warter that ¢ould be available for the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far encugh o
achieve o legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address: Craig W, Bradshaw
[Y 11 Crosty Ci
City/StateiZip: | Martinez CA 94553-5603

Official Pablic Comment 1 J ‘3 i
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members: i

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nantral water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abott 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 wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nor 2o far ¢nough to
achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Matne: Kaserr . SETTHAN
Address: Hi61% CARDE TELrALE

City/State/Zip: _ELEHLNT CA _Gug33

2135-1
2136-1
2137-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Tom Pillsbury, Craig W. Bradshaw,
and Robert A. Gettman

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

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

Offictul Fuiblic Comment 0{.\ 5\6 | Postcards from Jim Sikora, Terry Strachan, and Ross P. Higgins

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppert the science and study that 2138-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2139-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any warer . . . .,
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermagive does not go far encugh to 2140-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandat T ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name:

Address:
Ciry/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment | a \3q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Ewvaluation Report, the recommendations were Jimited by
an assutiptior about the amount of water thar could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien. and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternztive does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ccosystem,

Thank You,
Nare: Az shvahor—
_ Address: _#Y‘;O AL T Sh)*‘g TCRe W

City/State/Zip: 1‘:2&.':@/1310. Ch 84opp

Official Public Comment . ; |qo
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppoct the seience and stdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recornmendations 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 priorit- over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alteraative does not go far enough 10
achieve a lagally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, 2 #
Name: o5 F B qins
At

Address: P Box 22
City/State/Zip: YAyl ”re, ﬁf Pho a3

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

N mmr:ﬁmf Pubiic Comment 2\'-“ Postcards from Graig Thiry, Stephen Pittavino, Ph.D.,
ear and William E. Laughlin

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

. . z . : ”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river. 2141-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
chjsianon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) ) . o
clearly gives Tnmtv fish and wildiife priovity over the diversion of any water 2142-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1o the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restordtion of the ecosystern, 2143-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

" ppare THIRY

Address: OISE L et e L
CirviStaiZip: _ San Lrandw (f_ 2457

Official Public Comument
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 suppert 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
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
gehieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: ’Te?)[\ﬁa, Y— ']P'&M[L[’) (‘m’ '_D
Address: S0 ©c; #

CuviSweZip: _Mime Cz Gy 557

Goa Foewd ot Ahe River(Tow)y oo @pooa-

Official Public Comiment \ q3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 3 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
produced the Flow Evajuation 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
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priomty 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 ccosystem.

Thank You, M
Narme: Jﬂh‘m é- M
Address: L

City/State/Zip: @dj :3{.« 16:6‘?' @,A_ ?g/‘f //72'

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

Oficiat Public Comment ja\ L‘q Postcards from Dave Pritchett, Cornell Hartford, and Rod Brush

Dear EIS/ELR. Team Members:

i support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2144-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Truuty River Basin, While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluarion Reéport, the recommendations were limited by . . ups P
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver, 2145-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation . . s o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2146-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandsted restoration of the ecosysrem.

Thi

ank You, e

Name: -
Address: 4573 Rogue River Dr

Eagle Poin, OR 57524
- - City/Seare/Zip:

Official Pué!ic Conrurent . z ‘ qs
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Truuty River Basin, While | suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the reeommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fdver.
Legislation creating the Trnity 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, -
—DwieilFriimierrt

Name: . Comell Hartford

Address: 4575 Rogue River By

- EBagle Poin;, OR 97524
City/State/Z1p:

Official Public Comment ,
Dear EIS/ELR Team Members: !

T support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturai water tiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support 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 dver.
Legislation creating the Trinicy River Division, and additional legistation
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 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: Pol BRUSH
Address: 1225 FULTON ST

City/Stre/Zip: MoDEETOD R SSIFO

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

RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C

- Officiat Public Comment \ L‘ ',
Dear ETS/ETR Team Members: !

I support a diversion of no more thar 3¢ percent of the narural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by

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

seislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Tnnity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative does not gu far ¢nowgh to
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: _
5 Bhave Bauer
Address: 4770 Aries Court _
7 Livermore, Ca 94350
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Commenr - \ qg
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
froin the Trnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werz Timited by

an assumption about the ameunt of water that ¢ould be available for the dver.

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai 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 enough to
arhieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvsiem.

Thazk You,
Mame: . r': el
Address: $520 Caible _Be

CirvState/Zip: Delched 4 GYLH

.
Official Public Cotment " \ q 1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I 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 Reporr, the recommendations were lirtited by

“n assumpion about the amount of water that couid be avaiiable for the river,

Eegislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Wame: .S";'E V/!.,S- AN A7 Al 2
Address: Yu F ASBuey [

Cir-'Siate/Zip: i?#fﬁnaﬁé, (R, Fr$sT

Postcards from Dave Bauer, lan Cooper, and Steve Sneeringer

2147-1
2148-1
2149-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

T
Official Public Comment { \60
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of o 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 avatlable for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
m the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You.

Name: LU—'D- 6W
Address: CZAA.;M&,&@
City/State/Zip: SRIVETE . Be&ﬂ_{ Cﬁ_‘ . %5

Official Public Comment 2 \5 l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Usupport & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whiie [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouat of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thaok You,

MName: Td\r\m \.-\\,l N \Q‘QG‘(J
Address: 2 QC'\TM‘\ WM

CiysmeZip: | vy P B \ CA9402¢

Official Public Comment ! \6 Z
Bear 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 Repert. the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

ta the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Al ¥€ does not go far enough to
achieve a legail %ﬂ[i the#ecosysiem.
Thank You,

Name; ) -
Marie 5i) ’
. 2y arde Slkor
Address: . Bon Lo A R

o %
City/State/Zip: ___.—DSTS'?-T-!-'-—-QI?,

RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C

Postcards from W. D. Barkhuff, John W. Reed, and Marie Sikora

2150-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2151-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2152-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w < N _vl
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offtcial Public Comment 2 ‘63 Postcards from Mayor Frank Egger, Dede White, and Doug Leach

Dear EIS!ECIDR Team Members:

1 suppori-adiversion efrerrerethaidllpersad-of the natural water flow . . ur: P
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 2153-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limired by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2154-1 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 2155-1
to the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far snough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, é/f 0 L g CA"
Name: #] AYIR E?Aﬁ{ [ éé(‘{ﬁz % T
Address: [ A EAT P ) Cs S

CityiStaterzip: PR A Ch 99D 30

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

——
:!Il

Official Public Comment R\ 6'_‘
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer 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 availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion of any water
o tlhc CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dass not g0 far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOSYStem.

Thank You, r} )
Name: deds White

Address; 4 :_hg__.\é‘xi-?hggg %
City/State/Zip: {4 g B ‘lj{d Lu\\ (\*\_5‘;‘35!2“}

. Gfficial Public Comment a \65
Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were [imited by
un agsumption about the amount of water that could be availahle for the river,
Legislation ercating the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation
clearfy gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therzfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated cestoranon of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

Name: égfé;é' ;ﬁ éé(&é
Address: .57 ¥ 223527

City/State/ Zip: KM?XZ

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C v S -y D3-868
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Gfficial Public Comment ! \6 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of tha natural water flow
from the Trinicy River Basin, While [ suppart the seience and study that
sroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption abaut the amoeunt of water that covid be available for the river.

Legislation creatng the Trinity River Division, ard additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
-~ the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go fac enough @
avhigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystent

Thank You,
Name: S Qm\-ﬂf\
Address: 2G| FEEpwDS AJ

CitviState/Zip: Prid ATt R F4308

Official Public Commen: ' a\s?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the naturai water flow
fom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, a-d additional legislation
<learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough to
achieve a legaliy mandated restoration of the ecosvstam.

Thank You,
N T

ame, Johh T Fredricksen
Address: - %

Sunmpvale, CA 40855740

Cinw/State/Zip:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
rom the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
i assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislacion creating the Trinity River Division. ard additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Altemative Soes not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstern,

Thank ¥ou, B, iteds (it
Name: ey ime ol Ao
Address: Re Box 1525

City/Siate/Zip: Biclben c8ans(s
4

RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C

e e e e e T = e, e o Do e,

Official Pabiic Comment ! 2 \68
Bear EES/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from S. Smith, John T. Fredricksen, and Mary Elizabeth Allen

2156-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2157-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2158-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-869
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment a ‘ 'q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ 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 availshiz for the river.
Legislation creading the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly wives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion ot any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enongh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the seosystem.

- Thank You,
MName: i oy
Address: 2 O R £

City/StatelZip: mmzﬂﬁ"gézg_f/’g ity 4

' Official Public Camumemt ' 3\ "00
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legslation 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 1o
achieve a iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:

fod  Jpnen
Address: /}0 { {J{S)jﬂj /_)1 -
City/State/Zip: /)mn-//e} 4 a«j»f A2

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

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

Legislation creating the Trintty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefoze, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ctough to
achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

N - ——
" e T S
Address: SEL STED AT Al
CltySlawiZip: S AN ANSECMND (A GIFE0

RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C
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Official Public Comment a\ w l
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:
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Postcards from Alice Tramutolo, Paul Torres, and Roane T. Sias
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment

9\‘(0 2 Postcards from Lois Drobish, Bob Jacoby, and Steven L. Hellerman

Dear EIS/E(R Team Members:” 2162-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
BT apport 2 diversion of po moes that 30 percent of the natral water flow . . . .

from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the ssience and shedy that 2163-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assurption aboue the amount of water that could be available for the river 2164-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and 2dditional fegislation

clzarly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any warter
1o the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the cros

Thank You, )3‘,_,7;%/ L et f‘""
Name: oA - P i
Address: 354 HL:;,?%?M Prves, BT e FHBE . e
DT ity State/ Zip: Kalispell, MT S9301 M e
R JM--M!‘???M el - Ty
m}’@: [ AR vl el — I

-
Official Public Comment a ‘ b3

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturel water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were {imited by
an assumptien about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division, and xdditional legislation
cizarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioeity over Se diversion of any water
to iie CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Taank You, e
Namer 506 J qéaéu
Address: fﬂ’f (c/‘-qu /J'-i'w ;

City/StateiZip: fubg Cf'-‘tv o f?)"?‘??

Official Public Comment ‘ b4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppont the science and smudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abaut the amount of water that could e available for the tver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and xdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ta
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the scpsystem.

Thark You,
Name: ﬁfun L- ﬁé’f%rmn:
Address: L350 A Ddin AU

City/StatesZip: C/f..m-mf-; A grzn

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

(fficial Pablic Comment ;z \ bs
Déar EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppoct a diversion of ne more that 30 persent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Ewvalsation Report, the recommendations were linited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jzgislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, r“) _'7_-—
fgrrisa

Name: /d.w@
Address: shes KeBYe e

City/StatedZip: D e /‘u:?]/ i dpaa

Official Pudlic Comment ! ‘ lpw
Dear E1S/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 assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildfife priariry over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: ”__JE'_FF j:t.caﬁ bad
Address: 2G Copmb ke A
City/State/Zip: Y / A

Official Pudlic Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While U support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ati assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wilélife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Altemative does not go Ear enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restocation of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: "Rﬁﬂﬁkﬁﬁ 1da plnéfc‘)
Address: 279 MO peads Dl

CitySrareiZip: _ Povadiss On  Hooy &%

RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C

Postcards from Paul Torres, Jeff Jacoby, and Ronalee M. Phares

2165-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2166-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2167-1 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

QOfficial Public Commient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

‘2‘ lﬂg Postcards from Ralph Ince, Helen Farnlund, and J. Miller

. . pra o
[ support a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2168-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Busin. While | suppart the sciznce and study that

praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2169-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . u : ”
cleariy gives Tonity fish and wildlife pronty over the diversion of any water 2170-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefors, the Prefeered Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated regtaration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
iﬁiss %//d’/(ﬁ/ 4?

CityState/Zip: Ve A U 9’7522

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

{ supper a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natueral water ilow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amougé of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred *Altemnative does ner go far znough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Name: Mﬂmﬂm‘-‘*
Address: 35\ Llﬂn P13, &’:
4 Qa03H,

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Conment \ ‘] o
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more thae 30 percent of the netral water flow
from the Trnity 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.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife prietity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternauve does not go far 2nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

o TR
Address: v £ &3)( (46?)

City!State!Zip: 5{ ; B % §(f5 {,13 ’4& ?5?}8
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offtcial Public Comment .il 7 l Postcards from Michael Attie, William Raleigh, and Lynne Mrachek

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 4 diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 2171-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendztions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 2172-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ower the diversion of any water . . . A
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred.Alternative doss not go far enough to 2173-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achizve a legally mandated rescorafioh of the ecosysizm.

k2
Thank You, /I/\fc)-\ ol @\ TTig”

Name:

Address: (Y248 Tl -foste 28 .
City: State/Zip: Mveda <y, ct 15959

RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C

Qfficial Public Cornment 2‘ 7 !

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of 1he natural water flow
from the Teinicy River Basin, While I support the seienge and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lemislation creating the Trinity River Divigion, and additionz| legisiation
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 to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysem.

Thank You,
Name: \)\)l s, Pl 'Rm
Address: Zago] e Jubead

CiyiStare/Zip: _Seyron (bt O W

' Official Public Comment \" 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more thet 30 percent of de nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produged the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could ¢ available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any waler
te tie VP, Therefore, the Preforred Altemative doss not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Warme:

Address:

City Seate/Zip: w r”% m 4/507

é/\l N ;l
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»”
Official Public Comment N
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - 2

[ support a diverston of na mors that 3¢ pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinery River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, 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
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: %E: and m QAC &6 é
Address: 2031 = ELDBASMT ? L

City/$tate/Zip:  \&Z, &1] 5 g:ﬂ _fzfég'?

RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C

'

Official Public Comment al 75
1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation 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, 2nd additional legisiation
cleariy gives Trinity tish and wildiife priorty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alremative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank™ You, —_—

e Ry hamese
Address: ‘Cf‘f ﬂ 2 /ﬁvm/ﬂ—
City/State/Zip: SE (A Gy

Officiaf Public Comment ' t | w '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members; .

i suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, White [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were Iimnited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearky gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP., Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not po far coough to
achieve a legally mundated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
Name: \gs, .,é::f A
Address: 1 K el o P
CiryiState/Zip: 2,5L /Gg;?;fﬁ
TR CA 55432 $5.,
Rl

Postcards from Brian Mrachek, Ray Hanssen, and Lydia Edison

2174-1
2175-1
2176-1
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

AT

| suppern a diversien of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 21771
from the Trinity River Bagin, While | support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the regommendations were limited by 2178-1
an assumptian about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2179-1

clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Pecferred Alternatrve does not go far encuph
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the 2cosystem.

Thank You, .
ame: 5 71%1.{ /364,")'; n
Address: L850 ﬂ/,'//&[t (/54«4;' Lo~ 4

CityrState/Zip:

JZP o4 éz'/tT',,ZJ

Cfficial Public Comment
Drear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

A8 -
1 support & diversion of no more that 30 persent 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 agsumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crearing the Trimety River Division, and additional legislation

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

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

Thank You,

MName: Ere E v bir e

Address: Po. Ko, Gr

City/State/Zip: Sode Sormgs O TE 2

Oficiel Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amounc of water that could be available for the fver.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: de;ndd Sﬁl; Aan-2a
Address: KF AN nmg ém‘/f( I\sf . br

City/State/Zip:

pcr"ﬂamd’r R G327

Main TOC

Postcards from Stuart Batin, Eric Lieberman, and Lucinda Scherrer

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

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

Offcial Pubiic Comment 2 \go Postcards from Richard Jorgensen, Sandy Claire, and Gayle Goldberg

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

¥ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow - . . ups P
frora the Trinity River Basin While 1 support the science and study that 2180-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendanens were limited by

an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the river. 2181-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legishation ¢reating the Tomigy River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2182-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,
TNarne; Rievoeo JOQW”SE?J
Address: HAT L ame v

Ciiyswezipn EURECA, (B 95607

Qfficial Public Comment ! \g
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart a diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the 2atural water tlow
from the Triatty River Basin. While [ support the scierce and swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumpricon about the amount of water that could be =vailable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addiional legislztion
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
16 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dues zol go far enough 10
#chieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ;fﬁﬁ/ﬁf Cr ArEeE
Address; 3 PlLAAmaes CiR
City:Siate/ Zip: OR FEF30

Oficial Public f."ommem 2 \% l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no more that 3} pereent of the samral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be svailabie for the tiver.
Legisiation creating the Trnity River Division. and addicional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the Zversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster.

Thank You, ..

Name: C‘i'PNL.E, GUL.SB&RG, -

Address: THOR k}} BLRAT |s

Cinv Stme/Zip: m& q Bl

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

Officiat Public Commens z \ 8 3

Drear EIS/EER Team ¥embers:

§ support a diversion of ne more that 30 peccent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limitad by

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

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

Thank You, -
Name: é&la’ / b
Address:

City/State/Zip:  Hpse :/);r e R iryia

Official Public Comment 2 ‘ gq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

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

Thank You, —
Name: Sauir Kopek Lee
Address: A CEr %/A,w dr.

City/State/Zip: L. &gfa ot Zé&é?

RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C

Official Public Camment ; l \ 83
Dear EIS/EIR Tvam 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 Evajuation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an sysumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough 1o
achieve a legaliy mandared restoration of the ecosvstem,

Thank You,
Name; K/&V”(fm W{,’Lﬂs
Address: 29 E Poarect S

City/StaterZip:  _E2 cbewips (4 G784
f

Postcards from Roger Lee, James Roger Lee, and Karen Edwards

2183-1
2184-1
2185-1
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

AN\
Comments TOC

AN

&

Next Page

D3-878
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Official Public Comment Q\ %

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Tonity 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
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, .

Name: ___S;,,m @H@r\)

Addess: 5183 Sad Aguario Deve
City/State/Zip: ) Disgg, OA a2109

Qfftcial Public Camment ! \ %-}

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mers that 30 percent of the natural water {low
frormn the Trinity River Basin. While { suppor the science and swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank Youw, ) P

Name: /;’/‘/LWA (\D év’faﬂ/

Address: F2F @A,&D{H—i\’
CityStateZip: (o Losrialeis I Crvieo

Official Public Comment ‘ &\ % %

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ] support the science and study that
produged 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, end additional legislation
clezrty gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legaily mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thaak You, AM

Name: Dtk RQCLAIA

Address: o808 ot B Rocroag €1

City/State/Zip: Acms BEomel ™|
oA

RDD/TRINITY2129-2188.D0C

Postcards from Sam Cohen, Mary E. Hall, and Dick Recchia

2186-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2187-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2188-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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