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

Official Public Coment a\%cl Postcards from No Signature, John Fuller, and Jeff Crenshaw

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 support the science and study that 2189-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 2190-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Yrinity River Division, and additonal legisiation ’

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Allemnative does aot go far enough to 2191-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City/StatedZip:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Commaent \qo
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 34 percent of the matural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scleace and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatons were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additionzl legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorty over the diversion of any water
to the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does net go far enough 1o
achieve a tegally mendated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,

Name: John [l
Address: /073 /%CKEMDAQ— /.24

Clity/Sate/Zip: WM’W Ol;«_/ﬂ(
FITY

Official Public Comment \q ‘
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
proguced the Flow Evaiuation 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 addidenai legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystemn.

Thank You, .
ame: : [ 22 Cﬁ.&a.swm
Address: 35T T A Buub, F3IE

City/Sate/Zip: UPEPOETE . Sy, 9USHS
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ffficial Public Comment % \L1 A

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from David M. Sare, Calvin Chin, and J. A. Savage

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppont the science and study that

. . urs P
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by 2192-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the rver. . . P, P
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, ond additional legislation 2193-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite prioritv gver the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Thersfore, the Prefemmed Alternative does not go far enough to i i “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem. 2194-1 Please see thematic responses titled SNET1es.
Thank ¥ou, )

Name: DaM Tc[ {/M . "S‘}CLQ_

Address: 273 ‘-Balgg/-'sf-—

City/StatefZip: =F C"A G i Ll

Official Public Camment ! \q 3
Dezr EI3/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommerdations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefurred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legaliy mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Gadertin,, Bl

Address: (20 THYLOR ST Hyny¥
Ciry/State/ Zip: JealfRaricicen A9

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, e recommendations were limited by
4n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation ereating the Trinuty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

IName: '3.. A . S}\VAQE

Address: 3 SYEFesLd alt -
City/Stme/Zip: O 18990 PA- Y602

é/\l v -l
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: — . .
Officiat Public Comment 2\ qs Postcards from David Moyal, Belle Avery, and Daniel M. Jayson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support a diversion of no morc that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2195-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . — .,
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available Tor the river. 2196-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildkife prienity over the diversion of any water 2197-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the zrosystem.

Thank You,

Name: .‘J:t\\{ ld MD\T A

Address: qg\\‘i V\Ja‘lﬂbﬂ \8]\ vel -
Cityraae/Zip: NGl Lleele O Cugge

Official Public Comment 2 \ q b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Bagim. While [ suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid 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 Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Narme: A';[L ﬁ'ﬁ W‘f

Address: f;}—ﬂ‘? sYLUTeHE T e
CityiSteiZip: L Tp b6

Fes THE RaErs 1l

Official Public Comment 2 | q 7 .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trintty River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were Emited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the Hver.
Legislation creating the Trinity Biver Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs prienity over the diversion of any water
W the CVP. Therefore, the Peeferved Altemative does not go far ene'ugh o
achieve a legally mandated reStoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .

Mame: &o{o‘\’ (iad (;97‘——-——‘

Address; GoFy ol s

Ciy/State/Zip: m P
i

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

- Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2 \ C' s

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

water flow from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie [ support the - 2198-1
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,

the recommendations were limited by an assumption 2bout 2199-1
the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional 2200-1

legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversinn of any water Uy the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve u legally mandated
restoratien of the ecosystem,

Thank you. -

. - Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . 2 \ q q )

Isupport a diversion of 10 more thag 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. Whik: | support the
science and study that produced the Flow Eyahuation Report.
the recommendations were limited by an assumption zhout

the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional
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 to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank you, ———

Gfftcial Public Comment le

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
irom the Trinity River Basin, While ! support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were |imited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that vould be available for the river.
Legislution creating the Trintty River Division. and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the WP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough v
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i

Name: Cﬁw—\ll{ W.[L..-l
Address: 248 Catidll B,
CitySlae’Zip: Santy Anshavs, Ca. BIS

RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C
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Postcards from James Weil, Pamela Weil, and Caryl Willard

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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220}

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie [ support the sclence and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2201-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation crzating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2202-1
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 2203-1

Thank You, X
Name: % A e
Address:

P o bette Wagner
* L 254 1 Morton Bd.
X Modasto, CA §5354-1352

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

City/State/ Zip:

2202

I support 2 diversion af no more that 30 percent of the natural water now
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and sdy thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additionz! legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Abtemnative does not go far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: Gl Kenmd
Address: NG Yl

CityfState/Zip: _LAih Ade!, (A 945570

2203

[ support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendatians were lmited by
an assumprion gbout the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority gver the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legelly mandated restoration of the EQOsyStem.

Gfficiat Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thank You,

. i W15, Westey R. Edward:
Narne: ‘E rosuse i ?
Address: Redway. GA 85560

Citv/State/Zip:

Main TOC

Postcards from Babette Wagner, Gail Kenny, and
Mr. & Mrs. Wesley R. Edwards

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

Official Public Comment 2 z o ?

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

Postcards from Jim Sikora, Holly Harrison, and Michael Tomlinson

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the nateral water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 2204-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaiiable for the river. 2205-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pnumv over the diversion of any water . . . )
o dhe CYP. Therefore, the pefaative does nol go far enough to 2206-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legall e ecosystem.

Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

im ik
40 Coon‘l{e

ighty Rd
Ben Lomond, CA' 5005-971 |

. e - : 7
- . ‘ : Oﬂ'cul Pubkc Commem 2 2- O f

—3, ** Dear ’EISIQIR Team Menmbers: ‘i’

[
I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ] support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amcunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion af any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does neot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, .

Name: 140“M 'Amrv'\ St
Address: PO ‘ED‘,{ iOlsls
Cityiswezip _Avreday, Coe ¥BIE

Official Public Comment 2 1 0b6

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trmity 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 festoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, . . )
Name: f’?:a!‘de! T;ﬂ/fﬂa’of\
Address: [’76’5 P..l c 577 728

f .
City/Se/Zip: S Frmneres < FH/E T

) ) x ° s
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Officiaf Public Commem 2 z, o 7

Dear EIS/ETR Tean: Members:

[ support a diversion of o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could he 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 CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the codsystem.

Thark You, 3
Narne: CLypé LARD
Address: 4 po NAME RoAD

City/State/Zip: L5 G ATes | ¢4 ggoid ~F 5

Officiaf Public Cottrment z z o g
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:
L suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience 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.

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division. and addicional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of aiy water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far engugh 10
achicve a legally mandated resworation of the ecosystern.

Thank You, o
Name: ﬁ -_,'t,‘,{,’.;-“?_‘/f" ({/ /74//
Address, Ebl HEPAAmGESP CF

City/State/Zip: Siaprpoe gogne, (0 Die§E

Qfficial Public Comment z 1 o 7
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural 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 abour the amount of water that could be available for the rver.

Legislation cresting the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoratien of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Narne: {g;;m By ! WAL B
Address: 2-—3&5 ) Ewsr CLiFe O,
CityiState/Zip:  Suroe (RO Z, Caa AS062.

Postcards from Clyde Laird, Kenneth W. Hill, and Jonathan Bailey

2207-1
2208-1
2209-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Offictal Public Commer. e Con § O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does rot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: _
M. 1h Schirl
Address: i Waodland A,
. X Morgan Hill, CA 55037
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment ZL . '

Brear E1S/EIR Team Members:

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

an assumiption 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 amy water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermnative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, L. 4

Name: /‘-*64/

Address: /\{5: f 6/ %4—;1 A?‘y‘-ﬁe

City/State/Zip: .
TR 50

Official Public Commies z 1 ‘ 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura! water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abaul the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go Far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: i ;

Address: o /? ,? 41 = ﬁ_o % 7%
City/State/Zip: (:' 44t ZI a) 0/4—

T50/5

Postcards from Mr. Kenneth Schirle, Linda Stokely, and Linda Stokely

2210-1
2211-1
2212-1

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

Official Public Comment 2 z ' 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral 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 arnount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.
Thank You,
Nare: )

Mr. Tom Shephard
Address: - PBED0 Kenroy Ava.

. Canyon Country, A 91351-1720

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment z z l q

Dear EXIS/EIR Team Members:

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

4n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislatian
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifi: priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the cedsystem.

Thank You,
Nomer (v 49 5@}0

Address;

City/State/Zip: @bﬂ@éé{_\[ éZ/L[.S 0/:) 9/547 ;27/5:

Qfficial Public Comment 2 1 l :

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppert the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an asswrption 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
1o the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarivi: does nat go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Wame: -’T;m fgffC'/'/

Address: g%@zmmmw
City/Seate/Zip: c"fa_ ?ﬁ?” &5

CPERSE ALl gk AT ER T Pl

(REFLY e™praopiiprt 72 ol L

RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C
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Postcards from Mr. Tom Shepherd, Arthur A. Rich, and Tim Risch

2213-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2214-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2215-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _vl

e

Comments TOC Next Page

D3-888



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

Offcial Pubtic Comment @ & § B Postcards from Paul Edelman, Greg Pryor, and Jim and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Francisca Kasama

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Frinity River Basin. While I support the sclence and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2216-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2217-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water .
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nol go far enough to . . . .

s 2218-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaitk You, ;{)
ame: Avio Eoﬂ_wﬂ/

Address: S06S _ CAaTaALow Ave -
City/State/Zip: Lo A‘NGELETI. A “?a"}é?

Official Public Comment ZI '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 7

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppart the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repors, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could by available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricricy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: x Ay 0/l o
Address: (235 A s St TF

cisaezip: LA QA 5046

Official Public Comment 2 2—- ‘ E

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ro 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 Repert, the recammendations were Hmited by
a0 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 water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecogystem.

Thank You,

’ . jaca Kasanml
MName: ];mardﬁr.mﬁm
Address: Son Gabriel: CAo1775-1139
Clty/State/Zip:

<~ v =\
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Z?_l1

Gfficial Public Cor
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoet a diversion of ne mars that 30 percen: of the naturz] water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppeit the science and swudy tha:
produesd the Flow Evaluztion: Repori, the recommendations were limited oy
af zssumption: 2bout the amount of water that could be availahle for the rive:
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priarity over the diversion of anyv wat
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Al:ernative does not 20 far enocgh
achisve a legally mandaisd festorztion of the ecosyatem, ;

Thank You,

Name:

5]

~<ddress: b

City/State/Zip: ‘{'J\’(

{ C_’Z’""‘"f‘ (U Geois

TR

¢

RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C

22 L9

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversian of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scisnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
“¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

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

Thank You.

Name: \&f&- l,&fwﬂs?
Address: ‘\ 12 L= )
City/State/Zip: i .

Officiatl Public Comment

22 a2l

- Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support 3 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawra water tlow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the selence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption shout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ‘BOL la V\@bg/
Address: 8630 Pleasants U f['—ef.f QC’/

City/State/Zip: _Logders oA ¢ 564«

Postcards from Kitty D. Braggleman, Tara Wenning, and Bob Langley

2219-1
2220-1
2221-1

Main TOC

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcards from Jennifer Laviz, Michael R. Landis, and Randi Paris
Officiul Public Comment 2 2 2. L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

2222-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 29931
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by -
an assumption about the amount of water that vould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation 2224-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, .
i Name: H‘E’f\k‘;\l’%(/] ALY
Address: 1}-}1‘(}1 F)/EM D‘(

City/State/Zip: ﬂ;ﬁm:{’% 3 Oho G742

Official Public Comment & @ &m 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
j an assumphion about the samount of water that could be available tor the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemarive does nat go far enough w0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: '}7}:2/‘?‘,4'&:[, /e LFI’MQ/K

Address: /st 9 K!AKMG&“?‘ :Z>/é
City/State/Zip: =gy QOJE 024 95 i) 7/

Official Public Comment ' g, B, dm ‘1

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

Thank You,

e
Name: e L W A
Address; “o "Eys)( 1977y

Cigy/Srate/Zip: M\ fvle Adun e CA oI

) N ° s
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22328

Official Public Commen:
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of ne mare tha: 30 pezeent of the nasuzal water Aow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whie ] support the sc
procuced the Flow Evaluation Repo
£n assumption about the amoun: of
Legislation creating ths Trinity
clearly gives Trinity fisk and wildlife pr he divession of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefamed & ive deas not go fas nough @
achieve z l2gally mandated restoratian of the LOSY

Thaok Yoo,

Address: 5 PO At £ ’:

Name:

2225-1
2226-1
2227-1

Clry/State/Zip:

Official Public Commen 2 2 z 6

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ sugpart 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Waile [ suppors the seience end study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations wers limized b
2n essumption about the amount of watar that could be zvailable for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildliza priority over the diversion of any weter
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far erougk o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem

Thack You,
Mame; -‘é{&gﬁ% kz m@- -
Address Eopiz Z

City/Seate/Zip: ﬂ%ﬁ A Gy o f

22279

GQfficial Prbiic Comment
Drezr EIS/EIR Team ¥Vembers:

[ suppaort a diversion of no more that 30 percens of the natoral watsr fgw
from the Teinily River Basiz, While 1 support the science and st
produced the Flow Evaloation Report, the recommendations were
&n assumption about the amount of water that could be available fo
Legislatinn ereating the Tri River Division, and additiene| legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wild e pricrity over the diversion of any waler
a the CWP. Therefore, e Frefers=d Alternziive doss rot go far eneuE W
acllisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thatk You, -

Name:

Address:

City/StateiZip: £lo gg [ Qég;

Main TOC

Postcards from Jarych S. Bielavicy, Chauncey Marten, and

Margaret Bielavicy

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

Official Public Comnent 2 2 L g

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mote that 30 parcent of the natural water 1uwm
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternativee does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
' Name: uanpB L A A S
Address: Py ooamd S0 A0T 2

City/State/Zip: Redwisod Tdg ca Gdlen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

an assurnpiion about the amount of water that could be availzble for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

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

Thank You,
Mame: fﬁ& C—:. _ST/A/E—
Address: LIS¥ DEVCNSHIRE DR,

City/State/Zip:  _LAN JOCE CA FEf2F

Official Public Cortmem
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

E_T;lﬁp[g:z;r_ch:erspign oann_ mare that 30 pereent of the natural water fow
from ¢ ity River Basin. While [ sunpont i !
n taity i itz geott the science and swudy tha:
produced the Fiow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were Hmi

2 assumption about the amount of ware
L]eg:?[at:l_on creating the Trinity River Division, and additional leg
! e;’r:)«' g\l;.ves Tnmq: fish aad wildlife priority aver the diversion of any
ta the CVP. Therefore, tae Preferred Allernative
zchieve a legally mandated resteration of the 2G0s:

Thank Yeu,

Name: % é; . @ é 4 - fj
Address: 5
City/State/Zin; é%: % s Q/j P o ﬁd/

ustam,

RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C

an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be availzble for the river.

Cfficial Public Comment 2 z z 7

22 30

¥ Wz
does rot go for enough i

Postcards from Michael Kawzenuk, Greg Stine, and Jay D. Bradford

2228-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2229-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2230-1 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

Oficial Public Comment @, Qo 3 | Postcards from Stewart E. Clegg, Anna B. Clegg, and Peter Saucorwan

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoert a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow

fram the Trinity River Basia. While 1 suppon the science and study that 2231-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Jlimited by

an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river, 2232-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislarion creating the Trimty River Division, and additicnal legislation

; clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . ur: P
i to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh 10 2233-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
: achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thanrk You,

Nams: MM é N @

Address: B’ox :;'4._3&;&: M.rrf-‘-(:{' .

City/State/Zip: _ f Poetar. =3 Ca_ .
Ey

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

N b e by

) . Official Public Comment 2 Z 3 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of tha naturai water iow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommenditions were limited by
an assumption about the amcunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity (ish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yuou,
Name:
Address:

Cityr'State.fZEp:'-.-{rJ;lTnfi i p& o fen 4 950?/

Official Public Coninent 2 2. 3 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Name: _@WL WMW
Address; AN i ansi
City/State/Zip: M{ [ alaiar "o

<~ N, ° :
RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C —p D3-894
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ofmeia puttic commeri. B B B 4] Postcards from Wes Hodges, Linda Edwards, and Charlene Sanders

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i . . P .y
: I support a diversion of no more thar 30 pereent of the natural water flow 2234-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
fram the Trinity River Basin, Whils T swpport the science and study that . . o .,
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2235-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaliable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2236-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achigve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: lﬂ@f\)%&gff’ ot
Address: c 7? / U

City/Stale/Zip: 22515& ( P zsg,&}-f
Official Public Comment ') r R 3 s

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
MName:
y'ﬁ Ms. Linga Edwards o
Address: PO B 543 _
Rethay, CA
City/StatesZip: 98850 1942

‘ Offtcial Public Comnient 2 z 3 ‘

Bear EIS/EIR Team Menmtbers:

T support a diversicn 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 Evajuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Ene. S 5

Address: 4- el Lb\,
City/State/Zip: ~ . s

<~ ~. 2

RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C —p D3-895
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Qfficial Public Comment 2 2- 3 7

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 T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption abour the amoune of water that could be available for the tiver,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altarnative docs not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoranion of the ccosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
CityiStatefZip:

———

o S D

¥
Offtcial Pu.blic Comunent L 1 3 8-

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, 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 available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislation
eclearly grves Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefors, the Preferred Alwmative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandatid restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, .-

i =y .
Name: \) %) %(u LIS
Addrgss: 9 MO e | 2 in

City/State/Zip: Ay 4;\.41\’. (/1“5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment 2 z 3 1

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

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

Legislation ¢rzating 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 sestoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You, 7,
Name: - &/ﬁ 2—@/}%3: . ﬂ7a?"/
Address: L L e ST

City/State/Zip: S e G 5T

Postcards from Erin Sanders, Jim Sanders, and Todd & Eleanore

2237-1
2238-1
2239-1

Main TOC

Tennyson

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 Nt o ' Postcards from Christina Swingdler, James A. Jackson, and
- o -Dfictal Public Comrient Z 2. q o John SWinnger

; Dear Ele_ﬁfiir Team .\-Iemi;ers:

I suppert & diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural water How

from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that 2240-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahont the amaunt of water that could be available for the river. 2241-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislabon 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 nat go far enough to 2242-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the coasystem.

Thank You, .

Name: N
Address: /5&{’47 F
City'SeiZip.  Epar b, CF FEBDS

- O,f}’i‘cr'al inic..Cammem 2 z ‘f ’

. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: TV ecaam AT ol g
Addess [007) bupp Riven R0

City/Saterzip: _ Bty S 0\"3“\"94';

Officiafl Public Cemment 2 z_ ? 2-

Dear’ EIS/ELR Team Members:

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

Thank ¥You,

Name: xj{D—hﬂ S_WI,/zcac{/e.-/’
Address: /BHotl ] é‘!""
City/State/Zip: H_éﬂ’i’,bﬁ- ; M g5}

Ed

K./'Q = -
V - \:)l D3-897
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Postcards from Dale Morrison, Dick Fassio, and Frank Coppel
officiai Public Commer @ 2 B

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

2243-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bastn. While I support the science and study that 2244-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. : : : :
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation 2245-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,
g -
Name: g-,g {,‘o j}f{mw P

Address: 3,- 7.3 k‘r;_ﬁ T Eﬁg WId )

Ciy/StareiZip: _Jwe & FFan (4 Proda.

Official Public Commen z 1 ﬁ’ q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Name: 2 2;44_ . fm‘
Address: 2alf # f’ =

CifSreizip. Spans CRUZ Gr Fosz

Official Public Commie 2 z # S"

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no tore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, 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 wikdlife 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.

Thask You, o
e - -Tlfwmﬂlf...l

. raniglagppel

A_ddfﬁs& - 1890 Star Crest Drive
City/State/Zip:  Grants Pass, OR 97527

. . ’
V - \:)l D3-898
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Official Public Comme z Z ‘* é

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated rostoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R F ot
Neme: facand L. M5 migad
Address: /D43 Eess Do
CitylState/Zip: A nPa A 2ps3%

2247

Official Public Comme.
Drear EIS/FIR Team Members:
I support a diversien of no moere that 30 percent of the natural water flow

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

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

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

Thank You,

Name: f 6'/"‘/ d

Address; 379 /ﬁ//ézéikf L2
City/Stare/Zip: D bilamds (Lo FolioF

Official Public Commer gy wlee "’ 8'

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T 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 Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly grves Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ) .
- Larry Tidwell

Addiess: ﬂ 648 Santana Rd.

City/State/Zip: il Novato, CA 94843

RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C

Postcards from Milan L. Pittman, Paul J. Johnson, and Larry Tidwell

2246-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2247-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2248-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Commen, @ afo q Postcards from Mads Bjerre, Philip H. Annoti Jr., and Byron Anderson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water ttow . : up: s e
from the Trnity River Basin. Whike [ support the science and study that 2249-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . o .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2250-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation

clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2251-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CWP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated rtestoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, —_

Narne: M H’:Dg B:-J—‘r._: 52‘. =

Address: }5-(? ﬁa gﬁﬁfﬁwﬂa—:{_} .’DK
City/State/Zip: g™ - ﬁ'-{ O 9 222 7

Official Public Comm 2 2 S' O

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the namral warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the récommendations 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
clearky pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoradon of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: '?IK.LP —+. -Aww\ =t Jw
Address: A0 Ruénm Av:,

Ciky/Stake/Zip: L_q.gunﬂ'ﬁl&, Q; Gua 3

Official Public Comme 2 z s- '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members!

1 support 2 diversion of 0o more that 30 percent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Himited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation 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 to
achieve a legally mandarad resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: _%mmm
Address: i 3% Lequar o
City/State/Zip: EuLCados, CAT? 20
) N ;l
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- from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that

Official Public Comment i z { L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Repar, the recommendations were limited by 2252-1
an assutmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 2253-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefenmed Allemative does not go far enough 20541

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, e . .
Name: nﬁg.; %ﬂﬂéﬁ&* T 2{;’@ /’%Z
Address: 32 Bie Ty, DA

City/State/Zip: e cg ey Enes L 612k

Official Public Comment 2 z s 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 perceni of the natural water low
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the ameaunt of witer that eould be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemmed Alternative doas not go Far enough ta
achieve 2 tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,
Name;
Address: _@ Br. Righard Bectali, Ir.
X 132 Adahama i,
City/State/Zip: S0 Frvaie. Sk 043

Mfficial Pablic Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppott a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recornmendations 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 legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecogystem.

Thank You,

Name:

Address: 1485 SONOMA AVENUE
ALBANY, CA. 94706

City/State/Zip:

Cpolac) S 1z o9

Main TOC

Postcards from Petrina White, Richard Bertoli, Jr., and
Scott C. Robinson

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Commer 2 2 f 5’

, Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional 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 to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, \
MName: WA-/L'MU’B - H “3/ - Lr_/;:_f—
Address: oy "

City/State/Zip: %gw'ad, &t 4
i -

Official Public Commens 23 5" ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the scignce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available {or 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 Preferrad Alternative docs nor go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name:

Address: BATRI, TA*EE;EDS
City/State/Zip: Arcata, Californta 5521

; : Official Public Commen 2 2- r?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of we uawear weater oW
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and stdy thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of waler that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives 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 & legally mandated restoratign of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Marne: ra
Address:

City/Btate/Zip: ?@7

RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C

Postcards from Lorraine B. Miller-Wort, Barry M. Lee, DDS,
and Bryan Raskin

2255-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2256-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2257-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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offit pubic conmen Q. 2 & Postcards from Elisabeth Swingdler, Robert Lawton, and Larry Glass

_-Dcar EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . urs P
I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of e nawear waer now 2258-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinery River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wer: Limited by 2259-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that gould be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation 2260-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥WP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge tar enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You, )
Name Eff’foi-btll'{l 55\;’;“:{1“‘
Address: %04 & 51,

City/State/Zip: Evreka , CH 4SSO

Gfficial Public Commer 2 2. 5 ﬁ

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Eegislatipn ereating the Frinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildfife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You, ) .

Name: ﬁnj\,_@(ﬂ—, Lﬁ L«/Jmﬁ]
Address: D BoX 70T
City/State/Zip: g{{‘ﬁ}@, C/:} ﬂ S50 D,

i LI
- B :

;_Q;O?ciaf Eabtic Comn 2 z- 6 s

Dear EXIS/EIR Team Mesnbers:

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

Thank You,
Name:_ _[Qf (\4 G h 5-5
Address: T)(:UJJI*%\’ =

City/State/Zip: Mac& *8 ne.f'(,Ca, FT55 =

<~ v AY
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Offtcial Public Commeny
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

22 6

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the svience and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2261-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avatlable 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 22621
o t_he CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to

achieve a lzgally mandated rastoration of the ecosystem. 2263-1

Thank You,
Name:

Address: A a7 i, Zf’
City/State/Zip: /;W@ //q__c?/’;’ el

Qfficial Public Comment 2 z ‘6 L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

1(9\'5{'& Qe

Thank You, )
Natne: ‘\‘é‘a\:&? 1 5. C@ﬂ\m
Address: T‘%QW |

CiLnyiate;"Zip@ss bor e O WG R6A—a L

Official Public Commien Z a. ‘ 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 Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an asswmption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enohgh to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: h,,é_,“g?m Knscz:vir.h
i A s 16M .umar 3t
Address: - Westminater, CA 926857711

City/State/ Zips

Main TOC

Postcards from Bill McCampbell, Robert F. Creechy, Jr., and

Draza Knezevich

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comme a 2 6 L*

Dear EAS/EIR Team Merabers:

T support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversian of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: 7 _

™ Mr. Draza Knezer:,
Address: 8 16292 Lugap g0

=% Westminger
City/State/Zip. T CA S2683. 7T

Gfficie! Public Commen 2 L 6 b.-—.

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thet could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve # legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, K/ :
Name: ﬁwn/\/’} A 40/( WA 7
Address: Tl RS BL b

City/Seate/Zip:  _ Yo Bsdiip, Fn 4};?;'«_—;

Official Public Costmen 2 z “

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water-that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thesgfore, the Preferred Alternative does nut go far enough to
achieve a legal andgted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name;

Tawa 8, NE Dodacy
Address: (27 Bevsiog Aace
City/Sate/Zip: Consna soe Mant, Cherronwia  Fri35

2264-1
2265-1
2266-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Draza Knezevich, Erma I. Hufschmidt, and

John M. McDonald

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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"ﬁ’;"'“-f"””"“ comnen. D 2 b 7 Postcards from Bill Keller, Karl Misgofian, and Richard Kovak

Dear EAS/EIR Team Members:

. . “ps P
1 support a diversicn of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow 2267-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2268-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be avaitable for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Brivision, and additional legislation . . us P
Clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2269-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go far enough to
achieve a tegailly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: 2l ll\e“%zf
Address: LB L Aridas

City/SaterZip:  phloele Lo F32

Official-Public Commer 2 2 6 g.

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent o wiv nawswe waw ..
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 coutd be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiglation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the divension of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferved Alternative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. -
Sl e ==

Thank You,
i - L
Name: l|<a.( -l =ic ?)T\"'\ﬁ'r‘
~ - 7
Address: 219 e s et free.

CitySuate/Zip: _ Aehiread €y, (F Fl0kZ

Official Public Comimen 2 2 6 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
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 amoeunt 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 walgr
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysetzm,

Thank You, .

Name: &ng d léava.,%:_

Address: O o FrM.ou.MJt' .

City/StueiZipn Sogan o Cio Co
Calsf— . aQuqI1z|

<\ V N _’l
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Official Public Commer 2 z ? 0

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Tnnity River Division, and additionat 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 encugh to
achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Dargn oot
Address: T2oF Nordhparsr ST

rd
City/State/Zip: _Stin Francisda CA F¥I1S

Official Public Comment z L1 l

Dear EIS/FIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prictity over the diversion of any water
ko the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated testoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,

Name: o VAL
Address: ﬁfﬁ ﬁ’//ﬁrﬂ ﬁ"r
City/State/Zip: /{/J'Zf.fé o & 0857

Official Public Commer Z l 7 L

Dear E1%/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Name: é@g féh ¢ &4 '“—‘5‘9 ’Wfd
Address: Lo 2 Mﬁ dLLF(
Ciry/State/Zip: }"M’ 8 ?9)’5‘d

S-255G

Postcards from Daron Craft, Dave Munson, and Don Paul Barbe, M.D.

2270-1
2271-1
2272-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Oficiad pusiic Commer . 2 2, ] & Postcards from Gisela Hennessy, Sidney Arnold, and Eric Wishan

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

[ suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2273-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2274-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2275-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not &0 far enough to

achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: s g'efj'g—h égm,gggg
Address: Q&f CZ &ZZ I‘i:?ﬂt 2 E Farran
City/State/Zip: &C.C a ]’_‘Q (A Pe5Ri

Officind Public Comment 2 z 7 q‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistarion
clearly pives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem.

Thank You, -

Ko, Dl o f kit B
Address:
City/Srate/Zip:

i, Sidney ?{!;g}d_ "
2665 Flors it 109
Gynpamema CA DE52E-2628

Qfficial Public Commer 2 z 7 (

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatian ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearfy gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: éﬂ(- LJ.bLW‘"\
Address: 20 W, Cmer  Sheet

CitwiStata/Zip:  Tealn ?whj U aypzs

<~ N, ° :
RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C —p D3-908
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Officiat Public Commer, @ €= B 6 Postcards from Edward Conn, Richard Goldberg, and Ed Jacob

Dear EI3/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2276-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by 2277-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2278-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefurred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepafly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
WName: PO DT B S mTy
Address:

City/State/Zip:

Offtcial Public Commem z z' 7 _7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral wam .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the VP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternstive does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,
Nasne: Recnare Colpéert
Address: f‘zgfg ﬁ,&g‘jl LR}

City/Stare/Zip: sﬁsﬁszﬂf% Qé R

Offtcial Public Commer 2 2— -7 g-

Dear EIS/ETR Team D‘lcx'rii;ers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smdy 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 sdditional legislation
cleatly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, -
Name: e et
Address; A e ya

CitySterZip: Lodorn o /2 E [‘9/7’/ gy

o

K./'Q = -
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ot pasic onmrs - . 2. B Postcards from David Ryland, Michael Gallagher, and Linda Lou Crosby

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . ur: P
I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the namrar wawr Low 2279-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
fiom the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by 2280-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the river,
chlslan@? Frea_nrl;g the Tfmlrlen_'er D1lv1§10|1, and additional legislation 2281-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

[ 1v t W iversion of any water
to the CVPS Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go fat enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i
Name: Oowid fi :i/-'mﬁ/
Address: Ao Eqax{Z §Y

CuyfStateZip: _ F1eadon, wis A9y €4 95722

Official Public Cormment 2 2_ g-o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I 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 creanng 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 dees not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Macduas] g ﬂt"a:e.f-.,,..,
Addrass: P fAcne F ettty 7

Civ/Ste/Zip:  ¢3 Q;(,gggﬁ A dz208

Official Public Commen: 2 1 g— ’

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support o diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowt 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
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Wams: 6/4«')_ LO(,( &9&7
Address: ,*D,a, E %@{ W

City/State/Zip: _7__)}51{9/6640‘} o 9&?5"‘2,7

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-910
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Official Public Comme 2 z g-z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 38 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thae could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
chearly gives Trinity fish and wildhfe priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative doss not go far encugh to
achicve a legafly mandated rescoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,

Narme: anf.i/bfv Zaltnsvr
Address: iz A -;/26." T S
CovisaeZipn _ Ridgeccrst CF 93555

Official Public Comment 2 Z gJ

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fratn the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recornmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the nver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish end wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough o
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

YL e, o MEST

Name: -
Address: ‘ 4 uﬂ” ‘L srtt“r
‘ .

City/State/ Zip:

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat 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 atmount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thark You,

Mams: g@q&jﬁf—ﬂ i} L

Address: CERYE Fou g LAt

City/State/Zip: S48 v eE 2w et A
ALY

RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C

Officiai Public Commen 2 2 8, 4

Postcards from Karl M. Zellner, C. A. Hest, and Bob Wilkins

2282-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2283-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2284-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w i N _l
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

cleal.‘ly giyes Trinity fish and wildlife pric:
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altema
achieve a Jegally mandated restorstion of the ecosystem.

Thenk Yeu,

Address: A 7 F

City/Seate/Zip:  _Alpa Joo £ Ca Faeovr

Official Public Commaent Z 2, g 6

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

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

Thank You,

Name: At - DAt \Wikliam Slark, Jr
T34 Wilderest Dn

Address: Los Abtos, Ca  84022.3433

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment 2 2. 8’ 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natival water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilz | 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 additionz! legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prinrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ELLEN FREIBER
Address: Rl cLARA DR,

City/State/Zip:  FALO ALTH A 943C3-3909

O_ﬁfda!.”ub.fic « 2 Q& g 5'

I support a Filf-'erslon of ro more that 30 percert of the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppert the science and study that
produced 1hc Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitad by
an assumption zhout the amount of water that could be availeble for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation I
¥ ever the diversion of any water
tive does not go far enough to

Postcards from Howard F. Pierce, Mrs. William Stark, Jr., and
Ellen Freiberg

2285-1
2286-1
2287-1
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Officiel Public Commaeant 2 2’ g-f

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinty River Basin. While T support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Ligislation creating the Trinity River Dhivision, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dogs not ge far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ,
Name: g&,&{j W

Address: g5 L W NI

City/State/ Zip: CM @%ws‘ & T el

Official Public Comment Z z g 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 peicent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. - While [ support the sclence and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the antount 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 docs nat go far enough to
achieve a lepaily mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You, ﬁ /
Natne: A / ot o A

Address: Soyd | RS ST HRE D
City/Stae/Zip: &~ Frwtes O 28 ¢ S 2 20

Official Pubdic Comment 2 z 7 o

Dear E185/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namrar water jow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommiendations were limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
slzarly 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 Yeu, =
Name; 5{ 157/4 % ELHL
Address: g/éi dﬁz f’éﬁﬁf

Ciry/State/Zip: W/%/%E qui‘(ﬁ/f’/'

Postcards from Paul Knoll, Ron Kammann, and Sheila Moran

2288-1
2289-1
2290-1
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Official Public Comnient L 2_ ﬂ I

Drear EXS/EIR Team Mermbers:

1 support a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by

Leeislation crenting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warter
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .

Name: PG L)er'(' M#’K‘

Address: 250 EmeRion) T
City/State/Zip: P L& /4{,7’0 cA G430

ety e R i Rk o i ta

Official Public Comuient 2 Z 7 Z—

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, snd additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Aligrnative does not go far engugh to
achieve g Jegally mandat the ecosystem

Thank You, 7 )
AV

Name: bty

Address:

CityiStaresZip: WLM/_M&J@7

Cficial Public Comment 2 2' 7\3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited ty
ap assumptien about the amecunt of water that could be avaiable 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
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You, )
Name: L Ly Clr‘ ark-
Address: 4 ‘? J-é’ Larin e

City/State/Zip: ML?LW‘M'; CHA g5 lo 2

RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C

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

Postcards from Robert Neff, Lawrence W. Jordan, Jr., and Lucy Clark

2291-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2292-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2293-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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O Puic Comme 3 . 9 7 Postcards from Thomas Force, Saralyn I. Van Ree, and Timothy Madden

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . urs P
I support a diversion of no more thafp30 percent of the natural warer flow 2294-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppent the science and study that . . . 3
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2295-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption abowt the amount of water that ¢could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . : : “; iac 7
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity gver the diversion of anv water 2296-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

- Thank You,
Name: ’ﬂ/ﬁ‘i b3 ]é’k’b i
Address: Y20 f.fhe S,

CityiStaterZip: __({ Ko b J Co 959452

. Official Public Comment 2 2 7 5-'

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank ¥ou,
Name: 5&4' P &’{4»\1 E:-“t_r
Address; 2o diZesareian) Wiy

City/State/Zip: {,MCA;/,.:.{.E[ 4 FSEET

Official Pablic Comment 2 2- ? é

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nasural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemative doss not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You
L e e /
Name: HireYRre) Md@’;@/}&
- ] - =
Address: o2t MR e Lo PP le
City/State/Zip: Lestuon . b ey 65
L

K./'Q = -
V o \:)l D3-915

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY2189-2307.D0C
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Postcards from Larry Miyamura and Peter Clark

2297-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2298-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

', Official Fuiile Comment 22 ?7

Dear EISEIR Toum Memipeys:

{ sapport & diversion oF f more ot 30 porcene of B peurst walcr e
! Mh?ﬁhﬁmhi& While | uppen. e woimmes wnd audy thay
: producsd the Flow Evalustion Raporl, e pecommendakiong were limited by
' #z semanpion about the Smount of warer thee oeald be ayalisble oo e Gy,
< Legishition creaing che Triniry River Division, znd additions] legitlation

x i) doed wildlid poinchty wrver e dlversion of any waker
W the LVE. Th the Prefend Alvamiadive dows net go fir snough o
achderpe 3 gpally taandatad resiomtion of the coozy=tms

* Thaak Yom,

L — ldl;h
e Bt gmatila 433

- ama— s - - - - e e g

Dear ESS/EIR Tens Members:

- i suppore & diversion oF ko saom et 30 percear of the pammral weter Row
frod e Trigity River Euatn. Wisiln T SupywsT thoe soieeos and B
- pﬂmﬂhﬂhw&dmhmm“mmmﬂby

sty ; :
efearly gives Trinity fich ard wildlife prioricy oves: the diversion of any wxiar
e CV0 she Prefetved A
ﬁmah'w ¢ m&whﬁ:&um&rmﬁw
Theank: Y,

Wane: lﬁ eder C{&ph--
Addrensc 4§ 15 Lerne &F
CuyrSiztaiZip: ke (g 95 Lo2-

& @ v 4 \:;A D3-916
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Official Public Comment z z ? 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppoet a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife privrity aver the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achizve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ;
Mame: chi:zﬂz‘vu;, Yo Doen £
Address: 305 ¢ Stk

Ci'Seate'Zip: _Soesawmendn CF 958 (s

Official Public Comment Z 3 o o
Dear EIS/EIR Team MMembers: i
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciznce and stuedy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reposrt, the recommendations were limited by

2 assumption dbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife privrity over the diversion of any water
1w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaliy mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Name: 4@ GNW;/

Address: Z7E7Z me IMH

City/State!Zip: 1-’4460::/4 M %&z 4
22677

Official Public Comment Z _3 Q)
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow

from the Trinity River Busin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

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

Thank You, )
Name: &\-ﬁﬂ o
Address: R S \\D\' e ik . Bty TS

City/State/Zig: %\\—\{S R A c

Postcards from Madeline McDowell, Leo Connolly, and Debra Lo

2299-1
2300-1
2301-1
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Qfftcial Public Comment 2 3 o L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer juw
from the Trmty River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does net go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

D DeShon
Address: %ﬁ( 72726488 ‘
City/State/Zip: («M = Q"_";"’[’L’%

Qfficial Public Commeant z 3 o 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 3@ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priatity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative docs not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, '/% /D€

Narme: . %&W"})"‘

Address: ] 2 SO ?CQV\CJA% Al
City/State/Zip: C{L,‘u\...Q_D ' 49'39!2.2_, 5'

Official Public Comment 2.1 o %

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

f support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basie. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by
4n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legmlam_:m creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enohgh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, < :
Name: (_ ?/\- -
Address: : ;ﬂ Gary Wagner

) — 3t $350 N Morton Blyd.
City/State/Zip: 3%y Modesto, CA 95354

Postcards from P. DeShong, K. DeShong, and Gary Wagner

2302-1
2303-1
2304-1
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J
Official Public Comment 2 3 o .S

Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Lepslation 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 o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

lec. Ao QQ&L&(M ITNARD

Address:

City/State/Zip: HH ol ]ﬁ-_\ woE i f ; 9 Ll'gb 5

Offtcial Public Comment 2 3 o 6

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the 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. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou,
Name: oo K e
Address: Jom/s — 37gz4ve,m.r_,

City/State/Zip: S Fna | o oA 9"7’//!-//55

Official Public Comment 23 F] 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water How
from the Trnity River Basin. While [ suppaort the scienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Bmited 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 prority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legaliy mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Nams: Vﬂ:.k.«'e, [T Y-3

Address: 34 Cod Tel S0
City/State/Zip: Ladtnsmmea | & o RegTe ot e

Postcards from Claudia Whitnah, Samual P. Belline, Paul Carwell
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2307-1
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