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

Official Public Commaent 2 3 o g

Dear EI15/EIR Team Mcmbers:

1 support a diversion of no mete that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trimty River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limtited 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 CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Nome:  Dilelad e WAlle
Address: 5636 Loyl Flav€
CityiSute/Zip:  Fegomet, LA PYER

Official Pubdlic Comment Z 3 o 7

Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent 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 assunption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and addirional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,

MName: r\ exs f‘{ :'\f“ = eg

Address: QEEET Chona ot
Ciry/Stare/Zip: [ 3 - Yo Tve

I suppost a diversion of ne more
from the Trmity River Basin, W
produced the Flow Evaluation Re

Gificial Public Comm 2 3 ’ o
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C

Official Public Commen 2 3 ' I

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

an assumpion about the armoutt of water that could be available for the river.

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

Thank You,
Name: gSa,r-a ‘c‘;r'v- £
Address: 502 ot

K . et
City/State/Zip: Na}ng} CA__ouss

Qfficial Pubiic Comme:, L 3 ‘ Z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the récommendations were lfimited 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 prcrity 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 eeosystem,

Thank You,

Name: MagTrd f’b\NAfZD

ndgess. 2220 MANKAS BIUD

City/State/Zip: F:NR_V/\E‘LP d& - th-% B2
-./‘J;_-ﬂ :\.V//JI‘,IIJ/ﬁ id ':7/"\_&4

Cfficial Public Comment 2 3 ' 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assuinption ahoui the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nare: T ‘)QULM
Address: #g ?VD%‘;;—PGt 2%

City/State/Zip: éﬂ/_\/;ﬂ;gg?% (A G404

Postcards from Sara Siner, Martin Howard, and Sarah DePasquale
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C

offcial Pubtic Commeri g 3 | "f

Dear EIS/EIR Teaﬁ Membars:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While U suppor the science and swdy 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 legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any warter
1o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Afternative doees not go far cnough to
achieve a lepally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .
Name: Qlwhv\—g« W\ME i
Address: 280 Qe ST

City/State/Zip: Mki_ Ca Q‘KS‘%

Official Pubtic Comment Q. B € &§

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Tonity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name: 7-;'/{:* 7 mnﬁ 27’). Sgﬁz_’\
Address: /5T RS

Clry/Srate/Zip: s s F ,’4/?

Official Public Comment z 3 ‘ 6

Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils | suppart 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
Legislarion 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 o
achicve a tegaily mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You.
Name: ST/% Ny AR </¢ A
Address: prAITYn S N o B

Chty/State/Zip: ~AS7Hn SR LJ2TY O 4/57;/)
> :

Postcards from Richard Merandi, Mr. & Mrs. O. N. Siner, and
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 231 7 Postcards from Dennis Jensen, William C. Peakes, and Larry E. Dennis

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow 2317-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were hmited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the river. 2318-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2319-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Lennis  Frerent
P58 Lmer o Apre.

Eip: Ao, (B P5ETE

Official Public Comment 2 .3 ' g

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert 3 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Linited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and waldlife prignity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, L /’ 3
MNarme: ? /; /)' Ly /: ﬁﬂ!«{__
Address: SEC s £,

City/State/Zip: /4!:;' u,ﬂto’ﬂ/f/ﬁ /:,4 j_h‘y#'

Official Pubiic Conument Z 3 l 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name:

Address: @
; Mr. Larry . Demnis
City/State/Zip: 35170 Gurdia Strect

corroupme  LiTon City, CA $4557-5104

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C g D3-923
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C

Official Public Comment Z' 3 2- Q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and waldlifi 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: g?’.\’?l\'\ R At
Address: Tyedplfo ﬂ\'\\‘:) W E/'.'.l ,
City/SuteZip: _-p'9 Dy (L

Offtcial Public Contmern 2 3 z‘,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppaort 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural warer fiow
from the Trinity River Besin, While I support the science and study that
produced 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 legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far coough 1o
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You, /‘,

MName:
Address: T pﬁ-: Hpda A
City/Seate/Tip: h s .{;,r:u,-,n/ R ST

Official Public Comment 2 3 z 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 perceat of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin, White I support the science and study ¢hat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

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

Thank You,

Name: %M@ &'Q %"‘5{/\
Address: &r‘ig D e /?L
City/State/Zip: 22;{)4—»\4 ¥ TIE 3

2320-1
2321-1
2322-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcia puvtic Comme . @ 3 2. 3 Postcards from Ken Hill, David Frazier, and Kate Blubaugh

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nareral water flow ~ . n titl “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and siudy that 2323-1 Please see thematic responses ed
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2324-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

3 clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 23251 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢ceosystem,

Thank You, . / !
Name: ’ ol K ( R -ﬁ’ o
Address: ' ‘. immm‘ Z"F;D

City/State Zip: {" UWM@{/'\A. 4701

Official Public Commen z 3 ; 7-

Dear EIS/ETR Feam Members:

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

Thank You,

Name: \_D/I ’/"b /(MZ’J—E/{':—

Address: /Y33 fé‘é/iﬁ',ﬂ/g a2
City/State/Zip: /‘?/5)4}5/47{)71‘9/‘#} &4 07/5}937

f Official Public Comment 2' 3 2. 3/

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

[ suppart a diversion of no more that 36 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisladon creating te Toinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: g‘} =il &U RAvGe
Address: 3 S 5&& gé Fraelidd f/ /@

City/State/Zip: MEWM cfZLSEE

é/\l N :l
R D3-925
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C

Official Public Comment 2 3 Z 6

Dear EIS/EIR Tearm Members:

T support a diversion of no mare that 30 parcent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
prodused the Flow Evaluation Report, the recarmmendations were limited by

an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be available for the dver.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity figh and wildlife prierity 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,
Nare: Pas Hlassmie.
Address: f292 fneckf Lt

City/State/Zip: A& ot ¢a FGEHE

Official Pubdlic Comment 2 3 z 7

Dear EIS/EIR Tearm 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 agsumption about the amount of watar that could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Marne: C e, AEnF e,
Address: LTSRS T AMES  SFEE

City/State/Zip: (/3SR P RLLIS Crt 9%’9’6

Official Public Comment 2 3 2 y

Brear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

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

Thank You,
Name: MR 'DA\,/
Address: LDO0 SO ST SR IS

City/State/Zip: (W LU BOROUIC L TR
L
LD O

2326-1
2327-1
2328-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

i
]
i

RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C

Official Public Comment
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

2327

1 suppori a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and siudy that 2329-1
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2330-1
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2331-1

to the CVWP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Aﬁm»"d@ %%S
Address: ‘\w Kw Q{:}\

CitysStaieizip: NN TFE, . RIS

2330

I sapport & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creatng the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P, Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Offtcial Public Commen,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thank You, o
MName: '{AHL L-A’ I(
Address: STL i TEER .

City/State/Zip:  _SUNNTYALE oA FOET

Qfficial Public Comment Z 3 3 ’

Dear EIS/EIR Team Metnbers:

{ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral 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 assunption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
o the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alwmative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the scesystem,

Thank You, .

Narne: g Zz /_? KA—”’ /V?é,
RAAL__ Lo s L2

CityiState/Zin: _Auf, Lo Fnte 7 'ﬁ GRS

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

RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C

Official Public Comment 2 3 3 2

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, R —
Name: 5(’%{‘/\ &LQJ%
Address: 1%@% :
City/StatesZip: &'E(Vi{%l ﬁkﬁlﬁl@

fieial Public Comment Z 3 3 3

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouar of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Lepislation 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 Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

#
Name. “Demra A Sw e
Address: . (28 3 Loata FRIETH D,

City/State/Zip: ,4;0?‘ 7 (i G5 2

Official Public Comment o _ 3 3 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 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 thar
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Timired by
an assumption about the amount of water that could he 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 Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: CATHY BiAnCat)
Address: U3 Fosber ik Bf\d# KANA

City/StateiZip: oSN, c.(T‘7‘ A Gliroy

Postcards from Jeffery Estes, Debra A. Smith, and Cathy Bianchi

2332-1
2333-1
2334-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ouial public Comment Y, B Y s Postcards from Roman Porenta, John Blevins, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: C. B. Keniston

1 I suppert 2 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
3 from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2335-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption sbour the amount of waree that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2336-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water -
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to . .
achieve a legally mandawd restoration of the ecosystom, 2337-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

Nams: Borgrt  Pogen

Address: Bex 496 &

City/State/Zip: st (‘_('T?’ i CA cj‘f’-"‘FDQ

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Conment Z .3 3 é

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by
an assumiption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation crenting the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Altemative does not go far enough (o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You, _ —i

Name: "__TZWA Blévias

Address: 2500 Sosvd Sl Toee el
City/State/Zip: las Aervl A F5033

Official Public Comment z 3 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 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 addirional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative does not go far enough to
#chieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
MName: [ lff? - ;6'_1.».-5 1/:.'-‘5"1
Address: 333 dow (G ofel Lu

City/State/Zip: _Somen A 3e A S TIC

. . ’
V - \:)l D3-929
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

gt Pustc Conment Q. S R Postcards from Robert L. Price, Brian Fogarty, and Kristen Johnson

i
i Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:
i

] I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow 2338-1
i from the Teamity River Basin, While | support the science and study thar
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. 2339-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
! Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
1' clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2340-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

tg the CVP. Therefire, the Freferred Aliwmative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, %j/ /zp @Zﬁf:"

Name: ﬁ Aﬂ/# .L f Hf_‘)f .i((tf_’
Address: s= e "Z,b/ p i 5.1’

City/State/Zip: _Sp Tpwe (4 =27

. Official Public Comment 2 3 3 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an essumption 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. Therefare, the Preferred Alwemacive does not go far enough to
schisve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

) -
Nameg: %Q—‘ﬁh} Y Do
Address: D L & e -

City/State/Zip: amTaClata (o AEOSY

Official Public Cominent 2 3 ‘f o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natsral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | 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 availahie 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
achigve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosysicm,

Thank You, —_—

MNamae: WW \b\/\ﬂlﬂ\'
Address: U(-(: %

City/State/Zip: "‘_\:ﬂ(:m /\R 9\6“@2{3

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C g D3-930
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offical Puic Commers. 4o D ‘f ( Postcards from Dawn Estes, Jerry Apana, and Maria Sweeney
i Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow 2341-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study thar

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

. . “" : : 7
‘ an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2342-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
i Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation ) ) Y o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2343-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _

Neme LAUINEERE,

Address: IF:fjn\— 1—40@3}’@0’;
CitsaeZip(CE¥A N YL, (ﬁ*&\ GsilS

Gfficial Public Comment 2_ 3 qL

Dear EES/EIR Team Mcembers:

¥ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assemnption about the amount of water that could be svailable for the river.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enpugh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: \W [/i/{ J;((;ﬁm

Address: Ll~ ﬂ H(‘ﬁa‘t’t‘f

City/Stare/Zip: ‘:,“:(x{\'('\Q . Oll\ G['Zf:@w

Official Public Commen 2 q 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 3

[ 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 Timited by
an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefomred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a Iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name Mk S saded
Address: kol ‘orafaaieli gr-

CinyfStateizip:  RlLHOoedd oo Clegey

<~ N, ° :
RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C —p D3-931
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

oppciat Pasic Commers & B 4 '7' Postcards from Lee Colby, Clyde Edwards, and Harold Edwards

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

. . aer P
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that 2344-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river 2345-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

: Legislation creating the Tnnity River Division, and additional legislation

¢ clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water : : “h; tag 7
io the CVP. Thersfors, the Prefurred Aliemative dogs nor g far eough to 2346-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Jﬁ EE cELBY
Address: Sip  MAMGREVE. AuE

Ciry/S1ate/Zip: SUUNMY ALT, oA GYoiZ &

; Officia! Public Comnrent 2 3 ‘i (

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an 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. Thereforz, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ro
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R

Name: (q L 6\’6 ;:d\ﬁlﬁm_()
Address: i’?ﬁf e lona L -
City/State/Zip: ~EA¥) *'ﬂsf“(_‘fix, G A=

Official Public Commaent 2 3 ‘f 4

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 31} percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Repert, 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 legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enoush to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 3
Name: Hffﬁ’/ﬁfﬁ/ Qf/ﬂw
Address: f I/

o d
city'sueeiZip: (VYL C#QWH‘

<~ N, vs
RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C Rt D3-932
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RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C

Official Public Comment 2- 3 q 1

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
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 ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additionad legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, -
MName: t'f’l’-f’ ~§Wf4n=z$*-‘
Address: Sl Loncurding

CitylState/Zip:  Swanywls (4 Y07

O fficial Public Comment 23 q g

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinigy River Basin. While [ support the seicnes 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 fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nams: fn] (EVA Do Sa~reh,

o v
Address: DR Sipder CowtT

City/StateiZip: SR Jc-ffi A SIS

Offtcial Public Contment 2 3 * 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, /

Name: i fEaatiess.
Address: S ‘-S éf&’m%—
City/State/Zip: ,S ’r Iy o % Zﬁ

Postcards from Ernie Swanson, Mireya DeSantos, and Jim Fenner

2347-1
2348-1
2349-1

Main TOC
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Puplic Comnmient 2 3 s-a

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water tow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Timited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priozity over the diversion of any water
(o the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Alternative does not go far enowgh to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nome: Fen Fonan
Address: i 45-“/' T n{)f“:’_ Vv ST

I
City/StatesZip: 5. A1 LA he D G40 g,&

O fficial Publis Comment z 3 {'

Pear 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 1 support the science and smdy that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould 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 Prefemred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeou, X

—
Wame: AT ﬁif’ﬁ/&dé/oﬁ/_}’
Address: /350 PlRrreTar—

CityiState/Zip:  _ Lamr TOSr o FLHE

Official Public Comment z 3 5’ 2’

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members;

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

Thank You,
Name: 4-66‘”44'0 Su sl
Address: 725& /ufjé;d 7E 7’/{.

City/State/Zip: @qu (:'7‘f| f/{ fq%"j-/

Postcards from Ken Kondo, Jim Drapchaty, and Leonard Susbilla

2350-1
2351-1
2352-1
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Qfficial Public Comment Z 3 5.3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2353-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2354-1
an asswmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisian, and addirional lepislation 2355-1

clearly givas Trimity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any watar
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not g far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the evosystem,

Thank You, G
Name: bl UL D ,
Address: /7(—3‘45— (_f:-’ﬁz-/}drws' /{&

Clry/State/Zip: /,13_5 SIS, (A %’Dﬁ

R

235

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanal Wuis o
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 warer that could ke available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addinonal legislation
clearky gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Thank You,
Name: 14'& Sﬁ%
Address: DL S &S F Ve BLgd

City/State/Zip: piwne‘&! Ca FESET

Qfficial Pubdlic Comment 2 3 5-5’

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation 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
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

—
Mame: N Jl
Address: i D.HJ: ﬁ—ui

City/State/Zip,

SAD AATES J@ALlF -
Hfef

Main TOC

Postcards from Guy Furlo, Al Shaw, and John McNally

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcard from J. Uchrizama

2356-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Offtcial Public Comment L 3 :’b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water o
from the Trinity River Basin, While support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ar assumption about the gmount of water that could be available for the mver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Theretore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far enowgh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - )

Narme: Sge A £l
Address: '3-‘5_‘;/”4’[ e !,‘l;r-ﬂ’/]t’m/ o
CitylSuate/Zip:  fzer Nyao [ 5750

o

EN <y EmN
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Commens ) 3 5‘7 Postcards from Ron Cremo, E. Merlic, and Garry Hodson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of 1o more that 30 peresut of the natural water flow 2357-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were fimited by . . T P
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river, 2358-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legslation creating the Trinity Rever Division, and additional legislation

clgarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2359-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CWF. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,

_— v N
Name: fetnl R A0
Address: Fra30x 275845

City/State/Zip: 7 D& T m £F FipnT
- L

Official Pabiic Contnent 2 3 5- g

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppoet 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the wsiuar wawe 1w
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppore the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by
an assumption about the amount of water thar conid be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity 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 ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ,5 /{&-f /’/ [
Address: CGZE Lol Do

City/State/Zip: o5 & ales CAGOTS

Official Public Camment 2 3 5-7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of s 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.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Dhvision, and addirional legislation
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority over the diversion of any water
o the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: é%_&%)
Address; 1) ﬂ/‘/ﬁ.%aﬁf fi%

City/State/Zip: S, T 5w CA- g5z S

K./'Q = -
V - \:)l D3-937
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Postcards from Jim Isaacson and Simon Yu

2360-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. : " : : ”
Official Public Comment Z’ 6 o 2361-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While [ 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 avatlable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: ’JT\M szc‘_& 2

Address: ]07.5 ;Ue\)ﬁula\ pfacr: bo
CityState/Zip: S Jose, (75133 tﬁ

Official Public Comment Q) 3 6 ]

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more thar 30 percent of ti}c namral water flow
from the Frinity River Basin. While I support the science and smc_ly _that
produced the Flow Evatuation Repert, the recommendations were limited .!’-'"
an assumption about the amtount of water that could be available tjor the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi}iona_l legisiation
clearly gives Tuinity fish and wildlife priorisy 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 You,

Narme: L“)\N‘-Gﬂ\{ 4

Address: {‘02/% < HD-’/A W'Ea-%;@ /
CityiSme/Zin: g Juse , kISR

K.N N v
V - ‘\--J'l D3-938
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Postcards from Ruth Price and Walt Robinson

2362-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2363-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Officiui Pablic Comment 2 3 6 L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reeommendations were limited by
an assurmption bout the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and addivonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority oves the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altgrnative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Wame: 7690774 PREE
Address: S619 Dey ok O
CityiSteteiZip: S0 JREE_ [ G157y

Offizial Public Comment 2_ 3 l.‘s

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. Whilu [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an asswmption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additianal legishation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You, Ty
Mamer ;U AL Q}JI L

[ S R
Address: I T b e &

R ]

i)

K

- =

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C V"\.v)
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Official Public Comment 23 é ‘7(' Postcards from John McClehan, Marilyn Edwards, and
Dear EFS/EIR Team Members: Rick D. Utermoehler

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

fromn the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by B : : “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that cauld be available for the river. 2364-1 Please see thematic responses titled sheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2365-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough o

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem, 2366-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: {'/llﬂm \ 1 [1‘5“.-@\,
Address: \q,/] [jﬁ 39\/ W'\?/H M Na)
CEes

Ci/StareiZip: | ANy

Official Public Comment 2 3 L (

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, e i <
Name: VMariin vduads
Address: 77(’) Wgw (,_1“5
City/SwteiZips (AU ) CEL, . (EANSHSIZS

Official Pul.blt'c Comment 2 3 6 6

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assempticn 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 priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough 1o
achieve 2 fegally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . :
Warme: ﬁc‘: £ Cﬁ%/"&é’é— blews
Address: Gl 2 Fitog D

City/Siate/Zip:  _C4 ﬁ‘l‘jﬂfa&[{ Ca Fyoe b

é/\l " ;l
e D3-940
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ogcia pustic Commens. 2 3 © Postcards from Fred Happich, Thomas R. Tilton, and Scott Underwood

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T : “ : L3 7”7
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water tlow 2367-1 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 2368-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legi_slation 2369-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priesity over the diversion of any water

ta the CVP. Thereforc, the Preferred Altsrnative does net pe far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Taco Haepion _—
Address: 38 CanmBealns
City/State/Zip: Eldept  ©

Official Public Comment I 13 ‘ g'

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppor 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 Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhife priotity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem

Thank You
Narne: hema -J? T /74& 7
Address: JENTE & (O f we bras

Citw/State/Zip: _ Ao 2 j00d o, & i 54 e

Official Public Comment D _ 3 A ?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

T support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water tow
from the Trnity 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 coutd be avatlable for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Seait Anforns %
Address: P Bex  [78

City/State/ Zip: C»ltzwgr G q3L7

AN\ N

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

Offcial Public Comment Q) B 7 O Postcards from Perry Sims, Ken Smith, and Gene Bartlett

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2370-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sc[en_ce and study that

preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendanans‘ were limited Py ~ . . P ies.”
anl assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 2371-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2372-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:

Address:

City/State/Zip: e T . Grie e

P e " p ALl FLATE e T
ME O PUST PReTE _ e

sl ERTLEE

7

Official Public Comment 23 7 {

Dear EIS/ELR Teart Members:

[ support a diversicn of no more that 30 percent of the naturl water fow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scisnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluztion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assuraption 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 Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lzgally mandaied resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _

Name: /é,( / S:f’?/ '%

Address: 2 oD adcf Seannd iy ly
Ciy'SraweiZip: (25 Cader, T4 @ 4233

Official Public Comment 2"9 7 z

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawml 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 tiver,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nor go far enaugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eeosysten.

Thank You,
MName: GIF}(F EAE. 7 L.E‘T_f

Address: I & & (GLEN Ll O
City/State/Zip: MM&?J"&Z Z

<~ N, ° :
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[l
Official Public Comnient 2 3 7 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppert the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations wers limieed by
an assumpticn about the amoune of water that ¢ould be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Alternative dogs not ga fir cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Wame: Jdsnn Laciz
Address: 18 St ater b
City/State/Zip: Y ca /2

Official Public Comment 2 3 7 4

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura} 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 eould be svailable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, “ .

Mams: [“\(’.M Pl&ﬂ]gx‘
Address: q"‘c | E. (;(b-—t‘ E{Qcﬁ_
City/State/Zip: ﬁmm‘ Cic qq;%ﬂz_-

Official Public Comment z 3 7 5/

Dear EXS/EIR Feam Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repot, the recommiendations 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 pricrity 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,

Thank You, -~ -~
T 5 3
Name: L0 LurY
Address: So S 4{ Ol e - :,//
City/State/Zip: {4_« e & & A ?/
4

Postcards from Jason Lariz, Michael Pluchar, and Bob Eury

2373-1
2374-1
2375-1
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Official Public Comment Z 3 7 é

Erear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly glves Trinity fish and waldhife prenty aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwernative does not go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, >

Name: G‘Pﬂ}i— [ ’_;1_
Address: I AN R A 4 T
City/State/Zip: e A ToLF

. Official Public Comment Z 3 7 7

Dezr EIS/EER 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 wers limited by
an assumption sbout the amaunt of water that could be available for the fver,
Lepgislation 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 ceasystem.

Thank You, i ](’ v 1 s '
Name: -'\_/tﬁf'-’ﬁ‘r'ﬂ" i,/f'.‘"."//?"/{,/{.ff P
Address: y5424%) .-_("./Zf St ,4}6)? S
Ciy/Seate/Zip: : 90200 ey (A GH //‘%

€ficial Public Comment Z 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 I suppert the sciencs and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werz limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prievity aver the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystam.

Thank You, ~
Name: ?LM‘“ 5 ; ﬁ)'r-:Her(
Address: ';H’ ;l G"(‘.:_r\c} f'\‘-JQ— -

CitySate/zip: _ o am Do, La. 5[0

RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C

Postcards from Grant Bell, Jennifer Judd-McKenzie, and Paul S. Butler

2376-1
2377-1
2378-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment Z 3 1 9

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
! to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
i achicve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: thm_ﬂfqm;%

Address: HiP cibe pTr (0
wip - G0k

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment L 3 g- o

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

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

an assumption about the amount of water that ¢onld b available for the river.

Legisiation creating the Teinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearty gives Trinaty {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP, Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,
Narme: b\)i H\l’»‘\wx, ‘P\' LI 1\“30\-’] S
Address: 3Ewr) Facwell G 21-B

CityiSateiZip: _Fobmen’, CA <6

Gfficial Public Comment 2 3 8 I

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Freferred Altemnative does not go far enaugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Ereamnd Lr s drrcie.
Address: FRO Pt BE.

City/State/Zip: ke’ 75E (4 FII27

RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C

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

2379-1
2380-1
2381-1

Main TOC

Postcards from William Fleming, William A. Wilson, Jr., and
Richard Friedlander

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcards from Frank Mejia, Ron Graupmann, and Urs Schuler

: 2382-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
opsrasccomnae 20 D& L. P

Dear FIS/ETR Team Menbees: 2383-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

mm ,{,‘-"m“@:‘“‘ ey ?omm:’mmx 2384-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

peodnced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendymions wers dmited by
m sesnmgtion about e amomet of wetwer thae could be wemlable for the river.

Denr EEVETR Team Membirs:

! swpport a diveysion of no more thar 30 perpont of she satiral watey

from the Traity River Basin., Mkl-wmumuﬂwg::
pecduced e Fiow Bualustion Rapont, the retummmeadations wers limited by
= ZSzockpon bt the: Smooat of waber (it coold be aradiable for he viver,
Legisiation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additioral lesisstion
Cearty givos Trinity fish sod wildiée priaeity over the diversion of amy veaser
® the CVP, w&mmaumw&wu
achicrs 4 kgally mandated restomtion oF the exosyseem,

Taark Yoo,

Fume wm

Ciyswerne Phgkrwaliall C ARG 3306

p— X &

Dwar ETRZI Team Pembers

RATPpas b Sivarnion of oo masc Bt 36 pemen of £ natond wacer flow
mmmmwmuh‘ Wiile T suppert the science and sody Het
eecommondationt

Flow Bvilamen Keporr, the bttt Sirieed by

Te e ovetting e, Tiaaty Rover Divisiae. el ks
arenting

chenely glves Trinkty Sib and wikifife mriovity cver the dbvadon of @y o
-] e Pecferred Adtosatieg Soa 2ot go My evongh 10
achisve o anihated pevicration of the
Tk You, N
Noems: fns Scoins
Addrem: —Eis  Dasx Casvsy

<~ v =\

= D3-946
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Postcard from Shari Nordell

2385-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

oftca et coumene @ 3 § &7

Dear EIS/POY Team Mymbers;

| fapport 3 diversion of M moey Bi1 39 of
B 30 Trinny Rivar Bacin. Whie | spport i e oy
the n

<~ V< AY

—p D3-947
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Official Public Comment 2 3 g .‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 3 diversion of no mere thar 30 percent of the namural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Frinity River Division, and additicnal [egisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 9 %A)
Mame: M

Address: 7 DEITing
- Ry B nan 1ows
City/State/Zipr _ ’

Official Public Comment ' z 3 g 7

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 swdy thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations wete 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
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame:
Address:

Official Public Comment Z 3 g.-g—

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, ‘While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited 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 and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
fo the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a lcgally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: __ GERALD & JUDY MERAIL:

Address: 5853 FAEMONT 5T,
T UFRIAND, (A DI508

City/State/Zip: 570854 6557

2386-1
2387-1
2388-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Frank G. Delfino, Stefanie DeVries, and

Gerald and Judy Merrill

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 ‘ 7-3 g 7 Postcards from William M. Bonnell, Dale R. Steffy, and William D. Smith

Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw . 2389-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 4
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . P .
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river, 2390-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legisiation crealing the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislatian

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2391-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: WM [ﬁ‘ o ﬁ g; éﬂ‘_’ VLT
Address: /205 etville Soa—FO7
CityStaeiZip: 1 by or'd 4

G goi

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment 2 3 q O

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
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 Proferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaak You,
Name: m‘r’ Da\ﬁ‘_ R N Q%e—f-gf
Address; PO. ,@ ‘TSHEO;

City/State/Zip: i [ !CL_‘J‘MA:'MWS -|pe2 _—

Official Public Comment 2 3 q ,

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support 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
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat 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 enaugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the SCOSYsEem.

Thank You, . .
Name: '/}J /%JUL{ @Sm ilLL
Address: YR Howatu £

City/Stute/Zip: Lo Lo o gl lan Blog/

) N ° s
g D3-949
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment g K 7 2. Postcards from Roger Kintz & Marian Rozsa, Dr. Donald D. Hoagland,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Lynne |ser

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 .h)' 2392-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation . . Py, . ”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 2393-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh 1o . . P .,
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn. 2394-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Name: Q-EJWJ‘KJLS; W Q-ka
Address: 59-%{. N-?M:J\/:w J
City/StateiZip: o sd ta_ dad

Official Pablic Conument 2 3 q 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Altermative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: A Dr. Donala b, Hoagiand
Address: 1424 Loma Visi S,

: Pasadeng, ¢, .
City/State/Zip: % CA 91y

Official Public Comment Z‘ 3 1 q

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repartt, the recommendations were limired by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfare, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: \)7/ e _S_t‘-ef

Addrass: Il Ul CsAe &9
Al

City/State/Zip: %Mﬁ_’é)_ﬂ—_
' \Gug

AN V 3 .’l
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-
Mficial Public Conment 2 3 7 3

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 1 support the seience and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluaticn Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the viver.
Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prienty 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, )

Name: (: L\V“IQ{I A ] Codn LQ]

aires 240 Drhawiis Al
Cityiswezip: Pbleocdon, T Qv

. Gfficial Public Contment z 3 ? A

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the nawmral 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 assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatign creating the Triniry River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefirred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You, —
Name: ‘-_)D“r\ 6-“@5{{2&1
Address: 5233 S Ghlole Dhn B4

City'Stateizip: 121 Sebrutie (A 5763

... Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1. 3 5 7

- - Lsupport 2 diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Repaort,
tne recommendations were limited by an assum ption about
Ehe amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough ¢o achicve a fegally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you, .

RDD/TRINITY2308-2401.D0C

Postcards from Christina Isenberg, Jon Gresley, and Larry Dennis

2395-1
2396-1
2397-1
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2398-1
2399-1

239Y¢

1 support a diversion of no mce than 30 Percent of the sataral
water flow from the Trinity R-er Basin. While ] support the
science and study that produc-d the Flow Evaluation Repurr,
the recommendations were lic ited by un assumption about

the amount of water that coui: be svaiiable for the river
Legisiation creafing the Triniss River Bivision, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinin Bsh and wildlife prierity avers

the diversion of any water to 15¢ CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does nat go Tar en ugh te achieve a legally maadated
restoratign 6f the coosystem.

Dear TIS/EIR Team Memben;

Thank you,

_fogaw

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Z 3 1 Q
{ smpport 2 diversion of no more than 30 Percent o1 the natura
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppart the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were linited by an assumption abowt

the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal
legislation clearfy gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over
the diversien of any water to the CVP. Fherefore, the Preferred
Alternative dees not go far encugh to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

FIMbIL I

Thank you,

Main TOC

Postcards from Bill McCarty and Mike Walch

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcards from Dean Lewis and Lane G. Elliott

2400-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2401-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. '_MZ?ao

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Tsupport u diversion of no more than 30 Perdent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, Whaile suppurt the
seience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by an assumation ahout

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 witdlife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a tegally mandated
restoration cf the eeosysten.

Thank you,

Dear FIS/EIR Team Members: 2 ",' o [

T support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the nataral
-water flew from the Trinity River Basin. While support the
scienee and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Repart,
the rccummendaiions were fimieed by an assumption aboat
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 gver
the diversion of any water to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to ackicve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

e AT

<N V- A
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