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

Official Public Comment '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the 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 creating the Tonity River Division, and additions] legislation
clearly gives Tonity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
" achieve a legally ‘mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: f-,“/ z %'5 Z/-‘q—’]/
Address: ..ﬁ i fin 5&76’:() o f-!-

City/State/Zip: /"?ﬂc ey, €4 FyT Fo

] Qffictal Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Thank You, -
Name: Df;//‘i’?d é:///f..‘;
Address: Lot 2L ‘f)/j&/{'/-' S‘/r—

City/SateiZip: Azl it (Fop GG

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

I suppert a diversion of ne mare thar 30 percent of the namral
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppart the seicnce e.ndI
produced the Flow Evaltuarion Repor, the recommendalions
20 assumption about the amount of water
Legislation creating the Trinity River Div:
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priori
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altey
achieve a |egally mandated resipmtion of the ecasystem

Thenk You,
Narmne:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C

Qfficial Public Commens 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

water flow
study that
were limited ov
{hlat ¢ould be available for the raver
ision, aed zdditional legislation

¥ over the diversion of any waze-
mative doe5 not go far enough

Postcards from Ted R. McVey, Jr., Dean Lewis, and
H. Ralph Bruggerman

2481-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2482-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2483-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

V RO D3-1001

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

T Officint Public Comment
"Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

. 2 q 84 Postcards from Elizabeth Finger, R. Langlanst, and Paul Pitino

o 2484-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 supporc a diversion of no morg that 30 percent of the natural water flow

E from the Trinity River Basin. Whilz [ support the science and study that . . . .
produced the F{DW Evaluation Report, thepfecommendanons were linited by 2485-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
P an assurnplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

F Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2486-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
: clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water .
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough 1©

o achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank Yoo,

5 Mame: i

2

Address:

157 MNetare b,
City/State/Zip: Arcadn CA 958ay

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2 q g

1 support a diversion of no more tha. 3¢ Perent of the natura
water flow from the Trinity River Buin. While [ supporf the
seiepce and study that produced the 7jgw Evalnation RepoTt
the recommendarions were iimited b, 4 assumption abrnt

the amount of water that could be 2v:414bie for the river.
Eegislation creating the Trinity Rive. Division, and addisional
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish 214 wildlife priority pYer
the diversion of any water to the CV2. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far cnough b aopieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem, i

iin il

Thank you,

Official Pubtic Comment ng
Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Mesbers:

[ suppert & diversion of ne mors that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werg limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinjty River Division, and additinnal legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not po far enough i@
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: ) ??ﬂf Piion
,1 =

Address: Nl e q“éﬁ

City/State/Zip: Wk A ASsis

w . N A
V RO D3-1002
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EFS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment qu 1 Postcards from Jean-Luc Szpakowski, Kaye Heyes, and Craig Gittings

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2487-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and swdy that

roduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by . . P . o
gn agsumption about the amount opf water that covld be available for the river. 2488-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legisiation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 2489-1
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Altemative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Name: \JER_?)'LQQ S 2P ftreals e,
Address: Jle GRI 2.y FPEPR !QLVQ
Ciity/State/Zip: Lo, A 37105

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Conment
Dear EIS/EIR Team bMembers:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturel water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the sciznee and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount.of water that could be available for the river.
Legislanon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You,

Narne: Ars Cerlg

Address: Y, A/‘/ - C.'L’/X &

City/StaweZip: _L7Epilints  ou S ¥
fecryd

Dear EJS/EIR Feam Members: 2 q ? I

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

the antount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River f¥ivi ion, and additiona)
legisiation clearly gives Trinity fish 2nd wildlife priority over
the diversion of sny water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does 1ot 2o far ennugh to aciieve o legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank vouo,

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

ogfciat Public C""""""’Z"‘q o Postcards from Jim Rowley, John Depew, and Larry Dennis
Brear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow 2490-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study thac

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

. : urs P
an assumption about the amosnt of water that could he available for the river. 2491-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity Aigh and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water _ : : “uR: . ”
o the CVF, Therefore, the Praferred Alremate doos ot g0 fer enogh to 2492-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated re's'loratwn of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: }Dm ﬁj

Address: / & Z?-C c/} 4—‘{3
Ciwy/SwaterZipn __ Afpenth , AL S9HHE=

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by
an assumption abowi the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve o legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: -~ Qﬂ-},}; E E&M
Address: 29 PrEREOINT cRote

City/State!Zip: Frusarm ciy B

“Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: z qqz

Fsupport a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the naturai
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the
stience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report.
the recommendations were limited by 2n assumption about

the amount of water that ¢could be availahle for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additioral
legistation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred
Alternative does not go bar cpough to achicve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

) ’ . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C v «.> D3-1004
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

R qu 3 Postcards from Sagmiller Family, J. H. Wald, and Jerry Reynolds

{ suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2493-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study ‘that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by 2494-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries ”

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2495-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough 1o

achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You, . " . o
Wame: . /F-’ ~-\.'—};-;f,/f?£}e Lo }
Address: 321177 Fedadide KO

City/Stae/Zip: Vewr e esa=K e °17O€4/

(fficial Public Comment 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. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalumiion Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an asswmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
chearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefurred Aftornative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: 1] ‘{"E - \f\jw
Address: mq P{S H*QU(Z:( B
City/State/Zip: SAN ol $C0 €A AN (?—

Official Public Comment qs
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and smdy that
produeed 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 the CYP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, s
Name: ER Ko orn ,/c.‘f_s"

: 7T g g
Address: ST LT S SESacd my }2 .

CitysStateiZip: 5 248 it~ ¢ g
: 7 355

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C v S -y D3-1005
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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:

2 qq b Postcards from Craig Gittings, A. D. Schneider, and Malcolm Donn

I support a diversion of 1o more that 0 percent of the netarz] water flow 2496-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and stady that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Fimited by 2497-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption ahout the amouat of water that could be available for the river

Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P .,
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2498-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefors, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, N . .
Name: L
Address: a7 R (D,

Cuyisaeizip: _Fucrcn £ Cite o 539

Gfficial Public Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mote that 30 petcent of the natural water Flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority sver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyseem.

Thank You,
Name: /d J M«éé/b'
Address:

City/State/Zip:

Qfficial Pablic Comment
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity Rivec Basin. While 1 support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priorty over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou, N

Name; MBLIAL M Dk
Address: A2 56 Gy ase el D7
City'Stateizip: _Eréw ot Ca §9476

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C v S -y D3-1006

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Deat EASTEIR Team Members: quq Postcards from Ronald M. Steinberg, Don Hirzel, and Mark Bowers

1 support a diversion of o more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppart the 2499-1
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,

the recommendations weee limited by an assumption about

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

the amount of water that could be available for the river, 2500-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional . . e .,
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over 2501-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank yon,

Official Public Comment w
Dear E1S/EIR Teamn Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation <reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Allernative does not go far enaugh to
achigve a kegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
WName: r‘ H-nr’ze..c
Address: ST S e ri B

ClryiSiate/Zip:  Lile vuiove Lo TS

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

L support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppoet the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
am assumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc prigrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs net go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You,
Mame: Mav? -gc».ucx’s
Address: 1055 ) Yo pybovelar Lre
City:State/ Zip: SLA/\\'\\J)-j.‘,(:; O Auypg 7
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C v b D3-1007
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Commens ° z Postcards from George Hopf-Lovette, Virginia L. Fretz, and
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members: John McMahon

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

from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by 2502-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver,

Legislation creating the Trnicy River Division, and additional kegislation . . - . P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2503-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go far enough 10

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 2504_1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries ”
Thank You,

e Name: GEoAGE HoPF-Lovg TTE
' Address: 345 psEwool gp.
City/State/Zip: KEOWes) Ciry CA G2

Offtciul Public Comment 5 03
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While { support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amoum 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 encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

N vn Y n
Name; f}'E:H, f‘“%m}g= f g/bg'
Address:

City/State/Zip: Mre Viginia L Fretz
3314 Fifieen Mile Creek Rd
Ketlle Fatis WA 99141-5739

: : . Gficial Pub!:c Commem 5 o q
Dear EIS/EIR fi'eam Members:

1 support a diversion of no 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 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You.

e O M m//m/

Address: 5 y
City/Srate/Zip: @EKKEM&/ A i 204

v ) 1 D3-1008
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Puitc Comment 5 Postcards from Robert R. Grosse, Gary and Betty Monroe, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: TaSha LuvaaS

1 support a divirsion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2505-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

. . i’ : : 7
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2506-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1o the CVF. Therefore, the Frefarred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achicve & legally mandated rostoratian of th ecosystem. 2507-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

MName: ﬁ/ﬁ ﬁ? tézvzy_ef
Address:

City/State/Zip: ‘@&&%ﬁﬁ o7

Official Public Commeni 2 io
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturzl water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repett, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legully mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Bl o B st
Address: 26 er lamd o

City/$tate!Zip: Ejdggr‘v’.(fﬁ LA FEEET

ficial Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/E[R Team ¥embers:

[ support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whilie I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatton 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 Prefecred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restorativn of the ecosystem

Thank \;ou,

Name: i MJL

Address: L p‘.!& W
City/State/Zip:
jﬁ%@ff}] 55924

) v . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C «> D3-1009
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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 s og Postcards from Sharyn Halsey, Linda and Alan Ross, and Nick Salle

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2508-1 Please see thematic responses titled ”Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the seience and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repoet, the recommendations wete limited by . . e . .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2509-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addittonel legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2510-1
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough 1 -
achieve a legally mandaed restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yoo,

Name:

Address: %-Mkf%%7? f _
GityrState/Zip: _ S | CA Geirs /

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

fficial Public Conment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

seu'ppon a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from, the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avatiable for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not 2o fur enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem,

Thank You, '

Narne: L-f 4 EQSS

Address: “ﬂ( 5.‘ ﬂﬂ[é& P-ID&FDZ,
CitwistateiZip: _ANAHEwR S a2 007

Official Public Comment ‘ 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatian creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred- Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the 2cosystam.

Thank You, /
Namer J(/.’:‘r/{‘ _{4/4
Address: sz S Ao oF

City/State/Zip: 2

) ’ . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C v «.> D3-1010
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/E(R Team Members:

I support a .dll\'ErSil_)l'l of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flgw
from the Trinity River Basin. While { support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Repott, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water thai coutd be available for the river. 25111
Legislation creatigg the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2512-1

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not 2o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank Yoo, 2513-1

Name: MERISSA T any WWAles

Address: /2s Y Z«_L-L'M_Lﬂ—/u £

CiyiState/Zip: T plied v ART Nt A0 <:T A
B9y

1 - Official Public Comment l
' Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I suppart & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
feom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Breferred Alternative does not oo far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resmration of the ecosystem.

Thank You. .
MName: Lc i I1% S
Address: AN = .

CityiState/Zip: /Mo Wiee f_,u.;‘, we tla ; <o

TS v

D&;lr EIS/EIR Team Members: 2 5 l 3

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

the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Frinity River Division, and additional
lepislation 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 te achieve a legully maodated
restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank you,

a4 .

RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

o Zs'q Postcards from D. L. Pherson, Dave Powers, and Mark Ward
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversivn of no more than 30 Percent of the naturs! : i “Fi ies.”

water flow from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the 2514-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

science and study that produced the Fion Evaluztion Report. . . ur CpG

the recommendations were limited by an assumption about 2515-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

the amount of water that éould be zvailable for the river.

Legislation creutisg the Trinity River Division, and additionui 2516-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever

the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred

Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legalty mandated

restaration of the ecosystem.
e — g ——— e e

Thaeyyii

Official Public Comment l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative docs not go far enough to
athieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yao,
Name; é)‘uﬂ /ﬂﬂfﬂt@ﬁ/
Address:

B
City/State/Zip: 5006

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natwral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Figw Evaluation Reportt, the recommendations were Timited by
an assutnption aboul 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 warer
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrcd Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandeted restoration of the 2COBYSIEm.

Thaok You,
Name; Mavle Wnlaral
Address: o2 s E.‘qh't- MMite T

City/State/ Zip: "3 W e, _.DQ‘\IJEPS o= 99028

<~ ~ 2
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pubiic Comment ‘Z b l ‘7 Postcards from Dean Ecke, Adolfo A. Garcia, and Larry R. LaPierre

Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . : : u: . ”
from the Frinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 2517-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were himited by . . s o
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2518-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legisiation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Alterative does not go far enough 10 2519-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Name: —
S

-
550 = Mr Dean Ecke

Address: @ 18676 Paseo Tirra |

City/State/Zip: Saratoga, CA 95070 . _

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the matural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions wege limired by
an zssumption 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
tg the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Poaeo A Gosan
Addxess: ]{dq}] ey e &gg ET
CiStareZip: _Seavrn Ciagn CP QECSO

Offtcial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the rivar.
Legislation creatiug the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over the divecsion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Lz 2 La Foes
Address: FAL - .

Cly/SaeiZio: Adesys, oA, Selsst

v ) 1 D3-1013
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

Ot Pbiic Comment 510 Postcards from Lisa Hirayama, Laurence I. Carr, and Robert Pope

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppott the seience and study that 2520-1
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were Linmited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2521-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

rccl.eﬁ:?gg;s EEE;L\;Df::h LT'lTPS%SEiZp:l(:;:'t:{vag::r;::sdrj?):!gsfl;‘aff;:igig:a;‘r 2522-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ALY /-}(IM w M A

Address: 85 Sl 7 08

Ciryistate/zip: LI | 8 245y

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L 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 asgumption 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 CVF. Therefime, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You, ,c/@«ﬂﬁmw A I

Name; L AURE et T :’gyf 74‘//
Address: 53)7 Stdas 17

Citystateizip 2 iaddie v "(‘7’52'95/

Official Public Comment
Dear E18/E[R Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity Fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
tp the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally manddted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Namae: /J }4{;-.14/ Z,=- [
Address: 5 e ¥

CityiState/Zip: __{dede, &a FYees
i
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Offciel Public Comanert 15 Z Postcards from Kathy Powers, Ray Thomas, and A. G. Willis

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2523-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by . . "y s
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver. 2524-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water - ter n: titled “Fisheries.”
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far engugh to 2525-1 Please see thematic esponses

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You,

Name: /4(4]2/ .’}’( éﬁc&zj

Address: HE Lphtrt DAL L
CitySele/Zip:  Lupgfpaiss e (H-$9T74

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

I support a diversion of ne mere that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Wtule | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that conld be avaiiable for the river.
Legislation creating the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -
Name: <Ly T\/\o V2
Address: 26535 Gavad Puaclo

CiryfState/Zip: M_&A&gj z923

Official Pablic Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more thae 30 parcent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternarive does oot go far ensugh to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Naine: AG Wu’[t‘i _
Address; 17309 My GoFhe RCI-
City/State/Zip: f 330

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

Official Public Comment 10\ oxnn, MraGHSEHT Postcards from Bruce Willard, Jacqueline Dennis, and Fred Dennis

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members; ~ WA A TRnER PDRE

T T HRCSIT
1 support a diversion of no moreHEt 30 percent of the natural water o "
sup s E : il PR . . . s
from the Trinity River Basin™ While T support the science and study that - 2526-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the ameunt of watsr that could be available for the river. 2 : : u: P ”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2527-1 Please see themat1c responses tlﬂed FIShel‘leS.

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 to 2528-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: j I il o

Address: (A AR -

City/State/Zip: LRAET B FCCED” o 9}‘_/ 0z

Gfficial Public Comment 2 6 2 1
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scienee 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 Altemative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoratilin of the ecosvsten.

Thank You, /MM Qoww -
Name: £ ‘/ﬁefi’ﬂ-/cﬂﬁgv égf?ﬂ/é
Address: mﬁi
City/State/Zip:  _fFO0ctrn 72 405 ﬂ/:ah/ 514

(374

Official Public Comment 5 z q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

1 support a diversion of ng mere that 30 percent of the nawural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wiere lintited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysteni.

Thank You, —
Name: f"’P:’:/Df"’?/) //.f
Address: I e 9

City/State/Zip; vt A ch o D xR
*-)-:/?0:47/, /'s lgngk 4 /.'r’_é{lzof@- YL/JG /@wa/.é
— . r 7;_ ) /

- R O A A

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

ettt 2 ) e ¥ Postcards from Alan Gordon, Rosemary Lane, and Everett J. Flint

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 2529-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinify River Division, and additional legisletion 2530-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildhfe priority over the diversion of any water

o e :ig;ﬁ,&fﬂg;f:ﬁ ,i;fgi;f:{l'ﬁﬂat;z;;:gf:mm g0 far cnough to 2531-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: A \Ch GO‘()‘Q'\

Address: q & g 5_\\*: SA-

City/State/Zip: Secia mu-\!r}' C.  gs%s

Official Public Commaent 5 %
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frorm the Trinity River Basin. While | suppent the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repot, 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
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Wame:
Address:

Official Public Comment 5 3'
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the oatural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While I support the science and swdy that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiifg: priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferréd Alrernative does not go far enough m
achigve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

4 —
Name: Eignsz S !
Address: L7 e s ng gy

CityState/Zip: (= f7ms b o

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

opia raic Gommers ") el Postcards from Ed and Amy McElhaney, Theresa Jain, and Karen O’Neil

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 39 pereent of the natral warer flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 2532-1 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. . . P . P
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2533-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water

o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 2534-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, % W(‘.ﬂé% ?og M MM?

Name:

Address: T2 Avbu-dRav R4 Fdu
City/StateiZip: _Avbuers (A FYéog

Official Public Comment S 3 3

Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naiural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science snd sudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werg limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislatien
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You.

Nare: Taasn wan
Address: | f .
CirwiSeate'Zin:  ~Thasi: FA AT »

s

-

N
Official Public Conunent 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppaort a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scienee and study thae
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 Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not po far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou,
Natne: Eowen prii
Address: sably Biiie o

City/State/Zip: Coel CA 754!

) ’ . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C v «.> D3-1018
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

il Pl Commens 2 5 35 Postcards from Mike Barry, Thomas Barry, and Susan Kavel

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2535-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluaiion Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river. 2536-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ¢reating the Trimcy River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2537-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altzmnative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resroration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Nami: /L{/'ke'_d@'&ﬂ:&/
Address: 87‘/5 Mfa&d/& bfcla‘é\
CityiStaeizip: feseear A2 ?6303

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Wwhile [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalaation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lzgislation 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 ecosvstem.

Thank You,
Narne: ‘_-,:’-11 celae S Bar !"l/
Address: E4S /%a‘dcd{abrwf(

CiySeeizip: _frescotr AZ FETIOR

Officicl Public Comment
Dear EfS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
feom the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scicace 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 wildlite priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemarive does not zo far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosvstem.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: S}JQDX) KCU}Q.O

Address; ilo PO\Y\(JRd -

City/Stawe/Zip: __Dheasadt \]qﬂex.ri_ (T 06oke3

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

Qyfical Pubiic Comment 25 35 Postcards from Luis Medina, Lisa Straley, and Michelle Wallace

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water fow 2538-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
fromt the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that

produced the Flow Ewvalyation Report, the recommendations were limited by : : “: : ”
an assumption about the amount of water thal could be available for the river. 2539-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legizlation . e .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer 2540-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
16 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far engugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Namg; L e - Men A

Address: IO Vi bure, Blud
City/State/Zip:  p dacfants Ha ”V‘j Ca G153

Official Public Comment 63 i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support u diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scienes and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Eegislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥FP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecusysten.

Thank You,
Narme: e Stewee
Address: VRS0 Canbue ek SHT

CityiStateZip:  Ceabupy Cs 1--1 o

Official Public Comment z i q o
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

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

Thaok You, N
Narne: mn(_hr: il C LJaU,G 8
Address: Gode  Frbreilde Lan 'Y

Cliry!StateiZip: £k —r)q\fL(__ CA et 3

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

fficial Pablic Comment 5q l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
g the CVP. Therefore, the Pre@red Alternative does nort go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated res lon of the ecasystemn.

Thank Yeou,

Name: ‘Tej k' \/ﬂﬂﬁ‘/ﬁ' (/
Address: 5 |ﬂ!£ ﬂgd,[ @

City/Stare/Zip: 4 Faeqdey CF  qiF9%

Official Pubiic Comment Sq 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of ne moce that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i .
Name: ):; Y é S’flﬁn'n bC P
Address: Ao Esdve tide LQQ

City/StateZip: _ Lofrre Dopien Q] W 27

Official Public Comment q
Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystermn.

Thank You,
Name: 5/4/ Ve /airl
Address: e e s st s AR Y

CiylSaeZip: _ mselut, o2 P247z

RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C

Postcards from Ted K. Yamada, David Steinberg, and Enn Magi

2541-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2542-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2543-1 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 q q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aatural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evalustion 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 Trimty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
- —_—
Name: | x “‘MM—-—W‘
. 19 Devonport 1.
Address: ! g el _

. Official Pablic Comment sq 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basim. While | support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislation creacing the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
@ the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoratjon of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i
Name; j?o.-a Cs\-surym
Address: Ba. Bex nRES

City/Srate/Zip: /‘:;;,- ?n,.ac oo TVET —an g

Qfficial Pablic Comment 2 iq b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppott a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the naral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ceosystem,

Thank You,

Name: é/ﬁ:'f_‘ @ For
Address: EFHE Bowdain

=
CitySraeezip: [Ble Al c4 79206

RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C

Postcards from Josh Valencia, Ron Guenther, and Whit Heaton

2544-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2545-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2546-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w ' 2 4
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ot Pesic Conmnt 15 q’, Postcards from Tom Cahill, Joyce L. LaPierre, and Michael O'Neil

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. : “" . : ”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2547-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While L support the science and study that ) ] . o
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2548-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Divizion, and additional legislation . . P .
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority sver the diversion of any water 2549-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .
Narng: Tﬁ/”f {4 i/ / &
Address: -y A

Lo (ARpRAMIC
City/State/Zip: ﬁéf_{_@w Jﬁ‘ij 7 4 é/

Oificial Public Comment 6“ %
Dear EES/EIR Team Members: 2

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppor the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefoce, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a Tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address: Tip Qg

City/State/Zip: ZZQ‘ dg (e Pepre

Official Public Comment 5 qq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, _ o
Name: M :"d\ o Mfg o
Address: rt_ Ppably "0 F

CityiSate/Zip: Couf (A 55eey¥

) ’ . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C v «.> D3-1023
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Ofcias Public Comment 1550 Postcards from Linda Cantel, Reno DeBenedetti, and David Finn

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . “" . : ”
! suppert a diversion of ro mote that 30 percent of the natussl water flow 2550-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilt I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by B ticr nses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2551-1 Please see thematic espo

Legtslation creating the Tnnity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water 2552-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, y )

Name: %"ﬂf&/ C/&’La’ ﬁ/’?f/é_ (762’;7{:/)
Address: ﬂ?? f’?)rfa Lei s o i

City/SteiZip:  widn tabocl CF FYSo,

Official Public Comment 65 ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Narme:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment 55 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the VP, Therefoge, the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mghiated restopi the scosystem.

Thank You,
Nare: ! G ?q ANA)
Address: 2-0 PoX L2
City/State/Zip: AN TOMI2

Sz_ij

) v . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C «> D3-1024
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Offciat Pabiic Comment 155 5 Postcards from Allan Schoenhen, Gilbert M. Gass, and Michael Pfaelzer

Itear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow . . " e
Srom the Trntty River Basim - While T suipcn the science and smdy that 2553-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recemmendations were limited by

an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be availabie for the river. 2554-1
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority ever the diversion of any water

10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o 2555-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve o legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name;

Address: _KQM.J@&{LLJ
CinyStateiZip. M&dfm@ﬂ%ﬂ—
Fulloydo, cfy? 92832

. Official Public Comment ' ssq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ‘ ’

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearty 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 ecosysiem,

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

Name:

Address: . BASS
City/State/Zip: WINDSOR, CA 95492

- ol
Cl;‘: Dy (R AP o 1555

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ail assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, MIE
Name: PFAELZER
Address: SEBASTOPOL CA 95472

City/State/Zip:

Usud, o L

) v . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C «> D3-1025
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Opfciat Pablic Comment A§b l' Postcards from Steve Glasscock, Patrice Glasscock, and Stan Califf

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturel water flow 2556-1
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produeed the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2557-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinigy fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water . . "y s
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Altermarive docs not go far encuigh to 2558-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Name: et PR \
Address: Sy
City/State!Zip: e e TL T

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment 55 I
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support & 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 assurmption about the amount of water that could be available far the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not geo far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

WName: ?g‘*‘r;c.g (:gl q iﬁge;k
Address: HI H igne
City/Stare/Zip:

Official Public Comment l .> "3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
feom the Trinity River Basio. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption gbout the ampunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not o far gnough o
achieve a legally manduted regtoration of the ccosysiam,

Thaok You,
Name:
Address:

City/Suee/Zip:
¥ P Orrgs, CA 92656

<~ e Y

RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C v b D3-1026
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Offfcial Public Comment ‘ "" ;"‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatien creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water
w the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enouph to
achieve a legafly mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name:

agdess Mg Rl (Eyos Pr

; City/Stare/Zip: %_(AH_A_E_E_/‘)_CQ <A
j 82645/

{ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that cpuld be available for the mver,
Legislation creating the Tanity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildiife prierity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem,

Thank You,

j Name: J&hnifer'bauismﬂ
: Address: e 10 Poctola Pye -

Cuvisotorzipr \pe Mive 08 AINAIL)

Officie! Pubiic Comment o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Offfcial Public Comment z E I’b ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

¥
I
Py

Thank You, .
Nami: e Harmon
Address: F8Fe A g 27

City/State/Zip:  Coprrafdor (9 TN

RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C

Postcards Kenna Schoenhen, Jennifer Davison, and Jim Harmon

2559-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2560-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2561-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

<~ v =\
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L g
Official Fublic Comment 3 b ‘
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 2562-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by

3 an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river. 2563-1

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation

clearly gives Trmity {ish and wildlife privnity over the diversion of any water

. to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to 2564-1
’ achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: %nn ﬁhﬁ%&ﬂ.]cl
Address: 11xzh Sau‘fhumé Orive
Cily/State/Zip:  Sovretpepn (F ASVTO

Official Public Comment 15 ' 3

Dear EmeIR Team Members: ? 24 2 yi\( s bals
71 30?" i &l Fa L prala fegs S\:L
I support 2 diversion of no more thar 30 bercent of the nataral water flow L’/c
from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were {imited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimity 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 ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

&

Thank You,
Name: C o wahrse. L4 AVJJL’)
Address: Po Lix G29¢

City/State/Zip:  _£F g s P Fger
A 72322-G29¢

Official Pablic Comment z ; b q

Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

f suppart a diversion of no more that 39 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount oF water that could be available far the fver,
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, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name; PIAACHAS T i oeed®
Address: Fir Ao Gra4

City/State/ Zip: Q@pere s, Fe CH. a3 B 72

RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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15 ks Postcards from Paul Carwell, Cynthia Peters, and Kathryn Calafato
Qfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . P c
I suppert a diversion of ne more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow 2565-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trnity River Basin, While I support the science and study that . . s .,
produced the Flow Evaluation R»‘l%-"fhc recommendaticas were limited by 2566-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount offWater that could be available for the river.

Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation . . P . P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2567-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Pk W
Address: &34 U Pud Suf

Cly/Sie/Zip: _ Loanseans 88 44570 -b2t?

Qfficiat Public Comment bb
Dear E[S/EIR Team Members:

1 support 4 diversion of 0o mere that 30 percent of the namral water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seicoce and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount oE¥ater that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity Riyef Division, and additional legisation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildEE. prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferi-é;éi-AlternaLive does not go far encugh to
achieve a Jegally mandated restorsfan of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ..
Name: QL{ amaAr) Pl’\t/fs
Address: Jf TS Fefatal Pl\re wy

CityiState/iZip: _ Lo S f@‘ ele= (A Seors
G

- Qfficial Public Comment 1
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

I support a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seicnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limiked by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal iegislation
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 restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: M Rathryn Calafoie
) 3434 Evening Sky Dr.

Address: Sinti Vafley, CA 93063

City/State/Zip:

é/\l v > -’A.

T b D3-1029
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 gcat Public Comment 2 5“8 % Postcards from Mr. and Mrs. Dennis Geary, Julie McDonald, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers: Jim Nelson

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

from the Trinety River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2568-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation . . . .
ctegarly gives Trinitgy fich and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2569-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w

achieve a Tegally mandated resioration of the ecosystem. 2570-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank Yau,

Namg: Mr. & Mrs. Demmeis Geary |-

. 5434 Evening Sky Dr,
Address: Simt Valley, CA 53063
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Camment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assamption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not gg, far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecqgyst

Thank You,

Warmng: /F'\]T &

|
Address: LL)
ca:yfs:aterziﬁ?za’ AL gt L ?‘?"fﬁ" Lo

Official Prbiic Comment o
Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendartions were limited by
an assumption aboot the amoeunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeou, N

Name; '_-T—m I-\L".j ity

Address: S d Feeilan A4 4
City/State/Zip: FERRTT _ A SO

) ’ . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C v «.> D3-1030
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Dear EIS/EIR

Official Public Comment

Team Members:

29

1 support a diversion of no more that 3{ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trmity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wees iimited by
an assumpticn abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addiliona) kegisiation
elearly gives Trinicy fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough fo
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,
MName:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Boe Mg fyery
Po oy 21

L. BT LI AP e 2o

Dear tISJEIR

Qfficial Public Comment
Team Members:

291

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppon the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceesystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip: Ly evuers, Sp TUETE

Dear EIS/EIR

ﬂa\«?—‘;q‘z Q

WBEL e T T

{ifficial Public Comtmrent

Feam Members:

v

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystzm,

Thank ¥ou,
Name:;
Address:
City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C

T foreth
32844 Pyfoncr B
Freamontca LEasTe

Postcards from Bill McCarty, Don Hirzel, and Jeff Lorelli

2571-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2572-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2573-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

w . > 4
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Dear EIS'EIR Team Members: NI ™ Postcards from Linda Spangler, A. D. Schneider, and David G. Heyes

1 suppert a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2574-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the ammount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2575-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water -
to the CVP. Therefere, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystam. 2576-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

Name: é( NS %%é% 4/\
Address: Cf/-/é’ WG ﬁm

CiStatizip: () AL0 , CA 9 7@

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Commeny S
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scicnge and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameount of water that could be availabie for the niver.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fsh and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoraton of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name: .
Address:

Ciry/State/Zip:

Official Prblic Comment b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were iimited 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 tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does oot go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: —D&\ULD E\ H‘EV{EF\

Address: Aud iR SG’.U-‘sU'é C:E .

CityiSure/Zipp _Frewaont N
qUs3q

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C v S -y D3-1032
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ‘ ' ' (

I support a diversion of #o more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the
sefence and stody that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recomntenditions were limited by an assumption about
the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legilation ereuting the Trinity River Division, and additions!
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrod
Alternaiive does not go far enough Lo auhieve a !walh mzadated
restoration of the ecosystem,

R
Thapk you.

A

i, h. %
&_{/ =

RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C

Dear EISEIR Team Members: 2 .' '8

1 support @ diversion of no mose than 30 Pereent of the nutural
water flew from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the
scienee and study that prodeeed the Flow Evaluation Report.
the recommendatiogs were limited by an assamption aboat

the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Leristation creating the Tri taity River Divigion, and additional
igistation clearly gives Trindty fi$h and wildlife priority over
the diversion of any wuter o the VP Therefare, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far en::unh s achieve o legally mandated
restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank you.

/‘%/} '(;/?/'ﬂ

S ——

‘Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: : 2 $1q

T support a diversien of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
watcr flow from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the
seiense and study that produced the Fiow Evaluation Report,
the recommendztions were limited by an assumption ghour

the amouat of water that condd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Bivision. and additional
tion clearly gives Trinity fsh and wildlife priority over
the divemion of any water to the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred
Alvernative does not go far enough t, schieve o legally mandated
resioration af the ecosystem.

legi

Thank you,

Postcards from Craig Gittings, Jerry Reynolds, and Don Hirzel

2577-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2578-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2579-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

<~ ~, =\
V RO D3-1033
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vearsasin Tean e L) Y ) Postcards from William Walden, Dean Lewis, and Susan Kulakowski

Usupport 2 diversion of no more than 38 Percent of the natural

water flow from the Trinity River Basin. Whale ! support the h i itled “Fisheries.”
c - ematic responses title 1sheries.
seience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Repor(,/' 2580-1 Please see t P

i recymeendations were limited by an a2ssum 1100 abrout . . 8 »5 s ”

the amonat of water that could be av};{ilahlc for {,he riv:’rc., 2581-1 Please see thematlc responses tlﬂed FIShel‘leS.

Legislation creating the Frinity River Divisior, znd additional . P .

legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over 2582-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
L . the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred

Alicrnative does not go far enoagh to achieve 2 legrally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

whildw blal_

Dear BEIS/EIR Team Members: -) 8'

L suppurt a diversion of ne more than 39 Percent of the natura)
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While | sepport the
scienee and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by an assumption abour

the amount of water that conltd be avaikible for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 2od additicaal
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority gver
the diversinn of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not o far enowgh to achieve a legaliy mandated
restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thunk you,

Cificial Public Comment
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mwre thal 30 percenc of the paturz] water flow
from she Trinity River Basin. Whils | suppurt the sclence and study that
prodused the Flow Eveluation Report, the recommendations were limited _by
an gssumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division. and additional Iugi?]alion
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over e diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Prefared Alternative dogs not mo tar enough w
achteyve o legally mandated restotation of the scosvstem

Thank You. )
Name ‘{3“"‘6‘»_1 }‘-ufat‘,c;»‘»'f-
Address: D el S fer e

Ciny'StateZip: el

V e D3-1034
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Pour EISEIR Tesm Mombe SR ad O P Postcards from Don Hirzel, R. T. Langland, and

5 iversion of o more than 30 Percent of the natura} ]
L-:l::f;?::-;m the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the Hllary and George B. Andrews
seience and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were limited by an assumption about
the amount of water that could be available for the ri\'crj._ 2583-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
i.egistation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additionz!
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife privrity over

. . p— .
the divorsion of any sater t the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred 2584-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Alternative does ot go far enough to achieve a legaily mandared ‘ . . .
restoration of the ecosystem. 2585-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank you,

LT el

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members: 2 ; gq

1 seppaort a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natural
water flow From the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the
science aad study that prodaced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recom mendations were fimited by an assumption about

the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionzl
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of 2ny water to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not g6 far enough to achieve a legaily mandated
restoration ¢f the ecosystem.

Thank you,

Official Public Comment 2 .' 8 s
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 supgort a diversion ¢f ne more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppon the scienet and study that
prodused the Flow Evaluation Rueport, the recomnendations were Jimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that vould be available for 1he river.
Legislation crealing the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority aver the diversion of any water

te the CWE. Therefore, the Preferrsd Allemative dees noj go far enough g
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ccosystar) ot
e e /i
Nume: A/ CC-‘-L-J-S# ?&m 5

Address: Y68 Fovrade 2d

City SrazaZip:

CA 354@?

) v . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2481-2596.D0C «> D3-1035
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Officiat Pablic Carment
Dear EIS/EiR Teamn Members:

2 5 8b Postcards from Rik Thompson, Barbara A. Stevens, and Jenny Coyle

. : “ : : ”
| support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the parural water flow 2586-1 Please see thematlc responses tltled Flsherles.

from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppect the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fmited by 2587-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumnption about the amount of watcr that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Rivision, and additional iegislation . . P . ”
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2588-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the ecosyvstemn

Thank You, .
Name: Ak ThoRem .,
Address: N85 gth 3

City/State/Zip: Lo Qe

A
392~

Official Pablic Comment 2 i 8 I
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I supporl a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
frotn the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abows the amount of waler that could be avatlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternagive does not ga far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Natne: MSW

Address:

Official Public Comment 5 8 ?
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 supportt a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppoert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Jimited by
an assumption shout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlifs prioridy over the diversion of any water
1w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ast go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Mé}f&

Address: B0y Candra _&,Q Ve
CitviStawiZip:  __Meundhin Vit Cﬁl ‘7 L-f & \-t Z,

v ) 1 D3-1036
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

zs%q Postcards from Ann Willard, Shelby Thorner, and Dahmin Chu

1 suppon 2 diversion of no mare that 30 parcent of the natural water flow 2589-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recornmendarions were limited by . . up: e
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availahle for the river, 2590-1 Please see thematlc responses tlﬂed FIShel‘leS.

Legiclation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2591-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh ta

achieve a kegally mandated resmvation of the ecosystem.

Thank Yo, . N

MName: @‘UIU %M"

Address: i IQLMALLQ_A rd-a&&_ .
City/SkateZip: P.Q"“ﬂ_lﬂ_ sz,&e“, oA qdors

Gfficial Public Comment sq o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
feom the Trinity River Basin. While T suppert the suicnee and sty that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limiced 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 Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dovs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank Yau,

Name: 5}!9—&)’%9”1’?&?’
Address 598 (rdrpl PR
CityiStace/Zip:  fYUR -V\"&H’r. b q!"\c‘dlj?

Offtcial Public Comment \
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' 1

[ support a diversion of ho more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the niver.
Legislatian creating the Trinity Faver Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any wiler
w the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Naime: D oy N
Address: 932 ﬁ?ﬂ‘!‘;;?-

City/State/Zip: _2AZ#¥EITE &F ?45‘35?

) v . ° )
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

qu 1 Postcards from Travis Cullen, Dina E. Managhan, and Virginia Boswell

. . ups <
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2592-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and stdy that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by 2593-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
a0 assumption about the amount of waler that could be available for the fver.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildLife pricrity over the diversien o any water 2594-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therofore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, —
Name: TOTRANAT, S ULLER
Address: e £~ B | S8 UNSTA DR

City/Srate/Zip: ML 1 mO | s el S

Official Public Comment %

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart 2 diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and stedy 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 Trinisy River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not zo far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the 2cosystem

Thank ¥ou,

e e B eaban

City/State/Zip: - ‘.—Tl 3( =, 3

Gfficial Public Comment z Sq q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water (low
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppest 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.
Lagislation creating the Trinity River Bivision. and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watsr
i the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative dees not go far enough w
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: (H=
A

e
3L Hodich Rl
Lo A2ty

Address:
City/State/Zip:

w p N A
V RO D3-1038
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Postcards from Bob Hansen and John Marshall

2595-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2596-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Officiel Public Comment z qu
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

, T suppart 2 diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow

from the Teinity River Basin. While 1 support the scicace and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of watet that could be available for the river,
Legislation craating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative decs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

L

Name:

oo
Address: 2ol 2 AU{ OM

Citysmezip: Vi ade8m I&Ej—a' La. ¢26%(

Y o T e T e o L N B b

Official Public Comment
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ho 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 [imited by
an assumption about the armount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Bivision, and additivnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does nol go far enough to
achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the coosystzn

Thank You,

WName: i~ = P LI P

Address: FoRq D Fizpsth poap R4,
UitviStateZin. M Habelatme . Mo G853 07

) ( . e ‘
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