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José Mariscal
1143 N. QOak
Ukiah, CA
95482

November 28,1999
Hon. Bruce Babbitt
Secretary of the Interior
c/o NIr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wildiife Service
1125 16th St, Am 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Polos,

Please restore at least 70% of the water flows to the Maln stem Trinity
River. The foliowing are my reasons for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinlty River Act of 1885, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and wildiife of the basin not be harmed. The Interior Secretary was
directed to ensure that fish and wildlife in the basin were protected. However, since
the dams were completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 90 percent
decline in the fisharles by the early 199("'s. The coho salmon now is listed under the
Endangered Species Act, and steelhead are a candidate for fisting.

2. The federal government's trust obligations to two Native Amerlcan Tribes
have gone uniulfilled for more than 36 years because of excessive water
diversions from the Trinity River. The fime has come for the federal govermment 1o
beginr fulfiling its legally mandated responsibilities to the Hoopa Valley and ‘Yurok
Tribes. ‘

8. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the needed Infanmation

ta make a good decision for the Trinity. While the science and shudy that produced the
Flow Evaluation Report are sound, the recommendations were limited by an

RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C

} 2598-1

2598-2

2598-1
2598-2

Main TOC

Letter from José Mariscal Dated November 28, 1999

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

AN\
Comments TOC

s

N

Next Page

D3-1041
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Letter from José Mariscal continued

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

assumption about the amount of water thak could be available for the river. Howaver
more water can be made available Slnce the legislation creating the Trinfly R
Division, and later leglslation, clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife prlb
over the diversion of any wateric the CVP.

4. When the Trinfty is restored, the commercial and aport flshing, rafting, and
tourism economies of the Northern Calrfomra and Southem Oregon will rebound. .

6. The Trinity River and its restoration brogram are completely independent of the
CALFED process. Restorafion of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1955 legislation
authorizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildiife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project Improvement Act
{CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffirns the Trinity's unigue position within the Central Valley
Project {CVP) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinity Iz fo be
consldered Independently from other California water issues. '

6. The federal government's promise {o maintain a healthy fishery In the
Trinlty River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past legislation
mandated a flow decision by the end of 1896. I these legislaied promises are not
finally fulfilled, why should we believe any promises developed through CALFED? A
restored Trinty River will aliow Califomians io have talth that the ongoing CALFED
negotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our state's waler policies.

| respectiully urge you to restore a minimum of 70% of Trinity River water
to the river, Its fish and wildiife and 1o those of us whe use the river for recreation
and our hivelihoods. Thank you for your time and consideration of this request.

Sincerely, -
%m ol
José Mariscal
w p N A
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Califormia Floaters Socicly

Joc: Polos

T.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16% Sixeet, Room 209
Arcata CA 95521

Re: Trinity River Mainstem Fishery Restoration - Comments 1o DEIS/EIR
Dear Mr. Polos:

On behalf of the California Floaters Society, 1 am writing to urge the Secretary of the Interior, and
asmmﬂd&dmLshtemdhmlagme&madnpﬁheMmmmHﬂwAhmnﬁwmmmcﬂmm
the approval of the Trindty River Mainstem Fishery R project.

Califernia Floasers Society (CFS) is a network of recreational boaters who enjoy paddling whitewnter
around the state. Qur members hail from as far nosth a5 Redding and Arcata, znd as far south as San
Diego. With the advertising and sponscrship of equipment retilers and related commercial entities, we
mmdcﬁwdwm&epubhchmmmmmswmys We also

lish # bi Ly letter with a circulati UflSOOmwhlchwedlscusslssnesrelmgwom
nnss:mstatenmnt

“CFS embiraces the philosophy of commnmmity in all river asers and i thie use of advancing river
access, ecology, preservation and having fim. We promote shared knowledge, adventure and
elevated safety and river rescue awareness.”

As a non-peofit educaizonal and tonal orgamization, we feel strongly that the Maximum Flow
Almmeumebeﬂmemsfmmwmgmuwﬁﬂlspmcspopuhummdmﬁewﬂdmd
scenic designation of the Trinity River and its surcoundiing watershed,

Thank you for ding the adoption of the Maxi Flow Al ive in wth:“rnnny

D o

River Mainstem Fishery Restoration project.

S

Suzanne A. Tollefson
Legal Advisor
California Floaters Society

CFS, /o Suranne Tollefson, 2208 Athens River Court, Rancho Cordova, CA 85670
Voice: 916.852.1553 * Fax: 916.852.0829 * Email: suzanne@ramstrom.com

} 2600-1
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Letter from California Floaters Society Dated November 22, 1999
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Letter from Kenneth Humphry Dated December 6, 1999

December &, 199%

Mr. Joe Polos '
U.5. Fish and Wildiife Service
1655 Helndon Road .

Arcata, Ca 95521

Dear Mr. Polos,

I came to Humboldt County in #he 1955 to teach in the
Peychology Department at Humboldt State University as the
result of an interview in Iowa City, Iowa with the them Dean
of H.$.U., Homer Balabanis. Dean Balabanis was a charming
man and I was impressed by his description of the character
of H.8..U. -and its eovirons: a snall college 1o a small town . ;...
in a beautiful natural setting. At one point in describing =
the area he made a statement to the effect that there were
800 miies (I may be incorrect in remembering the exact
figure here, but it was large) of free-flowing rivers and
gtreams in Humboldt County which teemed with salmon and
steelhead in the fall and winter. I was immediately
rhooked!"

In the fall of that year, I packed my wife, two
children, a small dog and "all ocur worldly possessions® in
our Ford sedan and headed for Califeornia. 1 can see in my
mind as clearly as if 1t were yesterday that point on the
Trinity River where I got my first glimpse of a large number
of salmon rolling and jumping in a long pool. T cape to a
screeching halt at the first available pull off! I could
hardly believe my eyes. Dean Palabanis was correct.

It is apparent by now that I am an ardent fisherman.
Immediately upon getting settled, I began te¢ explore and
£fish the rivers of Humboldt, Del Norte, Siskiyou, and
Trinity Counties. .

All of the rivers fished wvery well at that time, bhut my
favorites were the Trinity and the Salmon Rivers, because
they produced numerous and large fish, and also, because
they were indescribably beautiful.

During the years that followed,, the fishing gradually
declinad as the consequence of poorly designed over-leogging
Trinity, grossly sxcessive water dAiversion. Today., the
decline of the fish population has reached the point of near
extinction.

All of the specific facts relating to the above
obsaervations have been well-documented and I see ilttle
point in including them in this letter.

I am writing, principally, as an individual whe has
loved and valued, since early childhood, the beauty in all
of nature and the opportunity to lmmerse myself in activities
which bring me in close contact with it. High on the Ilst of
sources of such activities are beautiful, free-flowlng streams
such ag the Trinity once was. I love to fly fish and the
Trinity lends itself extremely well to such a pursuit.

‘Others will write and speak of other items which are
important concerning the current study of the Trinity, e.g.,
the econcmic and culturazl considerations, other recreational

AN\ N Q}
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Letter from Kenneth Humphry continued

E
agtidvitigs smch as kayaking, white-water rafting, ete. Upon 2601-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
g amiming al: such relevant data, I would hope that after - response is required
a)ifthg e_mur delay and previous studies, the decision . 2601-1 P q .
making ent#ides will couragecnsly address the known cauges

of the problems and take prompt action to restore this
wonderful river to more closely resemble its earlier

natural state.

Sincerely yours,

Kenneth Humphry )
5104 Patrick Creek Dr.
McKinleyville, CA . 9551%

TR 0
W"\; D3-1046
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2 ‘ _ 02 Postcards from Darrell Robinson, James A. Baird, and Dave Meredyth
Officlal Public Comment 4 - }

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . :

T support 2 diversion of no more that 30 pevcent of the natural water flow 2602-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Frinity River Basin_ W]nlelsuppmtﬂnmmemdmdym . . P .,
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the d ware limited by - 2603-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an-assumplion about the-amount of waser thet could be availsble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl legislation

cloarly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority over the diversion of any water 2604-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
o the CVP. Threor th Preferd lmiv dcs 1ot 50 g p

, Thesk You ¢ DECI10 M

i Namme: ife Servic
Address: 1 Sunshine U/ﬂu Arcata, GA

citystaterzip: € oreka Ch G550

. Official Public Comment 2 w 3
* Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Isuppoﬂadtwmonofmmoreﬂmsopermmufﬂ:emnmlwmﬂnw
fmmtheTnmtwaerBa.sm \thllelsupportlhesc:emeandsmdythat
tl)el"l.ow" fon Report, the dations were limited by

about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lag:s!auommgths Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

hieve 4 logally mandated ion of the

Thank You,

ok : S RESEIVER
Address; fo Bsx G189 DEC 10 1999

City/State/Zip: H-jg!ggg o, C B FI590 Fish & Wildiite Servie:
Arcata, CA

Gfficial Public Comment & o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basia. While I support the science and shady that
duced the Flow Report, the dations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thereiors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

hieve 3 legally dated ion of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou, < ‘—"- 3Es£i|'y«.: -
Mame: - ’l, )r,’r'., Xy BEC 18 e
Address: . IS Eish & wies
CiruiiatsiTin: m Areate o
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d D3-1047

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C
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s o - o Postcards from Sungnome Madrone, Glenn Goldan, and Lauri Rose
: P X
;’n EIS/EIR Team Menmbers: '
' 2605-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Lo e g e Ly
fuced the Frow Evaluas Repost, the recommendations were fmied by 2606-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
. ansssmnpmnabouttheamounlufwumthntmddbeavmlabiefmﬂmnver
D T res Do e e any wakr 2607-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

o the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Altemnative does not  to
does ol Y

hieve a legally dated ion of the
Thaok You, - DEC 10 99
Nare: MMS Fish & Wiidlite Serviee
Addrass: Arcata, Ca -

City/State/Zip: _~ E;" . ¥‘4 G 255 70

);q R wakr

Officiel Public Comment 2 wb
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the racommendations were: limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the giver.
' Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinty fish and vnldhﬁe pnoruy over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Theref the F d Al jve does not go far enough to
achieve a Jegally mandatﬁdremnonofﬂmmsym
‘Thank You, HE
Neme: (e -l C:cx.ba»l GEIVES
Address: & DEC 10 1950

| CuysatZip: C‘Fféj\%‘gldgf: Serure

kN

LR

. . Official Pablic Comment 2 bo ?
Dm EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the aatural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recc dations were fmited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addiiional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the erosystem,

BEBEIVEY
“Fhank You,
Name: —— DET 11 1998
Address: _ ? R, o S Ssh & Wiidiife Servics
City/State/Zip: __ i Drildowille, 04 85530 Arcats, CA
RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C V T b D3-1048
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- : Offictal Public Comament Z b o
Dear EISEIR Team Members: : y

L suppart a diversion of no move that 30 perceat of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
i produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legisltion 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 Praferred Alternacive does mot go far enough to

| n;k;i:g’"’ Jated vestoration of he oo R G L1V ED
i Name: Tt Hleoman, DEB 10 1994

Address: 114 églg,;ﬁ Lo r 38 Fish & Wl|d‘tt‘fe Senvite

City/State/Zip: 3..154, fsaRY Agcata, CA

_ . " Official Public Conoment Z
- Dear FISEIR Team Members:

E. prponadwersmnofmmmedm:iﬂpmaflhemﬁumlwﬂerﬂow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the dations weree limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thet could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

cl:ar!ygwesTnmqrﬁshandmldhfepnomywerm of,

o he VP, Therokors. o ratotod Alynesive docs MBS B At
hieve a legally dated i oflhc 3 .

Thack You, ' DEG 5 1%

Name: g < :{ ! ! Yoess
Address: 241 Ranwdnense C-CE, c Ro o‘&
City/Stmte/Zip: Iv_u@_dxc‘am

LIS fish & wﬂdhf& Service

one X
,f;“"““’w.ug- ‘f.__ e poparord. Phease gstore Te.

) fDesr EIS[EIR Tumt Members: Zb ‘ °

I support a divet§ion of 0o more that 30 percant of the natural water flow
“from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the sclence and study that
produced the Flow Eval Report, the were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabls for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority o¥er the diversion of any water
to the CVP. ﬁmfme,ﬂnhefenud&hemaﬂwdoesnmgoﬁ:mm@ to

hicve a lagally dl i °“h°mm“ﬂEEE|“E.
Thank You,
Nae: Mefﬂﬂﬁmwi DEC 10 1999
Address: ‘Pf) Bﬁ)ﬁf 1S Fish & Wildlife Servics

C-wrsm:p-wo Areata, CA

5 heme, mi“\s ﬁxe:.é‘er mer%m‘_ &Y";:EF‘} Hhoe. Bam e
Bon
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Postcards from Judith Hinman, Larry Moss, and Robert Sutherland

2608-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2609-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2610-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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I OMMMCM bl'
,,nmusmm'ream Meumbers: N

-I Suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the netural water flow
from ihe Trinity River Basiz. While I suppor: the science and study that
duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations ware limited by
massmnpuunabouttheamounlofwnmdmcou!dbezvmhblefonhenvcr,
Legislation creatiag the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation
ch:nrly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a logally mandated restoration of the
el N RECEIVE R

Thank You,
Name: SBosmal o g\.ﬂ(uSDEBIG‘EQQ

Address: Eox 271 & Wildlife Service
CityfState/Zip: 2 Wp D TMO v C& ﬁpﬁ.'g:

Official Public Commeent z bl z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i 1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ant assumption about the amount of water that could be availeble for the river.
Legislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

City/State/Zip: _E‘,_m_‘__@___gm( RESFTIV¥sL -
.

Official Puebiic Consnsent 2 u 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Juced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
az assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You, , REGEIVES

Nams: ,;’@, ry ﬁ:c e

Address: AL el cred® @qi BEC iy 996
Fish & Wildife .-

CitylStae/Zip: _ Emyefog , oot 5ot " ottt

e DEC 12 199¢
1 6‘-9\ ‘i US Fish & Wikdite core

RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C

Postcards from Sandra Tilles, Michael and Nancy Tout, and Henry Beck

2611-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2612-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2613-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcards from Jim Groeling, Carrie Grant, and Lewis Picher

Officiat Public Comment z b l q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

2614-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P .,
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 2615-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wese limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . us P
Legislation ereating the Trinicy River Division, and additional legisktion 2616-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh ta
achieve a legally mandated restomtion of the ecosystem.

Thank You, J?EQEH'E'{:

Name; . Iggz;-;gggd,agé

Address; B (LR DED Iy 1929

City/State/Zip: w“ B Witdlife Servig
Arcatz, Ca

Official Pubiic Comment 2 b' s
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mors tha 30 percent of the narral water flow
from the Trinity River Bastn. While 1 support the seience and study fhat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, end additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

REGEIVE:
‘Thank You, )
Wame: @ /-‘MZL. BEC 10 ng(;
Address: b &‘ ;

X/ T & W
City/StaterZipr ¥ W Iﬂ) ff)?‘ q§$S JShA%C:vI:.d!Ei;: s

Cfftcial Publie Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow -
frem the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scisnce and study that .-
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption 2bout the amount of water that could be available l?OI' ﬂie Tiver.
Legislatior 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 Prefered Alternative does not go far enough to
achizve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥You, o . _
Nams: !{ﬂ/wy- ﬁrfﬂh LEW/ s P /Cg;fél\"—!n
Address: I735' Oy g St

City/State/Zip: mng Lo i £eiob DEC 10 1999

1S Fish & Wildiife Servie:

<~ v ALY

T b D3-1051
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Postcards from Nancy J. Head, Bruce and Maureen Taylor, and

Official Public Comment 2 bl? - James W. Clark

" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow . . . .
ﬁ’orr]:pl;e Trinity River Basiz. While { su';:en the science and stdy that 2617-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
prod the Flow Evaiuation Report, the were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2618-1 Please see thematic responses titled ”Fisheries.”

Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P -
o the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Altemative does nofig frEepyugty e 2619-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achleve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ) Q DEE 10 1990
Name: ?’?chu - inferd TS Eish & Widire Sanric.
Address: [P eg Logo 2L Arcata, CA
City/State/Zip: Fiding (o 93770

Official Public Comment Z b ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, znd additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish 2nd wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Thereforz, the Preferred Alternative does not go far emugh to

aphleve & legally i ion of the Y
Thank You, 2
e el e
Neme: / Lo BEC 16 1999
ress: 1S Fish & Wildlite Servic-
¢ . Arcata, CA

CiyfSue/Zipn. Toynvighod], o Q510

e 20019

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
picduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, ihe Freferred Aliernative does not go far enough o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Menibers:,

—aiy

hieve a legally dated r ion of the ecosystem.
Thank Yoo, RELEIYID
Name: Jomes ) CLARK  DEC 19 190
Address: 2

Y39 I eTiEs] :
18§ Fish & Wildlife Sen -
City/State/Zip: SURERA (A G55 0% Arcata, C: e

<~ v =\

N D3-1052
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ﬁxng pet ——  koder port . - Postcards from Kathleen Cleary, Kristi Wrigley, and David Pruitt
ST oj]'cm: Public Comment Z b zo
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2620-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
&i‘;‘fﬁff'nﬂi‘*ﬂ; ety suppor e scieace sod o g 2621-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the rec ns were limited by
about i fwater that could be available for th R i itled “Fisheries.”
ﬁ;mi“g;an::‘é:;m‘;“gv:ﬁ:mo‘nf:nd e l:y‘;’m:n’“’“ 2622-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thereforz, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enou.gh w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. K. %ﬁ: e wp_fer‘

Thenk You, e‘“@ "Lf_'( Tty dad g
Name: "x‘—ﬁ{-éfé-é’ﬂ ﬁ/@ﬂ7
Address: losd 4 A DEC 10 188

City/StatesZip: 5%4,@@/ s %wwce

nat more doyou n«o:.{) —= 2 f WS M d
Ly anm:.molf‘m:rnamfcs Cantty AfsT" A4 ua&w

rDLfQ(& J‘_"W Offtcial Public Commen: LOMNESIRU 1t
Dear EE/EIR Tenm%eni&o z: r‘L 0_:*:"&'}:;31 0‘-3' (,,::’ wsak!z.rr )

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scwnoe and study that
producad the Flow E ion Report, the were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availeble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to
achieve g legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. BEG 1Y EDR

Thank You, o
Name: =LEY BEC 1¢ 19%

! . & Wildfe Servict
Address: wﬁb Y B & WO

ity/State/Zip: 2 QZ‘
- . oﬁ'mt Pubtu- Comment 2 b zz

- -Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the r dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t0 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go Far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, HEBE VRS
Name: Dw;:l ﬁ“‘-lLlL . BEC 10
Address: Fon B & T/ 19%8

Esh & .
City/State/Zip: AI “ﬁ oA 255/ § Arca‘ﬂ,d :'I;E Servics

) ) x ° s
RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C V T b D3-1053

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

,Oj’m@! Public Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memmi

2 2‘023 Postcards from Carol E. Mone, Sarah Maninger, and Heidi Theodore

1 suppor: a diversion of 3 s mire m 30 percent of the natural water flow 2623-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Bastn]{Whilé | support the scmnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the foms wete limited by 2624-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that ocul:li :;drmlalbie ft;;a?::nmer

W) 10Ral 2gl! . . . .
?ﬁﬁ}f{;’;‘ﬁ;‘;ﬁ‘?;f;ﬁ.‘.‘;ﬁ;: g;e:ns:;né\?:r the iversion of any water 2625-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative déoes not go far ¢nough 1o
achieve a legally mandated mEmtion of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu, %i'l_'-r REGEMVE:
Norne: Jaeel & Mome  — ° preqgqge
Address: Box z2?

- - S Eish & Wildtife Senns
CiryStaweiTip: _Trovnled, Ca. S50 Arcata, CA

s rs—. ¥ 7y

;- Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

j I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While { suppon the sc;enoe and study that
produced the Flow E ion Report, the were Hmited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation =
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water -
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not gﬁaﬁ w%gn .
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster. L oSS

b

Thank You, _ DEC 10190 7
Name: -I'S Eish & W"Idlrfe Serdr
Address: 20 l';L 571'- S

City/State/Zip:

‘759[
Tl - CrurPy N _’{/ﬁnl}y?h/%l/ Zéz’%w’“m

Official Public Comment 2 b 2 S
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and sindy 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.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecogystem.

Thank You, . RECEIVER
Nome: Koo Dsoos< DEG 10 163
Address: LD Py g 77

- IS Fish & WIIcIfe Servic=
City/State/Zip: _Cornen /16 r 3 G5076 Arcata, Cx,

<~ v =\

N D3-1054
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

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

I sepport a diversion of no more that 30 percemt of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. Whilg I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional 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 3 legally dated r ion of the

FEREG - (485

Thank You, M—/ RAEGEIVED
Name: - DEC 10 1996
Address: Bo. Bax {488 TS Fish & Wildlife s
City/State/Zip:  __Mevade <G €A/ Aicata, Ch

. I;'-- - 1 Gﬂl’cidl’ubﬁc Commient 2 b Z 7
- Dear LISEIR Team Members: ’

-1 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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative does not go far enough to
schieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, REREIVE:
Mame: b ‘DL" .

)
, BEG 10 moe
Addeess -y 20 oy 35k Metdetsobn T Fish & Widlire Ser 1
. .. K ife Ser s
City/State/Zip;  _ f Arcata Ca 55515 4357 Arcats. 0

LET'S LESYE A LIvipe FLakeET

B

Official Fablic Comment 2 bm
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawmral 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 abowt the amount of water thet could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. REGLEIY= -

Thank You, .
| ame AanzLJzzéé;zzg/ DEC 10 198

Address: Mﬁﬁv_};&& TS Fish & Witdte -
Arcata.
Gity/State/Zip: &%LM_{? icata. Ca

RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C

Postcards from W. Paicier, Pamela Mendelsohn, and Burton C. Harlan

2626-1
2627-1
2628-1

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

) Official Public Comment : Z b 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were Timited by
an zssunipticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trivity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water
10 the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
hi a legally dated ion of the ecosystem. N
Thank You, RESEIVEZ

- N
Name: -Bﬂﬁcﬂ&—%é%’ —), DEC1omE
Address: nuhy o lldinier -, / - ]

Us Fish & Wildfife Sz

Ciny/State/Zin: 'gjﬂ/-, g,pic'f 438 ‘/ Arcata, C&

Officiai Public Comment b 30
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 scmnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the were limited by
an assumption abour 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 pnonty over the diversion of any warer

to the CVP. Therefore, the P d Al Ive does not go far enough to
- achieve a lagally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Th?.nlr: Yeu, BE&E”’EB
Name: ©hn Ta [ SN
Address: 5 Ho wc{ Euich DEE 110 198
City/State/Zip: _ETwa_CA fé037 U Fish & Witdite Surve
Areata, Ca

ix - E Official Publie Comment ;Z b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ounld be available for the river.
Lepislation 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 Altemative does not go far cnnugh ta

hieve a legally . ion of the y - RERE? Ve
Thank You,

Name: Me 1 1gas
Address: M Yo e s /,c,pm% i Sorvi
CityiState/Zip: _Aew ol € FEE &~

RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C

Postcards from Brynn Benson, Jean Taylor, and Raymond W. Barratt

2629-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2630-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2631-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N .vl
TN D3-1056
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Official Public Comment Z b 3 2
" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support’ a diversion af no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife 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 ecosysr:m

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

ot

P

- Official Public Comment. b
Dear _EiSn"EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no inere that 30 percent of the natural water ffow
from the Trinity River Basin. While { suppert the science and study that
prodeeed the Flow Evaluati eport, the dations were limited by
an assemption about the amounit 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. Therefors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated testoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, [REGE"JE“

Name:

Official Public Comment 2 b 3 q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recc dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem, T CILEE
I KRS -

S%n Idhfe Servies
CltnytateJZm Q |, B aaP) =45

Thank You, .

Mame: \ TED P ags

Address: T3 Tigh @ Wi

City/State/Zip: C jl 455 2;?
RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C

Postcards from Donna B. Clark, Carol Boyd, and Bill Stringer

2632-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2633-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2634-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Official Public Comment - Z b 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow-Evaluation Report, the 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, Therefors, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated sestoration of the ecosystem3 E @ B1YER

‘Thank You, - N
Name; ﬁﬂf/gmwﬁmw OEe 1_'1 VIQQE .
Address: /2 [y Z$— 1S Hsh & Wilife Serdcs

- Arcata. O
City/State/Zip: o foe ﬁ.;%c (B G645

Official Public Comiment Z 0 3 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asswmption 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. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, = ) Agfelda:
Name: / o Shhrecky DEC 1+ WY
Address: PC Bay 1/¥2

UE Fsh & Wildtife Servics
CityfStetelZipn Iz {e (oldio oA §F € Trcata, CA

an assumption abour the 1
Legislation creating the T,
g Clex‘ly gives Trinity fish i

RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C

Postcards from Art Penniman, Lia Subrecky, and Mr. & Mrs. Geo Mulvey

2635-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2636-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2637-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N A
v C -d D3-1058

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page
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263%

L support a diversion of no more that 30 ercent of the naruraj w ¢
from the Trinity River Basin. White | su];pon the scienca al:g :::1*; 12\:
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be wvailable for the rive
chu!atn_:n creating the Trinity River Division, and zdditional fegislation "
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priecily over the diversion of any water
] t}:c CV¥. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1n
achitve a lepally mandated restoration of the acosystem

Thank You,
Name:

Address: / 4
City/State/Zip: . A Foo (éﬁfc 10 1939

U5 Fish & i
Iddtife ;
"\f'ceta, C: Senvee

Official Public Conument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

) Official Public Corment 2 bﬁ
Dear EISfEIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the rece dations were [imited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divigion, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Alternative does el Bif Uniiih to

hieve a legally daterd of the L
Thank You, . . DEC 1 1958
Neme: : o L[S mish & Wildiife Sarvies
Address: 6 b G 3 . Arcata. CA

City/State/Zip: _ Weo e CaQ%S63

Official Public Comntent 2 Mo
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! suppont 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of wazer 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 Aliernative dees not go far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

= ¥ RESEIVE:

Thank You,
Name: Kot Rasceion DEC 10 100
Address: “171 B p a7 US Fish & Wildiifz 5.

City/State/Zip: 5 e, [ B ases Arcata. €4

RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C

Postcards from Carlton Bradford, Douglas G. Sobey, and Kent Anderson

2638-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2639-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2640-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Pl 4| RECEIVED Postcards from Sally Aldinger, Larry Robinson, and George Thomas

Gfficiat Public Comment DEC 10 1599
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: s 55“;;::;”?: Servic- 2641-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a di i ' . . . .
pport a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2642-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evahration Report, the recommendations were Iir{'liled by
an assumption a§out the armoani of water that could be available for the river 2643_1 Please see thematic reSpOHSeS tiﬂed “FiSheries ’
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation |
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Allermative docs not go far enough to

achieve a legally mapdated resioratign-of the ecosystem.
Thank You, 5 ‘Jff QZ{Z o
Mame: - SALY B ARG

Address: PO Box /279

CitylSuelliy: Ay rof A Ot Foosy

Official Public Comment 2 bq 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recor dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Frinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem 3 EREJYED

Thaak You, .
Name: BEB 10 1989
Address: Fish & Wiidlife Servico:

Arcata, CA
City/State/Zip:

Offcal Pubic Comment 2@;‘ 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversior 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 Repott, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be avatlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water

1o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Altiernativ; 3 not go far enough to
achieve a legally m%rg;tig of ystem.
Thank You, —tw,._ REGEv:
Name: § -‘@ﬂ'gé - &5

: DEC 1 -
Address: o feele Creels Us Fs EC 16 198
' City/State/Zip: feowd A oo ‘Sh;t::;”dg: =

<~ v =\
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Postcards from Ken Templeton, Michael Taylor, and Cynthia and

Officiel PESHE Comment 2 q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: i @q Ted Story

I suppart & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . urs e
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 2644-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption aboat the amount of water that could be available for the river.

. : “" : : 7
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2645-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrsd Alternative does not go far enough 10 2646-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve 2 legally mandated resuon/tien/of the ecosystem.

Mook You, ALy ZepelR greeinen

Name: 4 !’

Address: sug- 435 Old Hey Rd, DE 10 1925

CityiStaterZip: _Vie A hor, CA 9605 GE Bch & Witite Serne
[ Arcata, CA

Official Public Contrsent 2 b%
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of eny water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You :
. - ZESEIVED
Name: Mtcégai T@ﬂof
Address: 3656 Harfihrond Cule DES 10 1090
Gity/Staterzip: _Efna CA f6017 5 Fish & Wildiife Serie
Arcata, CA

Officinf Pubiic Comment 2 bq b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 pescent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the datiens were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that, could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addfiional 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 mandatgd restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ; " f ,f-:
Name: (ﬂ

F%a a0l

Address: BEBEiYEe
Cirstarerzipr _ Ay 00|

DEC 10 1909

CIO ek 4 nafLirs. -

<~ v 2\

T b D3-1061
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e M

DearfiSa’ElR Team Memibers:

i " I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the detions were limited by
an assumption about the armount 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 ot go far enough ta

r

Cfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
prod the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumpticn shout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

‘Thank You, 65 g, é 5‘ (

Name: — RECEIVED
Add[esS: . mt:‘ams-m| T -
City/State/Zip: _ BEL 10 1998

Arcata, GE,

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. QEGEINAS
Thapnk Yeu, :
Name: . DEC 10 98¢
Address: i =2 S’S" : /a//ZSrfeww /%h & Wiidli{? <
City/State/Zip: __F fCrroio (r e Cud Arcata, G2

b e

15 Fish & Wildiife Serv

Official Public Commeny b qq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available fer the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legishation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altenative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. AEREIYE 2
. L o iF

City/SiatefZip: Scatfie, WA 28103

Thank You,

Marne: DEC 10 1986

Address: Ms, Julia Bem S Fish & Wildtife Ser v
PO, Box 31745 Arcata, CA

RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C

Postcards from Michael Shapiro, Becca Smith, and Julia Bent

2647-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2648-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2649-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _VA
v = D3-1062
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Official Public Comment .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturml water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow ion Report, the rec Jations were limited by
an assumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go farz@@'gﬂj
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, . 19 199
Name: ‘;‘\f:‘WIJ" Vs ehen a1 - itlite Sar
Address: LU’YI meda. Gh

/(@
City/StateiZip: (¥ ?‘4 //‘- ﬁ'} PE o>

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2@5 ‘
1 support a diversion of no more than 3¢ Percent of thie natural
water flow from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the r dations were limited by an assumption ahout
the amounnt of water that conld be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
iegistation clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over
the diversion of any water to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferved
Alzernative does not go far enough to achieve a legally mandated

of the ecosystent. RESEIVED
PEC 10 1939

. "

Thank you,

Official Public Comment Z bs 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the dwem% plany yater

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go™far ‘enoug
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: | E_]l ?&ﬂf !2&

Address: 3 . 4 =

City/$uateiZip CIREEA. A Y5502

RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C

Postcards from Ranit Kirschenbaum, Ronald M. Steinberg, and
Ed Pawlus

2650-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2651-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2652-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N A
v C -d D3-1063
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(fficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

. : : 2(9 5 3 Postcards from Bette Ann Berg, Sacha Hall, and Ron Angell

i . . . V28 ol . ”
| sopmort  divereion of mc more tkar 30 peromme of the naturl wates £y 2653-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendsations were limired by 2654-1 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 gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2655-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrsd Alterative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resiomtion of the ecosysten,

Thanok You, RECEIVES
Name: Bedle M Bore

Address: o &t L9 DEC 10 198
CityStateiZip: __Pricedm  0A 9SS l@'EShA‘f‘c:t’;'f’gj e

Official Public Comment b 54
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . - 2

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity Rivar Bagin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
2n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the niver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsrnative does not go far enough m
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, EEEEQE&
Wame: Zsnna Hall

Address: 00 Py MIS L
City/State/Zip: Prgin ] 1o 455(% Areata. <

Official Public Comment b SS
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

1 suppore a diversion of ha mare that 30 percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion 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
w the CYP. Therefere, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w

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

Mame: /zﬂff ﬂqu /4 DEC 1
Address: 2033 £ or 05 Hsh & wi

Arcatu,

City/StatefZip: Svveks s Calik goghi

< Ve

R D3-1064
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Postcard from Jim Subrecky
2656-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Qffieiad Prublic Camment Z bs b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nalumal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While { support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limated by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionzal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warwer
to the CVP. Therzfore, the Prefetred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: D Y R AP

Auddress: L -

City/State/Zip: f e T gm s e v

AN\ A Y
RDD/TRINITY2597-2657.D0C v ) - D3-1065
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Letter from Jude Claire Power Dated December 5, 1999

Regarding the adequacy of the Preferred Alternative, please see
thematic response titled “No Action Alternative/Existing

Conditions Scenario and Range of Alternatives.”
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