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Navember 30, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

United States Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16" Street, Room 209

Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos

1 support a diversior of no more than 30 percent of the natiral 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 would be available for the tiver. Legislation creating the Trinity 2402-1
River Division and additional legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority

over 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.

Sincegzly,

Steven J. Bssi

9983 Aviary Drive
San Diego, CA 92131

HESEIVED
DEC 08 1999

sh & Wildlife Service
dredta, CA
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Sam’s Grill, Inc.

374 Bush Strecer - San Francisco. CA 94104

Tel, (413 421-0594 » Pax {415} 4212639 S q DB

Letter from Sam’s Grill, Inc. Dated November 29, 1999

Novemnber 29, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Room 209
Arcata, Ca. 95521

Dear Mr.Polos,

In 1955 the United States Congress anthorized construction of the Triity River Division (TRD)
of the Central Valley Project (CWP). At that tire legiskution was passed mandating that the fish
and wikdlife of the Trinity River Basin would not be harmed by the completion and operation of the
TRD. The Secretary of the Interior (SOI) was directed to ensure that the fish and wildlife of the
basin would be protected. Further, Congress specifically limited the Secretary™s discretion to
divert Trinity watet to the CVP by requiring that that in-basin flows needed to sustain pre-darm
popuiation levels for Trinity River fish and wildlife take precedence aver any diversion of water to
the CVP.

By the end of the 1970"s the adverse effects on the fishery were clearly evident. At this time
Congress and the SOI owtlined the first steps wward fulfilling the legal mandate that no harm
would come to the fish and wildlife of the Trinity River Basin by the TRT:. The chronology of
those steps follows:

1979 - The Interior Departent Solicitor confirms the precedence of water for Trinity River fish
and wildlife over diversions 1o the CVP by federal law.

1980 - The Trinity River Stream Rectification Act is enacted 1o address sediment accvmulation in
the absence of flushing flows.

1981 - The SOI {Andrus) directs increased releases to the Trinity River from the TRD to the
amount of 340,000 acre feet in years of average rainfall. The SOI also orders a long term Trinity
River Flow Evalnation (TRFE) to access water requirements for the fishery.

1984 - The Trinity River Resoration Act {TRRA} is enacted which estabhshes restoration goals
ensure the preservation 2nd propagation of fish and wildlife in erder to restore them to and ‘“
maintain them at levels approximating pre dam days.
1991 - The SOI {Lujan) directs that not less than 340,060 zcre feet of water be released to the
Trinity River for fishery purposes in all water type years pending the conclusion of the study

(TRFE) initiated 1981.

1992 - The Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA) is enacted, including the Trinity

River provision which: confirmed the administration decision o release no less than 340,000 acre
feet annually pending the completion of the study; mandaies the completicn of the study based on

the best avaitable science; requires the development of recommendations for permanent in siream
waler releases; if the SO0 and the Hoopa Valley Tribe (VT concur on the recommendations, it
requires that they be implemented accordingly.

1996 - The TRRA is amended and extended. The restoration goal is revised explicithyaghicfe §
mitigation loss of 109 milss above the TRID while not impairing efforts to restore a.nﬂ maintain
naturally reproducing anadromous fish stocks within the Trinty River Basin. 2 0% 1998

2 'riildlife Service
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from Sam’s Grill, Inc. continued

2403-1 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
When the TRD was completed in 1963, 90% of the Trinity water was pumped over the hill. The
integrity of the Trinity River ecosystem was immediatcly impacted. The velocity, volume, and
frequency of flows necessary for a healthy ecosystem no longer existed. The dynamic equillibrium
of a living, heaithy ecosystem was immediately out of balance and has remained that way for 36
vears. The politivians promised that not one bucketfull of water needed to maititain the health of
the fishery and wildlife wonld be diverted. Further, others testified that the TRD would actually
"improve” the fishing. In an attempt to mitigate for the loss of 109 mites of prime spawning and
rearing habitat, a hatchery was built in Lewiston to "ensure” a heelthy fishery. The fact that the
hatchery could mitigate for the loss of 1/2 of the river’s habital was and continues to be a setious
ervor in judgement. Hatchery technology cannot replace the natural ecological processes-
Hatchery technology does not make anadromous fish and dams compatible. By 1990 only about
10% (including hatchery stocks) of anadromous fish populations from pre-dam days existed.
Presently mast Trinity River fish populations are efther listed, propesed for Hsting, or are under
status review (candidate) for listing under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) despite all legislation
previously mandated. '

The federal govermment's promise to maintain a healthy fishery has been disregarded for 36 years

now. The federal government's trust obligation to Native American Tribes has gone urfullfilled 2403-1
for 36 years. The law is clear that thé current condition of the Trinity River ecosystem was never }

intended to oceur. W.S. Lowden (County Surveyor 1872-1882 describes what the tiver used to like

in 2n article from the Trintty Journal, dated June 1, 1889: ......... "From Trinity Center to its motth,

the river has an average grade of 15 feet to the mile. Average width, 150 feet 2t low water and 600

feet at high water. At low water the river is two feet deep and at high water is 25 feet deep.” That

is what the river used to be, a far cry from what we see today.

The currently released TRFE and its accompanying DEIS/EIR, the result of nearly two decades of
seientific sdy, concludes that the primary factor for the decline of the Trinity River ecosystem is
the result of altcred flows associated with the TRD along with the subsequent changes in river
habitats. The best available seience in the TRFE recognizes that the highest priority for recovery
is increased flows. Restoration and recovery will not oceur without significantly increased flows.
Further, restoration can onty occur if we pay attention to the entire chain of habitats in the basin,
from its headwaters (I guess now those headwaters are located in the ladders to the Lewiston
hatchery) 1o the confluence of the Klamath and citimately the last 43 miles to the Pacific.

The belief that we could and can control the fish populations of the Trinity by artificial
propagation without a healthy ecosystem has proven to be false. Regardless of how much we
spend on restoration programs, unless we change the way we deal with those fish, we face the
possibility of ksing them entirely. We need new metheds to guide cur behavior, one that is in
harmony with the Trindty basin. [f we are to have any hope of restoring the fishery to sustainable
levels of abundance, we must pay move attention to the fish's world - not as it exists today but as it
existed before we simplified, controlled and “improved” it. Surely all of the damage done to the
basin cannot be undone. Perhaps we can reverse some of it. 50 years ago wildlife biologist Aldo
Leopold stated: "Timidity, optimism, or unbending insistence on cld grooves of thought and astion
will surely either destroy the remaining resources, or forcs the adoption of policies which will limit
their use to a few."

IFthe habitat is available and healthy, these anadromous fish will find a way to recover. The
genetics of their life histories (what they do, when they do it, where they do it and how they do it)
will enable them to succeed. [f the fishery is to recover we need a healthy ecosystem, We must

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

Letter from Sam’s Grill, Inc. continued

give these fish back a significant amount of their habitat. We will not restore the fishery if the . . . .
obstactes we have put in their paths ars beyond the capabilities of their own genetic resources. All 2403-2 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
of the money in the world will not produce sustainable recovery as long as thoss obstacles remain.

The Prefersed Alternative in the TRFE does not go far enough in initiating a successful and

sustalnzble recovery. The Trinity needs its water to remain in balance. Sending 52% of the

Trinity water 1o the CVP guarantees thet the recovery will not and cannat sustain itself. It has 2403-2

bezn said that those who fail to enderstand history will be condemned to repeat it. ' Will we ignore

signs of failure until it is too late? Will the fish be fighting a losing battle that we will again be

addressing in the next decade or twa, trying to identify the reasons for a continued decline? The

answer is surely yes unless the Trinity retains her heart, souf and life- blood, its water.

Sincerely,

G I

Gary Seput
1825 Loyola Drive
Burlingame, Ca. 94010

K.A N v
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from Richard G. Cardella Dated December 2, 1999

240y

2404-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Decamber 2, 1999

Cear Mr. Polos,

A few monthe from now, after decades of study, Secretary Babbitt will finally
make a decisicn on just how much water to reallocate permanently to the
Trinity River. For 36 years and counting, agricultural users have compromised
the river and its runs of salmon and steelhead. Tt is way past time to try and
return the Trinity to some semblance of its former glory. :

While I would like to see the river get every drop that historically ran
through its bed, I am a realist and know that that is fantasy. The next best
thing is a diversion of no more than 30 percent. The so-called "Preferred
Alternative” does not go far encugh. Legislation has been enacted that spells
ovt priorities and fish and wildlife win, hards down, over diversiocn.

2404-1

If it is indeed your goal to raﬁuscitatoe the Trinity, then please do whatever
it takes to bring its ecosystim back‘{life. The poor thing has been on basic
life support for way too long.

Sincerely,

Dbttt kel

Richard G. Cardella
4570 Blufftep
Hydesville, CA 95347-9416

<~ v AY
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Letter from George H. (Chuck) DeKay Dated December 1, 1999

s Ve 2 Ll 05 2405-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Lafayette, CA 945492942

December 1, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16® $t. Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dgar Mr. Polos,

T am old enough (sighty) to remember when all the rivers in California supporting nuns of
anadromous fish were free flowing. What a tragedy bas taken place during my lifetime! Today
our native salmon and steelhead popuiation is nearly decimated. You know many of the factors
thai have contributed to this,

As a supporter of Friends of the Trinity River, | am writing asking your support to make it a

Federal mandate that flow rates in the Trinity River be returned to the levels gnaranteed by

Congress when they approved the Trinity River Diversion in 1955,

it probably too late to hope for this fishery to return to formal levels. But if the flow rate remains 2405-1
at its present pitifufly Jow volume, we are assured of the inuing decling of steclhead and
salmon. It has been proven beyond any doubt that hatcheries are not the answer.

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has a golden opportumity to alter the opmiorn many of us kave
that “government™ no longer listens to us. You can do a great service while at the same ume L
gathering some Brownie Points toward improving pubkic opinion of government e

Cordially yours,

WM%

G.H. “Chuck™ DeKay

" 4EBEIVED
TEC 0.3 1999

3 Tian & Wildite Servics
Arnntz, G4
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) Tt

OUTFHTERS

31 November, 1999

Joe Polos

TU.5. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Room 209
Arcata, Ca. 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:

Fm wiiting in support of The Friends of the Trinity River's proposal for
increased flows in the Trinity River. By education I am a fisheries
biologist, (Humboldt ‘82), and have fished the Trinity since the late 70's.
The effects of long term altered and diminished flows have greatly
impacted the anadromous stocks once present in the system.

I know that FOTR and other affiliate groups have worked long and hard to
bring about a consensus among the various parties involved, and I think
this recommendation is the result of that work. I know of the desires of
cthers to send even less water down the Trinity in order to put more intg
the Central Valley Project, but the time is now to reverse the trend of
water use in California.

In my business it is critical that the sport anglers of California have
quality water in appropriate quantities to support trout, salmon and
steelhead populations in perpetuity. Without an increase in flows in the
Trinity River, there will be a certain continued decline in these stocks.

I hope that this work is valued by the USFWS and we can increase flows in
the Trinity River as soon as possible.

Very truly yours,

=

Piter Woolley

Qutfitters + Travel = Instruction
3533 Mt Diablo Boulevard Lafayette, CA 94549 = 925/284-3474 « FAX 975/234-3314
463 Bush Street, San Francisco, CA 94108 » 415/781-3474 « FAX 415/781-4236
email address Floutfittr@ AOL.com
www. FlyHshingoutfitters.com

2400

Letter from Fly Fishing Outfitters Dated November 31, 1999

2406-1

> 2406-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

2 L'l O -? Letter from John M. Gaffin Dated December 1, 1999

10985 Dyerville Loop . . e .
Myers Flat. CA 85554 2407-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Dec 1, 1999

Mr. Joe Polcs

U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th 8t., Room 209
Arcata, CA 85521

RE: Official Comment on Trinity River Flows
Dear Mr. Polos,

The Trinity River Act of 18585, authorizing the dams, specifically
mandated that the fish and wildlife of the basin not be harmed. The
Interior Secretary was directed to ensure that fish and wildlife in the
basin were protected. The science and study that produced the Flow
Evaluation Report is fundamentally sound, but was artificially (illegally)
constrained by its sssumptions about the maximum flows available.

The best available science, combined with the legal requirements
of the 1955 Act compel you 1o set a flow rate that is at least 70% of the
natural flow. The Preferred Alternative is simply inadegquate. 2407-1

The assumption that the inadequate flows of the Preferrad
Alternative can be compensated for by increased restoration efforts is
both politically and scientifically questionable. The econormy of the
Trinity region has been severely harmed by the decimation of the
fisheries resulting frem the decades of illegal water diversions on the
Trinity. Continuing to pander to the politically powerful agribusiness
interests that are dependent on the CVP is no longer justifiabie.

Sincerefy,

1
%m >
John M. Gaffin RECEIVERD
BEC 08 1939

18 Fish & Wikdlife Service
Arcata, CA

V £ \:;l D3-961
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Letter from David N. Muraki Dated November 28, 1999

David N Murakf _

3700 Dugger Road, Lincoln, CA 95648:(216) 645 1733; dmuraki @ nétsis 2408-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

November 28, 1999

Mr. Joc f’olos

Linited States Fish & Wildlife Searvice
1123 1 6th Strect, Room 209

Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos,

Hcasc accept this as mg comment to the draft T rins R iver Rastoration
F g
E rvirenmental ]mpac.t Smt:mcnt

[ understand that the draft ]:_]5 sclects as its Prc‘Fcrr'cd altemative the
recommendations of the Tn’nitg River Flow [ valuation Report. (iven the 5cv=,r=|3
dcgradcd condition of Trim'f:y Kiv:r fisheries tndaﬂ, the ncpor{"s alternative would be
astep inthe right direction. Howeaver, the rcpoﬂ.‘s recammendation does not assure
that the mandate of the Trinity Kiver Act of 19535, that Fish and wildlife net be
]ﬂarmcd, would be met. [ believe Flow levels should be determined based on mecting .
this mandate. j understand that therc is a Badg of research that has found that Aow } 2408-1

levels of 7% ar more are needed to maintain fish Papuiations.

Fcrthirtg—sixycars, water diversion has taken Pricritg aver Hsheries and the
imPa:t on fisheries could not have been more clear{q dcvastating. P know that
diversion beneficiaries will be Ligﬁtﬂ motivated in their efforts to maintain their claim
onTrEnitg water ] believe thatin consid:n’ng the interasts of thesa Partics that
stranger consideration be given to the ]ang—ncglcctcd interests of Nerth Coast
communities d:pcncfcnt upon bath the K lamath and Toinity Rivers. As aformer
resident of K!amat[‘l, ] watched Jocal communities decline as 5Port and conﬁnsrelé I“ ED
Fls]':ins declined.

PEC 08 1999

1S Fish & Wildlite Service
areata, CA

<~ v AY
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Letter from David N. Muraki continued

The 1955 Act, B 98+ Trinity Pasin Act, 5nd the i
the restaration of the Tn‘nity. Neither CALFEDno Y
allowed to cause yet annthcrdciaa in the restoration thhi:_;graa

David N. Muralki

P !
t rfver. Thaniﬂydﬁr .

for gaur cons ideration.

K.A N v
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— 2, L‘ O q Letter from Michael P. Lauletta Dated December 2, 1999

?‘s;g'?:rln sérl:‘r?nltlel:egra. . 2409-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Ukiah, CA . . o ;
95482 2409-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.

December 2,1999
Hon. Bruce Babbitt
Secretary of the Interfor
cfa Mr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wildlite Service
1125 16&th St., Rm 208
Arcata, CA 93521

Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Polos,

Please restore at least 70% of the water flows to the Main sterm Trinity River. } 2409-1
The following are my reasons for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinity River Act of 1953, authorizing the dams, specificaily mandated that the fish
and wildlite of the basin not be harmed. The Interfor Secretary was directed fo ensure
that fish and wildlife in the basin were prolecled. However, since the dams were
complsted in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90 percent dacline in the fisheries
by the early 1990's. The coho salmon now is listed under the Endangered Species Act,
and steeihead are a candidate for listing.

2. The federal government's trust obligations to two Native American Tribes have
gene unfulfilled for mors than 36 years because of excessive water diversions from the
Trinity River. The time has come for the federal government to begin fulfiling its legally
mandated responsibilities to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok Tribes.

2409-2

3. Two decades of sludy and scientific evidence have given us the needed information to
make a good decision for the Trinity. While the science and study that produced the Flow
Evaluation Repon are sound, the recommendations were limited by an

Hon, B. Babbitt & Mr. Polos, pg. 2

assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. Haowever, more
water can be made available since the legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and later
legislation, clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any

water to the CVP.
REGEIVED

4. When the Trinity s restored, the commercial and sport fishing, rafting, an?.l:qut]'ign}ggg
grie U2

o ey & whldlife Serict
o arcata, CA

é/\l V > -l

R D3-964
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Letter from Michael P. Lauletta continued

economies of the Nerthern California and Southem Oregon will rebound.

5. The Trinity River and its restoration program are completely independent of the
CALFED process. Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1955 [egislation
authorizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildlife
Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA), The
CVPIA reaffirms the Trinity's unique position within the Central Vallsy Project {CVP) and
clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinily is to be considered independently
from other California water issues.

6. The federal government's promise to maintain 2 healthy fishery in the Trinity
River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past legislation mandated & flow
decision by the end of 1996. If these legislated promises are not finally fulfilled, why should
we believe any promises developed through CALFED? A restored Trinity River will allow
Califernians to have faith that the ongeing CALFED negotiations will produce meaningful
improvernent in our state's water policies.

| respectfully urge you to restore a minimum of 70% of Trinity River water to the

river, its fish and wildlife and to those of us who use the river for recraation and our
livelihoods, Thank you for your time and consideration of this request.

S_in

Jt,

Michael P. Lavietta

<~ v AY
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2 L“ ' O Letter from Hunter Owens Dated December 5, 1999

2410-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2410-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

1850 Capistrano Way
Los Bltos, Ch 94024-6702
tecember. 5, 1999

My, Joe Polos

Y. §. Fish and wildlife Service

1125 16th Street, Room 202 ad- FAL~ BV
aircata, Ch 95521, .’At

xe: Trinity River Mainstream Fisheries Restorationfnviron-
mantal Impact Statement and Report

Cear Mr. Poles:
T vigit the Trinity River two three times a year for fishing

canceing, kayaking, camping and moteling, and for general

relaxation. [ have suffeored poor fishing and rastricted flows

and have cbserved economic depression in the area. These

conditions can and should be corvected by allowing the Trinity

te keep at least 70% {90% would be better) of its flow. 2410-1

I appreciate the ipportance of the agriculture industry to
rcalifornia's ‘economy, but I think Lt gets too much of Trinity
water at tha expense of users promised water but never
Geliverad.

We were promised a healthy Trinity River fishery. Instead it
has been decimated.  Coho Salmon ars an endangered species
and steelhead are nearing the same status.

The Hoopa ¥alley and Yurok tribes have not received promised } 2410-2
water .

IT IS TIME TO PUT TRINITY WATER BACK IN THE TRINITY RIVER.

Sincerely

Loz (Voo
Eunter Dwens

RECEIVED

DEC 035 1999

. i3 Fish & Wildlife Serfick
i N Arcata, C&

8650 by 80T 0N Ky SHUJHOCH SYILHORMH WG B0:00 HOW 86-90;330

) N - s
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Al LU S GOL0-3 . LIRACD = YN/N 4

TO:Joe Polos COMPANY:

December6, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

Unilted States Flsh and Wild/ifa Services

1125 16~ 51, Roem 209
Arata, CA 95521

Dear EIS/ER Tears Members:

I suppart 2 diversion of ne more than 30 parcert o

THHZZA411  BightFax

Page 821

24\

f the ratural water flaw from the Trinity River

Basin. While | suppart the science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the

recomimendations were limited by the assumption aba
for the rlvar. Laglslaticn creating the Trnity River Di
Trinity fish and wildlifa priority over thy
Alternative does net go far encugh to ac

Thank You,

Rebecra Caver

Ut the amount of water that could be avallable
varsion, and additlonal lag slation clearly gives
diversion of any warer w the CVPO. Thereforu, the Praferract
hleve 3 legally mandarad restoration of the acosystam,

AEBENYED
DES 38 1958

JE Fish & Wildlife Senlice
4rmata, CA

Chaco Sardals
470-527-4590

1407 4000 Lare
Fax 370-527-44957

Pagnia, CO B1428
emall; dawnrae@chacosan.com

RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C

Main TOC

Letter from Chaco Dated December 6, 1999

Duplicate of Letter 1455. Please see Letter 1455 and associated
responses.

K./'Q V > -’l
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12780793 U942 Lhaco - YYB/SZ7-4997-> TATE228411 RightFAK Page BA2

T0:Joe Folos COMPANY:

IR/
3
Chaco

Decamber §, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

Unitad States Fish and Wildiife Services
1125 16758, Room 269

Areata, CA 95521

Dear E5/ER Team Members:

24\

| suppart a diversion of no mom than 30 percent of the natural waeer flow from the Trniey Rivar
Basin. While | support the selsnce and study that produced the Flow Evaluatfon Raport, the
reommendations were limied by the assumption about tha amount of water that could ba avalable
far the river. Leghslation creating the Trinity River Diversion, and additional leglslation cleatly gives
Trinity flsh and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water to the CVEQ. Therefore, the Praferred
Alternative does not go far encugh to achieva a lagally imandatad restoration of the RCOSystam.

Thark You,

Carol Ellis

Customer Sarvice Supsrvisor

Chaco, inc.
RESEIVED
JEC 73 1999

J3 Fish & Wiidlife Sergies
Arcata, CA
Charo Sandals 1407 4000 Lane Facnla, CO 81428
870-527-4990 Fax 970-527-4997 email: dawnras@chacoran.com
e P A
LT
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Letter from Chaco Dated December 6, 1999

Duplicate of Letter 1455. Please see Letter 1455 and associated

responses.
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T MR

2 L\ 1.5 Letter from Blue Ridge Landscaping Dated December 6, 1999

2413-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

December 6, 1359

Mr. Joe Polog

United States Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16th Street, Room 209

Arcara CA 95221

Drear Wit Pelos

Never has time Seen more sritical than NOW 1o save the Trinity River and our economucally
depressed community, $ince inception of the dam. commercinl power and agri business have
steadily prosperad at the great expense and degradation of the Trinity River and its anadromous
fishary, 1he original ftagle work for the damn did not provide for California 13 become the “hraad
masket” of the world, while depleting our fisheries and uiher natral resources o extineon.

The frams work DID provide a fish hatehery 1o rnitigate the dam; however, afier 30 yoars, we
have found <hat fish necd mare water o grow -« just as craps do. Tourism fram n fourishing
Trinicy River is Trimiry County’s [ast homne for comomic survival

The solutivn is simple; all data supports it. More water Ia needed to restore the Triaity
River. Coiton znd rice are aol endangered.  Salmon, steclhead and the citizens of Trinity

County are.

[ wholeheartediy support the maximum flow alicmative, Lot if flaw! } 2413-1

Bt

LENN BURTON SESEIYED

Sincersly

DEC 02 1899
13 Fish & Witdiife Service
Lreata, CA

BLUE AIDGE LANDECAPING — A CVISION OF BURTON A BURTCN. INC. — LIC, 4837158
801 RUTGERS SYREET, VACAVILLE, CA 58874810  (PUT1 4510061 FAX {207 4510585

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C V g D3-969
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Z ‘_‘ l |_\ Letter from Nor-Rel-Muk Nation

Nor-Rel-Muk Nation 2414-1 The DEIS/EIR fulfills the responsibilities of the lead agencies under
P.0. Box 673 Hayfork Ca. 56041 the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the California

330-628-4027 Environmental Policy Act (CEQA). The document discloses impacts
associated with implementation of a range of alternatives. Impacts

United $tates Department of the [nterior are categorized into three regions: Trinity River Basin, Lower
Fish and Wildlife Service i i
o er Basin/Coastal Area, and the Central Valley. For some
California / Neveda Qperation Office Klamath Riv / . T . Y
2800 Cottage Way, Suite W — 2606 resources, there are no impacts for a given region. However, all
- Sacramento, California 958251846 regions were considered in impact analyses.

Dear Government Offici

eer Government Official 2414-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
Tt is with great disappointment when I review the Environmental Impact Statement / Report on response is required.
the Trmit.y River Main-stem Fishery Restoration. The repart is on what will happen outide of the
Trinity River Dramage. What happens when svery one else don't get all the water they want, 24141 2414-3 Please see thematic response titled “Implementation Funding and
rather than the report totally focusing on the Trinity River as an ecosystem and what is needed to X . .
refum the River 16 the condition it was in prior to construction of the dam. Relationship to Repayment, Reimbursement, and the CVPIA

The whole water shed functions as an ecosystemn with each sub-drainage serving as a criticat part Restoration Fund.

of the whole, The water shed above the dam, because of the Talas slopes on the Trinity Alps and
the serpentine soil with light vegetative cover have a fast nm off rate compared to the dense
Douglas fir stands on the east slope of sonth Fork Mtn. This results in a fast mim ofF rate that puts
a flash of water down the river after the first fall runs and alsc in the spring,

The maximum flow altemative is the only alternative that even touches on restoring the Fishery } 2414-2
in the River.

The law stated that only SURPLUS water would be taken from the Trinity River. The teport
should address what is necessary for restoring the Fishery to the River and if there is any left
over, what amount is surplus water? I don't ses how anyone would think you contd take 70% of
the water out of the fiver and not effect the fver as an ecosystem.

We question the law that allows water to be taken from one watershed and send to another. But
“this has happened and no money has been paid to Trinity County as their 25% share of the total
dollar ameunt of warer removed. The water is produced on National Forest Land just like timber, 2414-3
“When Timber i3 cut on Natignal Forest Land 25% of the value goes back to the County. The
Narional Forest were established to produce water and timber, The Federal Government owes a
big bill for the water already taken.

Ifyou don’t respect the River no water wiil flow through the tunnel.

Sinverely,

, RESEIYED

(%WM
RAYMOND PATTON DEC 43 1999
Tribal Chair JS Fish & Wildiife Service

Arcata, CA
w V ‘.,/ -l’
RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C o~ D3-970
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aa ) \DE“A:ALS ox

US Fisi & Wiidiite Servica 2 l ‘ 6

CalMev. Operations Cffice

Z8C0 Cottage Way, Sune W-2608
Sacramenta, Ca 95825-1848
Sugect Tonty EIR Commentary

2-3 Flsading

How much of the preferred altemative is based on not restoring natural flows, but rather \

artificial fows? Heow much artificial restoration is due to this artificial flow patier rather than

flood scour?

Ca. states that there would be severe flcading impacts. This is subiective. [t is not
quantified. The appendix refers to twenty some parcels. These parcels de not all have
strutiures. What is the actual amount of at risk structures? What is their valus™
*Mhose problem is this? Should the restoration fund be used to implement artificial projects
whien much if not most of the work can be accomplistied By naturat hydrologic action?

Wouid it be cost effective to bail the County aut of ils zoning practices? Would this be 2

tad precedent to set? Should the County sat up its own focd agency? |s this too much
responsibitity 1o expect of the County?

fs the refurn {0 & natural floading pattern the reasen the proposat ta camect the dam's insufficient
cverfiow capabiities and poal filling was deleted 2¢ an altemative-aven a rejected one? It would

— fppear 50, since dam removal recaives so much mk.

If Trinity Lake were filled, would not ihe silting in problem be alleviated? Would mot its fishery be

restared as vegetation oecomes neager the water? Woutd ngt fhe nomy and recreation
be improved? ';f_gn_‘r M 4 s MM%WM }

2.2.8 Utlizing Weaver Cresk Thae proposal to utilize Weaver Creek was concentrated on restor-
ing it as a fishery and infusing cold water directly from the Alps down the La Grange flume to
Weaver Creek ard the River. The propasal copy that [ have does net mention channe:
restoration, The documents handling of this does show the lack of concentration of fish mu&v
siressors, such as tsmperature, in favor of gismos and vengeance. - C}%ﬁ%”u 1;/:5’@
F

Without commenting on the palitical war with the Westlands which recieves s¢ much
mention in the document, it may be noted that the transferred water is not driven by tanker down
1-3 10 tha Wesllands but passes down a rivarine systam on its way.
o Effects on fishery habilat and tamps in the Sacto River, Delta and estuary are aot addressed
o The appendix cites cotton as a major crop which need not recieve annual water; howsver,
much of the Valley is shifting to permanent crops of higher value. These necessitate minimal
arnual waier defiveries to surive. Foliowing a drought, and if just subsistence amounts of
watering were applisd, bumper crops accur which negatively impact ag net income
o Land fatfowing may “get them” but it causes negative impacts. Like the praviously mentioned

practice of Trinity County zoning development inte the floodplain to acquire taxes, Vallay
ceunties develop prime sails to replace faliowed land taxes resulting in ag actually needing
mare water.
o North Vatley water will need more water for rice production due {o the cooler river water as a
result of temperature devices on reservoirs. Unless power plants are sited in the qorth state,
which would heat ag water, would not rice growers need more water, and suffer purchase or
pumping costs, if Trinity River water were not available? VWhat would be the groundwater
impacts of increased water demand in the rice areas?
< the impacts on refuge recreation and wildlife ars not mentioned. Mot orly would fhere be
.mpacts to the Sacto Vailey refuges, bt also the 120M acres of Ihe Grasslands Ecological Zone
recaives water from Ihe Detta-Mendota for both habitat and to dilute toxics, JECEIVED
0 The Iron Mt. Mine is the ultimate riverne superfund site i there is to be stict adherence to
4% defliveries the week foliowing an event af this sife, could thers not be a possitte dispater () 8 1599

N

} 2415-1

2415-2

2415-3

2415-4

2415-5

2415-6

} 2415-7

2415-8

15 Fish & Wildlife Servic:

Arcata, CA

RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C

2415-1

2415-2

2415-3

2415-4

2415-5

Main TOC

Letter from Dennis Fox

The Preferred Alternative's associated Trinity River flow release
schedule would result in additional peak flows above those that are
typically experienced. The release schedule, duration, and peaks
were developed by the Service to assist in restoring habitat and are
documented in the Trinity River Flow Evaluation Study. Aside from
restoration, these increased flows are anticipated to impact
structures along the river, all of which is based on DWR surveys and

documented in Section 3.9 Land Use, of the DEIS/EIR.

Recommended mitigation is identified. The beneficial and adverse
impacts to the fisheries, vegetation, and recreation are addressed in
Sections 3.5 Fishery Resources; 3.7 Vegetation, Wildlife, and
Wetlands; and Section 3.8 Recreation of the DEIS/EIR, respectively.

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

response is required.

Effects of alternatives on temperature in the Sacramento River are
discussed in Section 3.4 Water Quality. Effects of alternatives on
Central Valley fisheries are discussed in Section 3.5 Fishery

Resources.

Cropping patterns and crop types for each subregion are projected
based on data gathered from County Agricultural Commissioner
reports and DWR Bulletin 160-93. Additional information regarding
assumptions, including projected cotton production with and
without implementation of each of the alternatives, is provided in

Land Use Appendix E.

The potential for any of the alternatives to result in additional land
fallowing, including what is assumed for the No Action Alternative
and the CEQA existing conditions scenario, is discussed in

Section 3.9 Land Use.
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2415-6

2415-7

2415-8
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Letter from Dennis Fox continued

The DEIS/EIR evaluates the potential impacts, including
groundwater, associated with any of the alternatives in comparison
to the No Action Alternative and the existing conditions scenario. In
addition to the projections contained in DWR Bulletin 160-93, only
those potential projects or actions that had obtained all necessary
environmental authorizations are included in the No Action
Alternative.

Impacts to refuge areas, which are not anticipated as part of the
implementation of any of the alternatives, are addressed in
Section 3.7 Vegetation, Wildlife, and Wetlands.

Minimum flows for Iron Mountain Mine were incorporated into the
analysis. For a more detailed description of flows at Spring Creek
Debris Dam, please see Section 3.4 Water Quality.

L
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scenaric?

o what are the effects on Whiskeytown Reserver? Would its banks commence to erode?
What wauld be the impacts fo its fishery? its Temperature? ifs recreation potential®
Woeuld there be a guarantee of enough water to hand!s problems at fron Mt?

The entire Document concentrates, of course, on the main stem as a natchery with little proof
that this was an historie prime ocourance. Did not, and could not, trilrary streams generally
Tulfiil fnis purpose?

Does my math of nearty $2M per caught fish from reading the documents prove out? If not, what
is it? If tru, hiow long will the appropriations continue?

1 wollld question the statement made that Rush Creek contributes as much to aceretion as
Grass Vailey due to the differing geciogic conditions.

Would not upper watershed restoration be more effective in keeping silt out of spawning areas
rather than replenishing? Cobbles In conjunction with grave] are not menticned; would this not
be more natural and reduce the necessity for efenral actificial replenishment?

Does nof this artificial raplenishment become toa dependent on a stable budget pricrity?
Wauld ot the greater loading flows previously, mentioned be more effective at lessaning
aceretion and nparian vegelation buitdup than the artificial flows proposed?

Considering inat antificial rip restoration and transportation of graved to the area wauid Suredy
resuit in exatic imvasian how will this be dealt with? Even if exotlc removal could be safely
arzomplished chemically, restrictions imposed by Trinity County, or factions of other courties
upcn Trinity County, preciude its use.

The amount of sit introduced by the recent catastraphic fires should be facfored in

Much roead retirement is not restaration, but meraly consists of rip and run with soms straw
sirewing in visible areas;ints results in increased sediment. in addition ta lack of compiiance
enforcement, sediment control is subservient 1o aesthetics and social control. As this practice is
ot addressed, it should be considered a de facta addition to sediment input.

Sediment plumes fram previous mainstem projects wers found legally unacceptable. Has the
signage at the restoration sites, or any other factor, mace them more palatable?

Socistal irpacs

The desire to acquire allizs for increased instream fows, may have impacts due ta the
impasition of coastal cufture upon an inland area such as Thnity County. How wilf ihis affect its
Jdentiby?

Trinity County has currantly 43% of its labor force in Govemment emptoyment. This is to
increase with this program, especialy with a focus upon monitoring iobs. When aver half the
labor force are getting the crumbs from Uncle Sam's beard, what then? Wil the entire area
Recome & subsendent rural stum like the reservations? Employment tables, like others in the
document, shoutd reflect currant situations; seven years lag approaches anclent histary,

The effort invoived in determining the methadology of restoration of the Trinity River and the
time ressesary to produce the document has allowed some of the data to become dated and
often subrect to external factors, so some tweaking is to be considered a natural result.

1. an ihe other hand, have become blurred of mind and numb of finger so that typos and
srammatical imprecisicn result. Should these conditions get o the paint that clarification is
feeded do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C
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Letter from Dennis Fox continued

Whiskeytown Reservoir was considered in the analyses conducted
for the DEIS/EIR. For a discussion of changes to reservoir storage,
reservoir fisheries, temperature, recreation potential, or Iron
Mountain Mine dilution, please see Section 3.3 Water Resources,
Section 3.5 Fishery Resources, Section 3.4 Water Quality, and Section
3.8 Recreation. Bank erosion of the reservoir was not considered
because of the fluctuating nature of the reservoir under current
operating conditions.

There is no doubt that habitat within the tributaries to the mainstem
Trinity River have and continue to contribute to the production of
anadromous salmonids within the Trinity River Basin. The loss of
habitat in the reaches of the mainstem Trinity and its tributaries
upstream of Lewiston was mitigated for by the creation of the
Trinity River Salmon and Steelhead Hatchery (TRSSH). However, in
spite of the contribution of this mitigation, the numbers of naturally
produced salmon and steelhead have continued to decline signifi-
cantly since the creation of the Trinity River Division of the CVP.
There is no doubt that the largest source of the loss in production of
salmon and steelhead, particularly chinook salmon, has resulted
from decreases in the quantity and quality of habitats in the
mainstem of the Trinity River, principally between the confluence of
North Fork and Lewiston. There is no doubt that restoration actions
within the tributary watersheds will improve habitat conditions for
spawning and rearing salmon and steelhead. However, without
habitat improvements within the mainstem of the Trinity River, the
principal rearing area for chinook salmon in the Trinity Basin, the
restoration goals for salmonid populations will never be obtained.

The estimated costs and the projections for appropriations for each
of the alternatives described in the DEIS/EIR are discussed in
Section 2.2 and listed in Table 2-10. Cost estimates for implementing
the Preferred Alternative, as well as the costs assigned for all of the
other alternatives examined in the DEIS/EIR, cannot be directly
calculated on a “price-per-fish” basis. Such a calculation would be
inaccurate because it would neglect the numerous other environ-
mental, economic, and social benefits that must also be considered
when evaluating the overall cost/benefit ratio of the project.

Rush Creek is listed on page 3-308 as an example of a tributary that
can contribute unregulated flow to the Trinity River. This was not
intended to infer that Rush Creek and Grass Valley Creek would
contribute th~ e~r30 flawr to the Trinity R~

W’\; D3-973
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2415-13

2415-14

N
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Letter from Dennis Fox continued

Watershed restoration was evaluated as a part of the Mechanical
Restoration Alternative. The benefits of the watershed restoration
efforts were found to be great enough to warrant inclusion in the
Preferred Alternative, although the benefits to fisheries were not
measurable. Spawning gravel (often synonymous with cobbles) are
included for each alternative based on the flow releases associated
with each alternative -- more spawning gravel for higher flows.
Artificial replenishment is necessary because Trinity and Lewiston
Dams block the basin's natural supply of gravel from the
headwaters. The artificial flow patterns were designed to mimic
natural flow patterns on a smaller scale - reflecting the smaller scale
of the river following construction of the dams and the diversion of
water out of the basin. Exotic species are not expected to be
imported as a result of gravel placement. Increased silt loads
resulting from recent fires were not included in the analysis because
the analysis considered long-term occurrences, rather than specific
events. Additional explanation of watershed measures of the
Mechanical Restoration Alternative are presented in Section 2.1 of
the DEIS/EIR. Water quality factors, including turbidity, are
discussed in Section 3.4 of the DEIS/EIR.

Social and economic impacts to Trinity County resulting from the
selection of the Preferred Alternative are described in Chapter 3.11
of the DEIS/EIR. Environmental justice impacts are discussed in
Section 3.14. In summary, the Preferred Alternative is predicted to
create some additional employment in Trinity County. However, the
actual number of new jobs is not expected to result in any
substantial impacts at the sector level. Social impacts to a limited
number of residents along the river are more balanced. The
DEIS/EIR predicts that some residents may be impacted by
relocation or the inability to develop their properties, due to possible
flooding, while other residents would see the project as a positive
impact and would welcome the change in river flow. It is not
apparent that the coastal culture will impose upon Trinity County
any more than it already does.

The DEIS/EIR evaluation of impacts based on environmental justice
indicates that there would be a very large positive impact for Native
American communities in the region. Impacts to other non-Native
Americans in the region are not substantial.

. §
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Letter from Dennis Fox continued

2415-14  The underlying data used for estimating socioeconomic impacts

cont’d with the IMPLAN model lags current conditions by approximately
3-4 years. When the socioeconomic impacts were first estimated,
data for the 1991-1992 period was the latest available. Employment
estimates generated from the IMPLAN model were used to reflect
both current conditions (Affected Environment) and 2020 impacts
(Environmental Consequences) to maintain consistency. Updating
the data would necessitate re-analysis of all impacts with no change
in the relative positioning of the alternatives. Please see
Response 5313-78.

2415-15  Please see Response 2415-14.
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MEDIATION LAW OFFICE 2 LI l (ﬁ
CONFLICT RESOLUTION SPECIALIST

JON LUVAAS, MEDIATOR P.O. Box 3276, Chica, Ca Y5924

Counselar at Law

341} Broadway, Room 211

Mediation, Arbitrtion, Comulting ' (530) 3434034 Fax 500.7634

Mediation, the oldast form of dispute resolution,
has Lscome the pmfermd’ way fo coopemﬁml:y resolve :'ega’ ;mdI adzer Jisﬂgmements.

Toe Polos

U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service
1125 16™ Street, Room 202
Arcata, CA 935521

Re: Trinity River Flow Restoration
Dear Mr. Pelos:
T am writing te urge restoration of Trinity River flows to 70-90% of the natural Sow.

Turge this primarily because damage to the fisheries has reached a crisis point. The Westlands Water District
and other recipients of the river’s water from the Central Valley Project’s Trinity River Dam have grossly
overused, exploited and abused this resource in violation of the Trinity River Act of 1 935, mandating that fish
and wildlife not be harmed in this way, The 80% decline in this fishery is imexcusable and has cantributed
significantly to the decline of the entire coho and steelhead populations

The losses to the water districts will be regrattable, but are essential if we are fo restore a healthy fishery and
riverine system, as required by law and common sense. Markind can adapt and must do so, especially given
the legal mandates that Trinity fish and wildlife have priority over water diversions. Agriculture has other
optiens through the CALFED process, conservation, and otherwise. But the fisheries and their habitat cannot
adapt or handle continued deprivation, withous permanent loss.

Restoration of river flows will also help to restore the fishing and tourist industries in this region, where
underemployment remains extreme. The President has pledged to help isolated rural areas whose econorvies
have not improved, and this is a prime example of how they can be helped. The Hoopa Valiey and Yurok
tribés people are among those most severely hurt by the poor local economy and will be mast helped by
bringing the river flows back. Moreover, the government has violated its trust obligations to these people by
allowing such excessive water diversions

The minimal restoration proposed is grossly inadequate to restore the fishery, the local economy, or the
people’s trust in government promises. Nor is a CALFED solution an answer. The river's probiems must be
resolved, as required by the 1955 law, without further compromise and independent of other government
actions elsewhere. It is time to restore the local trust in government’s promises and commitments.

Sinc_a(;i.)’«;
o IEQEIVED
Toalyfess DEC 08 1989
" 1€ Fish & Wildiife Setvice
Areata, 4
RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C
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Letter from Mediation Law Office

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
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- Letter from Bob Remillard Dated December 1, 1999
PR, 1959 2 L\ ‘ I - 2417-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Mr. Joe Palos ' I
United States Fish and Wildlife Service D

1125 16" Street, Room 209
Arcarz, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:

Tam an avid angler and have fished the Trinity River a number of times over the last few years, T am
writing this letter (0 express my suppart for a diversion of no more than 30 percent from the Trinity Biver
Basia for state-subsidized agribusiness and other applications that do not benefit the Trinity River

- BCOSYStem. 241 7—1

Tunderstand that the legisiation that created the Trinity River Division and related other legislation clearty
gives the fish in the Trinity River pricrity over any diversions of water to the Central Vailey Project (CVP}.
Therefore. the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough in athieving a legally mandated restoration of
the Trinity River ecosystem. ’

Thanks and Best Regards, _ ;‘I
Bob Remillard i
552 5 P Street

Livermore, CA 94550

EE'GEI'JED‘
DEG (& 1998

15 Fish & Widtite Service
areata, CA

W’\; D3-977
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- Bear EIS/EIR Team h‘demt‘vers: E

1 suppert & diversion of no mote ihan 30
percent of the natural water flow Femthe Trinity -
Fitver Basin, While | support the sgience and ., -
Study that produced the Flew Evaluation Report, _

the recommendations werd limiléd by an ,

.. assumplion about the amglntof water that

¢ould be availabla for thé fiver,
Legislation creating the Trinit Jon

and additional legislation Cloaly ghves Frinity ..

fish and wildiife priority over thé'diversion of ary

water to the Contral Vallay Froject (GYP). - " o

Therefore, the Prefarred Aicmative does riot g

far encugh 1o achieve a tegaky. da

restoration of the ECOSYSER.

e

2418-1

Postcard from Ralph Lestarjette

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Michael Torbert

v Q'Ll \q 2419-1
F.0. Box 40 N

Whitethorn. CA 95589

December 6, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

United. States Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Room 209

Arcata, CA 85521

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

After 36 years of devastating water diversions to agricultural
interests south of the San Francisco Bay Delta, the long beleagured
Trinity River finally has an histozic opportunity to be revitalized.

I urge you to do everything in your power to help return the
majority of the Trinity River's much needed water back to the
River and teo restore the cnce premier salmon and steelhead
runs.

I support a diversien 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 iimited by an assumption about the amount

of water that could be available for the river. Legislation 2419-1
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 enoughT to achieve a legally mandated restoration

of the ecosystem.

Very truly yours,

Wfichad U7t~

Michael Torbert

AECEIVED
DEC 08 1999

i3 Tisy & Wikdlife Servies
Areata, CA

RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C
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Letter from Michael Torbert Dated December 6, 1999

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

2 L-’ Z,O Letter from Maylie Scott Dated December 2, 1999

2420-1 Please see Response 1389-4.

2420-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

740 Park Ave.
Arcata, Ca.,95521
December 2, 1999

Joe Polas

1.5. Fish and Wildlife Sezvice
1125 1eth St., Roeom 209
- Arcata, Ca.

Dear Mr. Polos;

Itm writing concerning thé Trinity River Mainstream
Fisheries Restoration Impact Statement Report. Whereas the
Trinity River Act of 1955 mandated that fish and wildlife of the 2420-1
basin not be harmed and they have been, significantly, I ask you
to advocate the decommissioning of the dams to 1let the Trinity
flow at its natural levels.

agriculture in the central wvalley. We should honor our trust
obligations te the Hoopa and Yurok Tribes.

W

Maylie Scott

There Is nc need for our bio-region to subsidize corporate
} 2420-2

Thank you,

RECEIVED
DEC 08 1898

US Fish & Wildiife Service
Arcata, CA

K.A N v
V - ‘\--J'l D3-980
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pablic Comument AHA’

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membars:

Postcards from Lowell Norgaar, Edward A. Porter-Smith, and
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percant of the natural water flow Ann MaeChtIen

from the Trinity River Basin, While | suppart the seience and study st
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lirtited i
in als.?urppnon zbout the amount of water *hat could be availate for the v

2gislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional le istal'. ’ i . “Fi . ’
cze?ﬂ}' gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorits pver the diversion gu'f anlxu::\- . 24211 Please see thematic responses fitled "Fisherics.
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Prafemed Alternasive does oot go far er.ci;gh >

achieve & legally mandated restoration of the £CO3YStoR. 2422-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thatk You

, ' - T . . . .
Name; M e i 2423-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Address: 2 ez

CiySimezip ey Lsed  Fpoaoq

. Officiel Public Comment 2 L, Z !
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppors 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 thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addicionzl legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You, .

Name: Cduesd R Bl -Imtf
Address: J - af
City/State/Zip: M@O‘F

Cfficial Public Commaens 2 q R 3

Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticen 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 prierity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
Name: QY\ A Ma ecdrt] e
Address: Ao Wilsom Ave 2

City/State/Zip:  Rocd Gu? Ca, G&0OL.

<~ o

T b D3-981
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REP!

ALIRRL L MU

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: AT Postcards from Carl Schwarzenberg, Angela Riggs, and Norman Miller

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural warter flow

. . . . . ”
frem the Trinity River Basin. While ¢ support the seience and study _that 24241 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommeudauon;lwbe]refhm:ed py

an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) ] . ) .
t ug:stam:}»jn creatiny the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaton 2425-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife prioritv over the div cmorfn of any \,;a:er ed “Fisheris.”
to the CWP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go Far enough to . nses title isheries.
ai:hLLeve a legatly ma]{galed restoration of the seasystam. 2426-1 Please see thematic respo

Thank Yaou,
' I
: Kame: s ~SGQ'\{,WJ.'; rk/_arﬁ
Address: Foco Frendn Greels RA
City/State/Zip:  _ {gdiee, CA T2 f

H

]
i
i
!

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no mors tha: 30 percent of the aatural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils 1 suoport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations werz limited by
an assumption about the amouat of water that could be gvaiiable for the fiver.
Legislativn creating the Trinity River Divisign, and additicnal fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priciity over the divarsion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preered Alternative doss aot go far snough to
achieve z legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You,

Mame: Mﬁﬂf/ﬁ_. CQPZM}S

vy

Address: hoe” S

Ciyswezio: Fggfprke R _QuiH/

iicial Public Comment
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ag

Thank “ou, ;
Name; 2

- S
Address: Bek 13 L
CLL}H.-’SlaiE.-"Z\p' f:i:& R Y. e s Py,

e D3-982
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MENTAL IMPACT REPORT
COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRON

has D. Journette
Postcards from L. D. Glass, Sandy Bechtold, and C

Cfficial Public Comment a ~1 a {

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . 178 ol 3 ”

2427-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1 suppar: a diversion of no moze that 30 peteent of the nawral water flow . Py . ”
from the Trinity River Basin, ‘While [ suppar the science and study that 5 ee thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluzticn Repors, the recomnmendations wers limjled by 2428-1 Please s 1%
an zssumption abeut the amount of water tas could be available far the river. . i “Fi ies.”
Legislation ereating the Trinity Rrver Divis on, and aditienal legislation 2429-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries
cleatly gives Trinity feh and wildlifz priosity over the diversion of any water

i the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration.of the ecosystem.

Thank Yoo, .

Name: % @ \/&Qﬁl&

Address: Her 1o

Citv/State/Zip; jﬂﬁﬁ;%@ﬂjﬁéﬁw

Official Public Commeny 2 4 28

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion af ag more that 30 percent of the natural waer flgw
from the Trinity River Basio. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluaton Report, the recommendations were lmited by
a0 2ssumption about the amouat of water that could he available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifa priority over the diversion of any waicr
to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Alernative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

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

Official Public Commerni 2 4 ZC‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Yembers:

I supporr a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural watsr tlow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppor: the scisnee and stud _lh.‘n
produced the Flow Evaluation Repurt, the racommundations were ‘l:mned bv
an assumption aboug the amount of water rh_at cuuld be g\-uulaolc +_c_>r the Tiver.
Legislation ereating the Trinity Ruver Division, and addl}\onal legislation
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife praority over the diversion of any water
ta thie CYE. Therefore, the Preferred Allernstive does nut go fur cnough ta
achieve a legally mandaced restoration of tha ecosystem,

Thank You. i

f 1 ]

j Ty i
Name: _@ \L Lty MA/L%
Address I | :

Crty BrawZip:

TR D3-983
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

e S e R Postcards from Juanita Irvine, Mary Blackstone, and Dennis R. Murphy

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

isupa;rt_? fiiycrséc'm oano_ moet that 3 percent of the natural water flow
rem the Trnity Kiver Basin. While [ support the science and study that i i i i
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the récommendations were Hinited b 2430-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
a a_ssiu:-lnpnon al:_mut ;he;mcum of water that could be available for the rive-

g1slation creating e Trinity River Division, and additional lepislatier i i “Fi i "
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife prierity over the diversion Ef any :ve,[c' 24311 Flease see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far erough w0

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem 2432-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, . :

Name: 9«( ~ i N :i !

Address. - A7 29

City/State/Zip. — 3¢,

Offtcinl Public Contment 4 3 l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

produced [l?e Flow Evafuation Repor, the recommendations were licited by
an assumption a‘pout the amount of water that could be available for the rive:
Leglslahgn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the divepsion of any walte:
t the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative doss nat go far encugh 'n-
achieve a legally mandated cestoration of the coosystem. B

Thank You,
Name: M [ é LAc Y ST
Adrress: FC’ clddeT

City/State/Zig: ﬂé L_FQ E 4 Q/‘( 9 (004"{

Official Pablic Comment Q L! 5 ‘l

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Yiembers:

b suppes: 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water low
from the Trivity River Basin, Wil 1 support the seience and study that
procluced the Flaw Eviluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumplian abeot the amownt of water that covld be available for the dver
islation ¢ i iver Divigion, und udditioral legislation
fority over the diversion of any water
atve dues nut go lar enough

Thank You.

Name: ) Lileslh ) _|’—'&_L__I"\/] “rR
Address: YEF e .Dol—ﬂ‘f/’v LAy

City:State- Zip: Q;u}cn,qumrci Caa @Sz

V =S D3-984
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment X "’l j j Postcards from Ken Stockton, Everett J. Flint, and Ken Wright

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Frinity River Basin. While { support the science and sy that 2433-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of warer that could be available for the river, 2434-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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 not go far enough to 2435-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: f<ﬂ-—N %
Address: HESD  Forect Wew br,

City/State/Zip: Leye e CiTo, K
IEFSTH ~ 25T

Official Public Comment "\ q
Dear EIS/EIR Team BMembers:

T support a diversion of no mare 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 Trmity fish and wildlife pnonty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: Eonexzt S '
Address: DAL A g L

CitylStawiZip.  (eppme gl Salei

Oﬁ?cia; Public Comment 2 Ll ; i
Dear EIZ/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the narral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppornt 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 Tonity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
i A
Name: K £ "?t‘/

=
Address: 22 STereisir §f
City/StateiZip: BN i A

) ’ . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C v «.> D3-985
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

- Official Public Comment z '-l ?)b Postcards from Ken Wright, Rodney Smith, and Richard A. Spotts

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2436-1
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. 2437-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, andm:dliiiﬁonai ]egifs]ation

1 ini ildli jority over the diversion of any water . . . .
fﬁ?{i’é{?’f E";@’;f,:“;;“ p‘f;éﬂl‘,i"ﬁ.m“"m‘?ve does not go far migh to 2438-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

‘IN':;::‘.:::You, /“—LIZAZA

Address: 2z FRermsiwy SA
City/State/Zip: _L-F- £2 Sev D

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment 2 q 3 -?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science aod study that
protuced the Flow Evaluation Report, the rece dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

v RodnasSuih,

Address: (0’%5'0 .
City/State/Zip: o P

vR‘.E" —
i Dear ¢am Members: -~ .
= 1 support " TivSion 3Fne 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 Exaluation Report, the dations were’ limited by
an assumptioil about ie amount of water that could be evaitabie for the river.
Legislation creatiag the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildkife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Prefétred Alternative does not go far enough o
dchieve z legally mandated restor#tion of the £onsystem.

Thenk You, !
Name:
Address: |
City/Stare/Zip:
RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C V T b D3-986
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

’ -
OQfficial Public Comment f H ﬁq
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

trom the Trimity River Basin, While I suppont the science and study that 2439-1
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2440-1

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. Therefoce, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 2441-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,
Name: A iy BP'-OOK@E*
Address: 202 '€, Suhedl DL

cunymefzﬂE/-" Tl m’-AE §3119

Official Public Comment 2 q q l }

Dear EIS/EAR Teum Members:

I support a diversion of ng more that 3¢ percent of the naural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomimendations 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
w the CWP. Therefore, the Prefemred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated regroration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: B{\;rm Lo
Address: \591 Elodiuwn {1 o PR L 0z,

" City/State/Zip: M%m_&ﬂ_‘uﬂ"

(fficial Public Comment l_‘ ! ‘ \
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimty River Basm. 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 ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gtves Trinity fish and wildhfe prionty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You, .

Name: /dzé !f;éz;,_(é

Address:
City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C
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Postcards from Jim Brooker, Debra Lo, and A. D. Schneider

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

Dear EIS/ETR Tzam Members:

Official Pubitc Commens 2 L‘L.l 2_ Postcards from Don Sundquist, George Arabian, and Margaret Grosse

[ support a diversion of ng more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 2442-1 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. 2443-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Tanity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P, .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 2444-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
~ame: e@ o7 /&u_..da “k'

kY
Address: 2Lis 6

City/State/Zip; ks ad T

Official Public Comment 2 L" L{ ')

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the srience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assumpiion 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 = legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, ta <

Name: Geocge ARbarans
Address: 1% Fregdecs Bl 22 R

City/State/Zip: 499 AS

. Official Public Comment q q ‘_‘
Dear 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 { suppart the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to tie CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,

R :

Name:

Address: o L £

At
City/State/Zip: &Aﬁ&?’gﬁ Gl T

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C v S -y D3-988
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Public Comment L' H 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mentbers: L

[ 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 Evabuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of watcr that could be available for the river.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough o
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosyster.

Thank You, / P
Name:
Address: 4ine  Cf

Cirysmeizip _Adapa CA Fa5y

1 support a diversion of 1o more thar 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendatinns 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
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame; ] .
Address: ZTEET Llhsaety, [y

City/State/Zip:  _hlayade  2h A VS5 goe

Official Public Comment 2 L_* L ! LD
Dear EIS/ETR Team ¥embers:

g A

Cfficial Public Comment E L‘ L-l 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amownt of water that could be availahle for the river.
Legislatinn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
io the CWP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

® A
Citw/State/Zip: pMcKinloyville, California 83519 4652\
Al wng BFE e

T .. o Lt o oF,
Aun e s Teaalerly T & Sheeae '.‘"Iw'* i i \'\ -

RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C

Thank You, ‘
#ATHAH COPPLE, MO AONE -
Name: o le’,viue 25 s kaﬂ_{ W
ic - Mchan
Address: OpenDoor C!"lpn A e c
TP CRtr .

Postcards from Coy La Pierre, Gary M. Thompson, and
Nathan Copple, M.D.

2445-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2446-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2447-1 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

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water for
from the Trinity River Basin. While I 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.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,

Name: Liﬂ"-ll-v @:m{\—
Address: /-’:77‘?“?[ L—f

City/State/Zip: (ZRawana rhils, QIE#*/

Offfcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Triniey River Bagin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptien about the amount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated cestoration of the esasystemn,

Thank You, L .
Name: Syt K Gudn
Address: Ll LZ’Z_ H’u i1l gf'

City/State/Zip: 6'}:': CA Snlivz

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2 q ’ o

I'support a diversion of go more than 30 Percent of the patural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | While I support the
stience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about )
the amount of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislution creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legistation elearly gives Tnmr) fish 3nd wildlife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefeire”

Altern: 1t.1w does not go fur eaough to achieve a legally manda?
restoration of the eeosystem. o

Thank you.

RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C

Postcards from Duane Chebul, Krista K. Brown, and Larry Dennis

2448-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2449-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2450-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w . > 4
v ~— D3-990
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment qs l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, ( — -
Name: t onf  lisves
Address: Lod BIAY aniE

City/SuawesZip: _Fosred. € Y. Co At

o S

lear EES/EIR Team Members: 2 45 2

! support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the raturai
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the
seienee and study that produced the Flow Evaluation feport,
the recommendations were limited by an ussumption about

the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wililife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve 4 legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you.

. mier that could qeavallable for the river,
Lecisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legistatien clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over

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

Thank you,

2463

RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C

Postcards from Ken Davis, Jeff Lorelli, and Michael Walden

2451-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2452-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2453-1 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

Do EREIRTam Members: g ™9 :’ I Postcards from Mitch Matsumoto, Georgina Califf, and Diane Jones

I support a dwersmn of ne more than 30 Percent of the natursf
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the

science and study thal produced the Flow Evaluation Report, 2454-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
thié Fetoniviendaiions wery fimiied oy un assumprion abhout

the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . up: P
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional 2455-1  Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over . : " iag 7
- the diversion of any water to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred 2456-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legally mandated

restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

Official Public Comment 2 q S S
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers;

1 support a 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 Evatuation Repon, the recommendaiions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
iegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addittonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aitemalivc does not go far enough to

achieve a legally manda d resmrauon { the egopystem.
Thank You,

Name:

Address: re Ave.
Crange, CA 92856-1240

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment 2 q 5 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural 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 assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegizlation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

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

Thank You, . - —_—
T "

Name:

Address: s {ZEQ(
City/State/Zip: A1 \W O %\2@

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment A .-‘ 5 + Postcards from Craig Gittings, Lisa Nelson, and Jeff Miller

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . . 3

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scisnce and study that 2457-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were himited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. : : ur P
Legisla:iol?n creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation 2458-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to 2459-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name: &6—-—'-(' M:.‘ )
Address: étr— :
City/StareiZip: _ Firgeny ot .

F¥53

Qfficial Public Comment q S
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥lembers:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciencs 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 ercating 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: J e i

Address: 553 Reckppd
City/State/Zip: oLl D

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ 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 stdy 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. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Narme: J;Téﬁ MI.”EI

Address: Fo Gox 192
City/State/Zip: Canvon, cf 4518

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

Y Qg 171 Postcards from D. L. Pherson, A. D. Schneider, and Larry Dennis

I support 4 diversion of no more thas 30 Percent of the natursl
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the

wienee and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report, 2460-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
the peeommendations were limited by an assumptinn about
e amount of water thsf couid be available fur the river. 2461-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legulation creating the Trinity River Division, aad addéitionat

legislation clearly glves Trinity fish and wildlife priority over . . P .
he diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred 2462-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Alternative does not go far enough 10 achieve a legally mandated

~esturation of the ecosystem.

Dear EISEIR Teant Members: 2 q b '

1 support a diversion of 10 more than 38 Percent of the patwral
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, Whike { suppoct the
science and study thai produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recom mendations were iimited Dy an assumption ahgut

the ameount of water that could be availabie for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional
legislation learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over

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

Thank you,

A4

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2 q @ 2

Fsupport 2 diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the
stience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
iile recommendations were fimited by an assumption about

the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat
legistation cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of any watcr to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferved
Alrernative does not go far enongh to achicve a legaily ntandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

V O D3-994
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offtcéal Prbiic Cammient Zq (g 5 Postcards from Johanna H. Wald, Mitch Matsumoto, and Gayla Walden

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. Whila 1 support the science and sudy that 2463-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Fipw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could by svailable for the river. . . . .
2464-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far encugh w 2465-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

i achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

:‘: Thank You, Y

Name: %W_‘Pﬁ '\ } ._/Qﬁ/

: Address: Ty

3 City/StateiZip: TAN Pl son O

LT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: z q bq

1 support a diversion of no mure than 30 Pereent of the natural
waler flow from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
ihe 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 afldilional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fsh and wildlife priority over

the diversion of any water to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legally mandatad

restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you.

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: z q bs

I support a diversion of »o more than 30 Percent of the natural
w':ner fiow from the Trinity River Bzsin. ‘While [ support the
scieace and study thzt produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recornmeadaiions were jimited by an assumption abont ’
the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river.
Legls!artcn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
Ieg]sl?tlon clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over
the \iuer_siun of any wuter to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alernative docs not go far enough to achieve a legally mandated

restoration of the coosystem.
% L

Thank you,

v -y D3-995
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Sy . [V 17 Postcards from Steve Schramm, Todd Tillinghast, and Pamela Rich

1 support a diversion of 06 more than 30 Percent of the nataral

water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the

. . “" : : ”
science and study that produced the Flow Evaltatios Report, 2466-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
tie recommendations were limited by an assumption about . . u: P
the amount of water that could be available for the river, - 2467-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional
legistation clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever ) 2468-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank you,

Qfftcial Public Comment 2
Dear EFS/EIR Team Members:

L support 2 diversion of na 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 assumplion abeut the amount of water that cauld be available for the river.
Lepislarion ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therafore, the Prefered Altemnative does not go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,b_‘@;f_ﬁ,_—J

Name: Femo it
Address: LT SRRy
City/Stare/Zip: ARl O TS

Official Public Comment b
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. White 1 support the science and swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recotnmendations were limited by
an assumption zbout 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 priocity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoratien of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: /éfbw a‘w

Address: B

City/StateiZip: & wRer
n \iew Or
Oakland CA WR1R. {51

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mevabers: ‘ q m
I support a diversion of no more than }0) Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While 1support 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 Rder Division, and additional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver

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,

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the namral water flow
trom the Trinity River Basin While [ support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assymption about the amount of wattr that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sddirional Jegislation
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 & legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You,

Natne: _J o e M:\C/a‘fv//ﬁ/

Address: E%d? ) [ﬂ go(g ('Péf ‘70-1 s
City/State/Zip: /‘“r‘a'ﬁ/a /4 (./‘/d ?3 F o7

Cfficial Public Comment q ! o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nziural 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 availzble for she river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wi[dti%prinmy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam,

Thank Yeou, . .
v At Do
Address: j % 7

City/State! Zip: E %é?gz i % %%57

RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C

Mficial Public Comment q l '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from D. L. Pehrson, Joe McCarthy, and Michael Stuber

2469-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2470-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2471-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N A

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

Official Pubtic Comnent Z‘-‘ 7 Postcards from Tom Waters, Larry Buwalcha, and Ron Miller

Itear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturzl water flow 2472-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trunty River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

roduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
% assumption about the amount of water hat could be avariable for the iver. 2473-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legistation creating the Trinity Rivgr Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity Bish and wildlie priority over the diversion of any water 2474-1
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Prefes Alternative does ngt go far enough to -
achieve a legally mandated restoraghn of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: -/l-aw\ W{??UQ'S
Address: 10 A'QDVVIO e Qﬂ_
City/StatesZip: _LARYT S Ch 9945976

' Official Public Comment q
Dear EES/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 lirnited by
an assurmption about the amount of water that could be avaiiable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough 10
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

o & g biter
Address: Q& res £ w» Q4 Ur!‘qu Y-WJ"}

Ci/SawiZip: _ Y0 O M Qs 7 et

Prode., Go G532 DA,@%\”‘;J(;‘,W@“

Offtcial Pubfic Camment q
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 I support the scicnee and study that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recomimendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trizity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You

' 3
Name: é; POl
Adddress: TRYEG rapaen, ;ED

City/State/Zip: (Eza¥g' e G essay

) ’ . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2402-2480.D0C v «.> D3-998
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Edith Butler, Michael Manetas, and Ray Peart

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . p— .y
1 suppert a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2475-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppor the seienee and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by, . . P, .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2476-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion ) ) . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2477-1 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 ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:

Address:

ciyswezie: __Ttagls fa_ 95593

Official Public Comment q
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members: .

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturel water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river.
Legislatinn ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinirty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watst
to the CWP. Therafors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eCasysLem.

Thank You,

Name; MW(/ J’f#ﬂ/é}’ﬁ
Address: /M‘/ ﬁ/w M
City/State/Zip: MQ/WWWM‘ = 2544 7

[ Oﬁ'fct';ai' Eb:'ic Comment i
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members?

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basia. Whils I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reccommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
tw the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achievs a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Name: / dr/ I,

Address: RA¥ PEART
TBAS HOME AVENE
FORTUNA. ©h 95540, 1410

Ciry/State/Zip:

v ) 1 D3-999
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members?

 Offetat Publc Comment 2‘ q 7? Postcards from Bill Grimm, Mrs. Veolan Chaffee, and Donald Heyneman

[ support 2 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2478-1 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 . . ups s
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver. 2479-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Tnoity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water % : . “: : ”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Pref@rred Aliernative does not go far enough to 2480-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.
Thank You,

Name: Bill G i3 i

Address: 8676 35.Fk Litte Budte Cr Z7.
CityiState/Zip:  Fag fe /jmf/ O G752

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

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilc 1 sapport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations 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 witdlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefamed Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, \ -

Name: _7?@1/? 'f,_ﬁkéaaf_/ &gd#g_:__/
Addrass: ibe Gé? £ o, f_.,.; '
City/State/Zip: fh,a,{r,"a:f?,'a;l CH 95539

Official Pitbiic. Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 37 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 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 ceosystem.

Thank You, Y vy
Name: _ [:':mn‘:mdmﬂ'wm =7, 4‘;;“‘ X

San Francieco, CA 4118

Address: _ b 2T E e
City/State/Zip: . .
Pt "B vy Ao

) ( . e ‘
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