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

Official Prblic Corument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

2 65 8 Postcards from John Zaverl, Sophie M. Yen, and Barbara Toschi

2658-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
! support a diversicn of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow

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

produced the Fiow Evaluation Repest, the recommendations were limitsd by 2659-1 ca P

an assemptien about the amournt of warer that covld be available for the river. . . . .

Legistation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation 2660-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

1o the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far nough to
ieve 2 legally dated ion of the

Thank You,

Name: HEGEIVEB
Address:
FC i3
City/Staw/Zip: ngmad i _‘1999
Morson Vidiey, CA 025576626 U FISH & Wildlife Serwic.

Arcata, CA

e oﬁ;;;gi.:ﬁgm‘z{vgzr

Dear EIS/EIR, Team Members; .

"1 supptni & diversion of no more TAE 30 Fercent of the natural water flow
Erom the Trinity River Pasin. Whils 1 support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be awailable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fizh and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a jegally mandated restomtion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: %ﬂ ?j’j I'.Qi l EQEI;
Address: f e ¥
City/State/Zip: F

Official Public Comment 2 bw

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 20 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
4n assumption about the amcunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the UWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

7
MName: 7

Address: /52.01 G.g_,g g= éé:é_fg ﬁ.{ N

City/SaerZip:  £de ﬁf@g% EA Gsugy,

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

Postcards from Susan E. Lincoln, Sue Schueler, and Jim Crittenden

Officiaf Public Comment w
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

- i itled “Fisheries.”
1 support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2661-1 Please see thematic responses t
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scieace and smudy that . . P .
produced the Flow ion Report, the 7 dations were {imited by 2662-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
at assumption abont the amount of water that could be available for the niver.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
cleacly gives Trindey Esh and wildiite prioriy over the diversion of acy water 2663-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the eoos m.

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

Official Public Comment Z ‘ ’b Z
Dear EISVEIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow ion Report, the r daticons were limited by
2u #ssuirpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R )
Name: SHE Sodtae 47
Address: Touwr. o

CiySueszip. __Sdy) RACAEC, C A0

Offzciof Public Comment bbs
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support z diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural waler fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
. Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
i clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
’ to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative doss not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

<~ V’“"\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

o 2(0( L | Postcards from Nancy Campbell, Bill Eichhorn, and Naomi Hanson
Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of no wore thar 30 percent of the natural water flow 2664-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

{rom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scieace and study that ) ]
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2665-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2D assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legislation . . P .
cleirly gives Trinigr fieh and witdlis pricrity ever the diversion go]fany waler 2666-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP, Thersfore, the Preferred Altemetive does not go far enough to
aghieve @ legally mandated resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, \_A{ '}?)@M_M

Name: i 2l l
Address: Y

City/State/Zip: ‘jl'g[[ Ualey CAongdr-is¢a

T

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppest a diversion of ne more that 3D percent of the natusal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recormnendations 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 Aliernative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

i Name: (B"” EI‘CJ-\,LOH-‘
Address: ?1 o] Sﬂ‘u‘ [‘l\ @ .
CiyrsuterZip: _ oXil Vg flox  CA

A

Official Public Comment : Z @bb

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm 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
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, <
Name: W{ SM -~
Address: et Cuncle

S
City/State/Zip: O‘IMWPLMI {a O[ ‘-{7 0y

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

ol Public Comment 2@ 07 Postcards from Wilma Wheeler, Tom Chivington, and Robert Tannahill

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 3 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fNow 2667-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2668-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity sver the diversion of any water 2669-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - ) '

Narme: éztég : Q;MA/

Address: Po By 3823
CiyiStateszip:  Hammerst [AKEs CA 7354

) Official Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smudy that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and. additionz] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

- i
Name: fom Lo Viseren
Address: 26 b fawded A

City/State/Zip: adm Ko A FT¥OL e

amsarsconnn ) (0]

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the natuwral 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 niver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to |
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the seosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ?(UE'EZT' ﬂuuﬁmu.
Address: S Pra DEvy

City/StatelZip: _Sgu Catmpwrs Cp FLLT7R

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

o,ﬁc.-a;maccgmz'(o-z o Postcards from Sabine Wm. Glinsk, Kenneth W. Ertman,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Victor L. Harvey

I support z diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stu@y _that . ) .
produced the Plow Evalustion Report, the recontnendasions ware limited by 2670-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amount of water that could be avmlalb;e f_o: the fiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Diviston, and additional legistatron . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2671-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
t the CYP. Therefige, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achiove o legally fygdated restoration of the scosystem. - 2672-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: f
Addrass: C¥E Gl S /--6‘45
City/State/Zip: S S ep [ Fof s

Official Public Cammlb I ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membecs:

{ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppor: the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be availsble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver 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,

Name: Jﬁ_&%n_ﬁilL\:—‘f TN
Address: 330 BT San Pedi R,

City/Sue/Zi;: AN, QA-:gAe_l X qLEC{U(

: Officiol Public Comment b i z
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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of waler that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alremalive does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the goosystem,

Thank You,
Name: \\ VCan. L : \_\hﬂh@?

Address: 727 O1e5s Growd
Citystaterzip: (Frimsosr  CA oy

<~ v =\
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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:

o e 2 (0-73 Postcards from Barbara Nelson, Tom Parry, and Diane Grieman

T giopoct 3 divéision % f the natural water flow 2673-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Sast hile Tsuppo science and study that . . e .,
duced the Flow ion Report, the rec dations were limited by 2674-1 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 additieggl 1 tion . . . .,
cleirly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the d]verswn‘%:o any water 2675-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

o adgi il
Address: IRT ;Jgf-t Eorss fa
CityiStateizip: _ SHSAL e Cp FIFE

. Offtcial Public Comment b l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| 1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the patumsl watsr flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scxence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repaort, the ¢ were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be zvailable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisior, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemnative does not go far enough 1w
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Natme: //cm ;%R-P_-v
Address: S Ba /
CityiSate/Zip: _ Tredma i oof 7,\(?0

Official Public Comment 2 b I
' Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert 2 diversion of no mere that 3¢ percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the sclencc and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the i 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 Preferced Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:
Address: g{ﬂa&[{ A §ooar. 2400 MT?{A&'.Q Seap/ic EJJ/T
City/State/Zip: ng

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

" Qfficial Public Comment . .
Deac EIS/EIR Team Metnbers: Z‘D-’(O Postcards from Martin E. Garrett, Gil Merckel, and Harvey Ceaser

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanral water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 2676-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . o .
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and addftional legistation 2677-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority. over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Th Alternativi . . u . ”
;chieve a lcgallymmrf’ - Pmr&n?‘.ln of .heu ¢ Jocs not go far enough to 2678-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, )
Name: Marees E. Gagners

Address: %OS&M
Clity/State/Zip: L) (4 Fys2

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment b l i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppiort 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 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 does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restorarion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name; e M

Address: — ot Visre Paad
City/State/Zip: _Hmém@.&_ceh_gww

Official Public Comment b ! g
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memibers:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

| from the Frinity River Basin. While I support the scisnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the rec dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be svailable for the river.
Legislation ereating 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 Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiems.

Thank You, "
Name: P ( & ysevr—

Addrese:

e
City/StatefZip: A}.’:&M Q@é ) 4 4'5‘5?5

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

Ofctat Pablic Camment :Z b'zq Postcards from Howard Strauss, Shannon Galleher, and Michael
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: WindhOIZ

I suppo:t a diversion of no mere that 30 perceat of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basie. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendadons were limited by 2679-1
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 2680-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, 7} S 2681-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name: Mo cmml Stenis )
Address: LF 2 B&fj‘h{ﬁ/ /—fue d-_?

CityStatelZip: & er fpe,-' o ; A "/";C;'Sl

. Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Teem Members;

1 support a divession of no more that 30 ercent of

from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suf;pon‘. the s::::nrclaer:;axi \::t:; lfll;;'l"
produced 1I}e Flav Bvaluati Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislasion creating the Trinity River Division, and additiensl legislation
::;e:hxley Cg‘l;;-s ‘%:mty; fish end wildlife pricrity ovar the diversion of any water
e CY Iégnllyem ‘“fw m:APrct‘:rnled lelgeﬂrlanvc dges |Tot g0 far enough to

Thank Yoo,
Name, Shann Gafleher
Address: Box 45}

City/State/Zip: A oyl

Mficial Pabiic Commeont w ?‘
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

J 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 additienal fegislation
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 o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvsten.

Thank You, )
Narme: (\{\ youldrs L DA pad x‘] OLL
Address: (A 3%

iy -
CityState/Zip: 9 X TR A NCISCO | iy o )

<~ V’“"\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

e pestc Commen ZW Z Postcards from Harvey Caine, Georgie Chivington, and Michael Mumford

Dear EIS/ETIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2682-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
| from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
i produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . uxs . ”
: an assumption abous the amenat of. water that could be avatlabic for fhe river. 2683-1 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 2684-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1©
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thacok You, -~ 1=
o W@ cpue)
Addrase: J{,{/ L A
City/State/Zip: / . 5‘25

Offictat Public Comment bg 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the namral water flow

} from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and shudy 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 aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative degs not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Theak You,
Name: CEpe e Crtpyimiere~
Address: DO i 4 A

City/Sate/Zip: __ A3 5 o, ¢t T

i Official Public Commens b%q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: o
[ suppert & diversien of no more the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While'T-suppercifia science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaticn
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough 10

achieve a lepgally mandated restoration of the ecosxste% ?,,
Thank You, %/

Narme: Al reretie Aoaiend
Address: 17 S Rirsnsinsd A
Citw/StaterZip: rl¥sesrss, of §rrer

< Ve

R D3-1075
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public a.mmztpgs Postcards from Steve Barager, Barbara Swanson, and Bill Winter

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pefcent of the patural water flow 2685-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
! from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

praduced the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited . . . .

an assumption about the amount of water that ceuld be available for the e, 2686-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinjty Rivér Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler i 1 1 “Bi ies.”
o the CVP. Thereore, the Preferrod Altermative docs not go far ntgh 1o 2687-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a lepzlly mandated restoration of the scosystem.

. Thank You, :

t Name: %\/Q B‘ff‘m(
Address: ‘Pa Ed"“ ??
City/State/Zip: e \/in"]-r\,@ caqasy )

Official Pablic Comment b %
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturai watér flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of watsr that could be available for the river.
Legisiation: creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecesystem,

Thank You, ~ ]

MName: &tm(j \Qﬂu"zfn(-é-ﬂ. ‘Lf‘

Address: by f M Lase >
Ciyrsmezip: e Birshield, CH 73360

= Official Public Comnent 8 i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ~~ :

I support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Bagin, 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 Divisian, and additional legistation
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 a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem. )

Thank You,
Name: 5’ (43 M NTE A
Address: ALt @@aﬂ#m/ﬁ/ﬁ

CityfStatelZip: _Lputens proen , G F530b

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

' amwms:'cwlbs 8 Postcards from Ellen Nelson, Charles M. Schlinger, and Dennis McKinley

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . . .
from the Trinfty River Basin. While [ su;port the science and study that 2688-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were iimited by

gn assumption sbout the emotnt of water that could be available for the river. 2689-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity Rivar Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity ever the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative does not go far enough to 2690-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a légally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: _E,Hen.-. Mo 1S

Address: E¥gs b L oatec ey

City/State/Zip: Feresdre  Co it 13527

Official Public Comment
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 limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availebie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish snd wiidlife prierity over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does ot go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thanx You,

Name: Choeces ML Scinluger

Address: Mm_im%s_ﬁﬂ #C
. i

City/State/Zip: LC&_MM}L}J

Official Pablic Comment bq D
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

‘Thank You,

Name: Mh&lj_mdﬁb%
Address: 2ol [1&[1# lak | p

Ve
CiySnerZip: Bl fgien O 83020

<~ v ALY
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Silveira, and Shirley Jones

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

ot P Corment 2 [pﬂl Postcards from Dalrymple/Harkavy, Dr. Don Flickinger & Dr. Jennifer

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water How
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 2691-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legiskation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2692-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
t0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to . . . .

2 legally mandated ion of the ecosy 2693-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

Naime: Dm_P-.\;Mpu:\ HAR YK P\\N
Address: =295 S Eiren Hﬂu-ﬂmm Lo.
City/State/Zip: _HE Pedsdods (A 940G

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Pubiic Comment wq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
am agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legi.sl.atiun creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, u:e Preferred Altsmative doss act go far encugh w

achieve a [egally d ion of the ¥

Thank You.  Pa Doo, fzrco mart g’ D2 TR wsais A SR
MName:

Address: SYd YA I

City/State/Zip: YAREKA A Feorz

Official Public Cammem bq 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. . While [ support the science 2nd study that

duced the Flow luation Report, the ¢ dations were limited &y
an assumphion 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 prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: .ﬁlfﬂr \!M
Address: Y34 Q)W/J)‘d @/\'
City/Stateizipr _(onnona, CH Gi7 7

) ) x ° s
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment ;Z bqq Postcards from Bernadeen Scholl, Bruce Mayfield, and Shelley Morrison

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 20 percent of the natural water flow - i i “Fi ies.”
ot Triaiy Rover Basins “Wile - oioport he ersems ey vt Lo 2694-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

. produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be availzble for the river. 2695-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water _ 1 1 “Bi ies ”
fo the CP. Therefors, the Preferred Ahermative docs oot g0 far caosgh 1 2696-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

hieve a lepally. dated ion of the ecosystem.

Thznk You,
Name:

DBersadesn Sehall
Address: ﬁ 1665 W. Ord Way
Clry/State/Zip: Anzheim, CA 928024

Qfficisl Public Comment uqs
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I 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 that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of 2oy water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

‘Thank You,
Narne: BRJVCE  MAYEELD
Address: 4 Pive Tree Court

City/State/Zip: S t&a{:}ei LA 94903

Offcial Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 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 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
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enovgh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Mame:
Address:
i City/State/Zip:
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Official Public c.,.,,mz MI? Postcards from Patrick W. Murray, Mindy Henn, and Patrick Geffrey

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

j  support 2 divesion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2697-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

roduced the Flow Evaluation Report;, therrecommendarions were limited b . . P . P
i assumption. about the ameunt o :'uer that could be aveiable for the river, 2698-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tririty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2699-1
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enoungh to

deind

hicve a legally T ion. of the ecosy
Thank You,
Addregs: >3 Seeat e,
City/StaeZip: oo Umselio
CA G460

Official Public Contment
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
' from the Teinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avzilable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trindy fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altetnative does not go far enough to

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a lepally dated ion of the Y SUCTIL
Thank You,

Name: it

Address: 2252 A

CityState/Zip:  _ Dtreropds LA GTEIT

Official Public Camment 2 uqq

Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

I suppert 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendztions were Himited 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 priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legatly mandaied restoration of the scosystem.

Thank ¥You,
Nazme: E)

Address: 222 i ﬁg
City/StatefZip: 2&\5 g & %!", b

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

Officiat Public Comment 2 —‘ oo Postcards from Sue-Dee Fowler, Alan R. Morrison, and Wm. Hagen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2700-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . e o
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2701-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legiclation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionz] legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority gver the diversion of any water . . . .
1o the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Aliemative dogs not go far enough to 2702-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank Yeu, C%

Narme: Mﬁ
Address: ¢
City/State/Zip: - fm

Official Public Comment 2 1 O‘

Dear EIS/EIR Yeam Members:

{ suppert = diversior of no more that 30 percent of the natumal 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 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 Altemative does not go far enongh to

ieve a legally T ton of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:

| Address:
City/§tate/Zip:

Ojficial Public Comment l O 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: 856
CipSawiZipy  TeNuy CPh 3¢ 16

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

O,ﬁ'icia!haMEchmmZ1 DS Postcards from Alan Green, Katie Green, and Janet Hutton

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support 2 diversion of no more it 30 percent of the wanural water flow 2703-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produces the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormendations were limited by

2n assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2704-1 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 ~ . . P .
to the CVD. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative doss not go far nough 10 2705-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You,

— it gagen (Bauws lif JG’“'
Address: 3viy P Kb,
City/Staterzip: _Lernocl €A 95148

Official Public Commens .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the nanwal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the scnencz and study that

duced the Flow Ev Report, the dations were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisiar, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aleermative goes not go far erough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark ¥You, l ]
Name: M"

Address: 3v3 Frp el R
City/State/Zip: __Lerealn (A 95148

Officiat Public Connent 2 7 o S

Dear LIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from th: Trinity River Basin, While [ support the scwnoe and study that

duced the.Flow Evaluation Report, the ions were fimited by
an assumption abott 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 diversicn of zny water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

‘Thank You, — .
Name: \FM_ %LL‘H';—\..-—\
Address:

City/State/Zip: H ::Mz#muﬂr;oumm
753 LAKE YILLAGE LRIYE
Amriar T TSONVILLE Ch 95078343

< v =\

N D3-1082

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C



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

amcwmkcﬂmml.z o (0 Postcards from John M. Doane, Ron Dong, and Nancy Dagle

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2706-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by g : : “Gg; faa
an assumption about the amount of water that could b available for the river. 2707-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2708-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Thevefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mendated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Official Pablic Comment i l 07
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanural water flow
frow, the Trinity River Basin, Whils I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the daticns were limited by
an ‘assumption zhout the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislatior: 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 Altemnative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

- Thank You, @
Name: N o &1

Address: S8 ?‘V@‘“@(lﬂ“f
CitySiate/Zip: Lop Gardes OA Dofze.

Official Public Comment z 7 08
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natuezl water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While [ 'support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations were limited by
an zssumption about the ameunt of water that ceuld be available for the river,
Legisfation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restomation of the ecosystern,

Thank You,
MName: J\/AMW I“lt,r_e
Address: 2370 Parer Aus

City/Stale/Zip: LEteons €A F4s5e

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

Ocial Pubitt Eonmant 2'-1 m Postcards from C. T. Henne, Tony Barnard, and Ruth Henne

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

7
E I B A

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

from the Frinity River Basin. While [ support the science-and study that 2709-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluaticn Report, the czcommendations were limited by
an assurmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2710-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Triniry River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does ot go far enough to 2711-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration 9&‘ the scosystem,

Thank You, - I

Wame: ﬁ--—-—:;f.%%{wﬂb
Address:

Clty/State/Zip:;

Arcata, CA 96521

¥ o,gwm.-ccmz 1 L o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patral water flow
from the Tnity River Basin. While I support the seisnce and soady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

‘Thank You,

Nams:

Address: £3 Q/ &
CitytSatesZip: Sam. forlhe, (a  FO7TZ—

- . 1.7 Official Public Comment 2 z ‘ ‘

=+ Dear ElS;'l_;'[R Tedm 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 Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abont the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity. fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

) Thank You, Iy .
) . /. i 7‘71
: Name. L :\'7}{_/ A, e

Address:
City/State/Zip: Areata, OB 95521
— VS
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

_ Official Public Comment ‘) ( 'Z Postcards from Byrd A. Lockte, Steve Dykes, and Ty Ellis
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of no moare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2712-1

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be avzilable for the river. 2713-1 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 . . . .

to the CVP. Therefore, the prefmdlj“[cr:};uve does oot go far mﬂgh o 2714-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achicve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You,

Name- 35%4,_‘& %}sz

Address: :,ﬁ < @g @u.hef E&L

City/State/zipn _ Cnsbs oP 45503
Il

i - W

Offcial Public Comment

N 23

| I support a diversien 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 Evaluarion 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 lagisiation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

hieve a legally dated ion of the ecosystem.
Thank ¥eu,
Name: teve Dukes
Address: Z Cote  Covldave.

City/StatesZip: ﬁx:en byva.-e fCor T4 b+

R Official Public Comment 2 l l 4
Dear EISEIR 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

duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crezting the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far oough to
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the evosysiem. ’

Thark Yo
Name: " ﬁf&&l L)

Address: 1333 Maricd #vE.

CityrStateiZip:  JELGELS, LA 95503

) ) x ° s
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T Toig o Z -l Postcards from David Horirtz, Dennis Fitzgerald, and Greg Collis
o . - Ofieiyl PublieComment ls
. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members> e
N X - i isheries.

I support & diversion of no more tI'|iat 30 percent of the nahan:ld w;;er g:\tu 2715-1 Please see thematic responses title

Trinity River Basin. Whiie £ Tt ienoe shudy ) ) e o,

m:;; e Flw Eausion Repor e tsoomendatos vie \mited by 2716-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumplion about the amount of waler that could be available tjur the river.

ety gives Ty S sed WIALE, procy v the diverion of e 2717-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priccity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
ieve a legally dated r ion of the ecosystem.

Thank Yow, .
Mame: FD@LQ&M.\:\_Z_
Addrss BBV W pgar Grebe R

CifStareiZip: _Bams,de AT

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

| I support a divetsion of ne more 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 were limited by
an assumnption about the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever 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 eeosystem,

Thank ¥ou,
Name:
Address:

Official Public Comment z 7 l 'J

‘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 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any waler
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to

achieve z legally dated r ion of the

Thank You, .

Name: G"L\ Gl ﬂ\%‘j‘*
o

Address: £ Lo e Ave

City/StmeiZip: __ Kcag, 1y bony_ (A TTFOF

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

: Official Public Conmertt ! l
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 snd 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 Divigion, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh lo
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Namer Steve Lis If

Address: ‘”5({ 5 'i‘(‘hﬁ,-(.doca’.t o
Ciryisatezipr _Fentvhield {4 WSS

"m

e ' Official Public Comment 2 2 l q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: d

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and stody that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendaticns were limited by
an assumption about the amdunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the écosystem,

Thank You,
Narne:
Address:
Clty/Stare/Zip: <

Official Public Comment z 1 2 o

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the nawral water flow
trom the Trinity River Bagin, While { support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the 2meunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not po far encugh to

achieve a legally manda Hon of the ecosystem,
Thank You, / ‘
Wame: 4

Address: L BT To-
Ciry/State/Zip: - Pndewn Viag1ee L0 Oecto™

Postcards from Steve Wolf, Marsha P. Maxwell, and Scott A. Johnstone

2718-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2719-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2720-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Offclat Public Comment 272 ' Postcards from N. S. Dodge, Jr., Dennis Pagones, and Howard Strauss

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2721-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . Py -
an assumption about the amourt of water that could be available for the river. 2722-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation . ) . )

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2723-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far 2nough to
hieve a legally dated ion of the

Thank You,

Name: DL S Dedee Je.

Address: ieS0e Mill Creek Ro
cimicoaZine HonlAdhurg _Ca 25443

Qfficia!l Public Cominent ? 2 z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thet 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption gbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepiglation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: r Py B
Address: ——LI9 Ogsier Pond Soouf-
Cityisuate/Zip: ____ Slmmeds, O 84503

w

Officiel Public Comment ? 2 3
Dear EJS/EIR Teatn Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption zbout the amount g€ water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity R¥Pr Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildfffe prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferfed Alwernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank Yeu, /}11,,,_,’_3__# '
Mame: : il
Address:

2 W =

<~ v =\

= D3-1088

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C
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—1 1!

Dmr EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science apd study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availeble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditional legisletion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does net go far encugh to
achieve z legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, \ i .
Name: v/ eal - D

Address: Far e WS yazT fandE
; City/State/Zip: B A (A _PSSZ/

Official Public Comnrent Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of 0o more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stody that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the re dations weee lintited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be wwilable 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 dees oot ge far eaough to
achieve a legally mandated vestoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: 72 Vs %Mmc‘JL_
Address: WYt £ CopRESS AVE

CityfState/Zip: e mmeor! BA, 4% Fyars

—_— —— . - -
. N Omcmi Public Comment l z b
Deﬂr EIS/EIR Team Members: = -

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura! water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced 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 additiona| legiglation
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 Yeu,

Name: Pd l’(x\({c CG\F/
Address: L <KX é e
CityStaeiZip: __Evpedb, €4 IN§EL

Postcards from Jon Hedlund, Janet A. Sommer, and Patrick Carr

2724-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2725-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2726-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C
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Offcil Pubiic Commens 2727 Postcards from Rita Wieland, Emmett J. Murphy, and Andrew Quattrin

Dear EISEIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the uatural water flow 2727-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppert the science and study that

ueed the Flow Evaluati it, the dati were limited by . . . .
ap::gssumption about the amount ofater that could be available for the river. 2728-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity RivgfDivision, and additional legislation
chearly gives Trinity fish and wildIUS priority over the diversion of aay water 2729-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
. © Mise Rita Wisland
Name: — 73 Coaptains Cove
Address: __ Ocklmd, CA 54618
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Commaent Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

; I suppert 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nataral 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 abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ,E;WME‘J’T t/ arit).« 7%
Address: 265 WARD LAY

City/State/Zip: _WRODsPE, eA Tvo oz

Official Public Comment 7 Z q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of nc more that 30 petcent of the narceal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the niver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divigion, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs prority cver the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does ot go far enough to
achieve a legally dated ion of the

Thaok You,

O R
0

citysuterziv: SR CIAL | Ol 500

— G
RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C " D3-1090
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment 2730 Postcards from Lucinda Young, A. D. Schneider, and Mitch Matsumoto

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 2730-1 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. . . . 3
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2731-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly pives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o _ . . up: P
aotiove 2 logally mandated restortien of the seosystent 2732-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank ¥ou,
Name: Ly eimnda Saung

Address: (39 San Clele A
City/'Stawe/iZip: _ L] Ctrmire, LA 99530

‘Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: z ’ 3 ‘

1 support a diversion of no more than 30 Percent of the natursl
“watey flow From the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the
science and study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
the recommendations were mited by an assumption about

the amount of water that could be availahle for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat
legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and wililiife pricrity over

the diversion of any water to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does not go far enough to achieve a legally maadated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank vou,

PEr T

SN iy |

water flnw from the Trinity River Basin. o TE Y~
science amimdy that produced the Flow Evaluation Re Ot
the recommzndations were limited by an assnmption about

the amount of water that conld be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional
tegislation clearty gives Trinity fish and wikdiife priority over

the diversion of any water to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred
Alternative does nat go far enough to achieve a legally mandated

restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank you,

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C v S -y D3-1091
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] Official Public Comment 2 ?35
Dear EIS/RIR Téam Members: 1 ) s

prpmgdivenionofmmeﬂm-mp:mentofthenm;mlwawﬂw
from the Teinity River Basin. While 1 support.the science and siudy that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recommendations were. limited by

* &n assumption zhowt the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enoogh to
hieve a legally dated ion of the

Thank You,

Name: ) &MW”‘W
Address: !
Ciisaeizi: _Mops  CAT(DAY

Offtcial Public Commert Z 7 34
Dear EIS'EIR Team Members:

'Isuppoﬂadimsionofmmorethatwpetcemofmenamm]wwﬂow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stady that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the dations were [imited by

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

Legislation creating the Trivity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fsh and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Th tie P d Al ive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated reseoration of the ccosystem.

Thiank ¥ou, ..

Narme: Taveed £ Binning

Address: 2.8 (Xa?

- CiyfSweZip:  (yvoy tlle, (O PSI6E

Official Public Comment Z 1 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a -diversion of no more thet 30 percent of the oatural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppoct the science and stody thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lmited by
an assampdion about the amount of water that could be aveilabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dues not go far enough to
chieve a Jegally mandated ion of the scogystem.

- Thank You,

Name: i
CryfSote/Zip: _Swarke Cowr, Lo, 95047

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Caren Libby, David R. Binning, and Daniel Hermstad

2733-1
2734-1
2735-1
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-1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: . -

Legislation creating the Trinity River Devision, and additional Jegisiati

- . - lation
tlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion Efs'my water
to the CVP. .‘i‘hmfdm,m:hefmadAhemaﬁvedoesmtgo far enough to

achieve 2 legally dated ipo of dhe ¥ . The needs 72

Thonk ou o felor anafsis oF

Name: y 7 m g Ve
e pontd aft rhimfell

Address: - L3 e V
City/State/Zip: %ﬁw From yourts yoar,

) . Offtciel Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: :

fmn:me‘TrinjlyRivel;anin. ‘While I support the science and study ihat
the Flow Evaluati Report, the recommendations were limited by

A0 assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river.

Igg:slmpnmaﬁggtheTﬁﬂly.Ri\ferDivision.mdaddiﬁom] legislation

h 2 legaily dated of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name: Ratedt T Codtaglan_
Address: D3> St 2

CieyfState/Zip: _Phds DA 19007

Offtcial Pablic Comment 7
Dear EIS/EIR Tesm Members;

1 support 2 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the nateral water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the stience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the P d Al ive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resmration of the ecosystem,

Thapk You, )
. Name: s e,
Address: Ao, Bax /762

City/State/Zip: _{HESTEE 08 FLoR0

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Stan Weidert, Robert J. Callaghan, and Karen Haner

2736-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2737-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2738-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w ' 2 4
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: _ Official Pubtic Comment a'z 3q Postcards from Stuart Oskamp, Robert Hart, and Robert W. Stevens
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members: ;

lsupponadivnsionofnnmomﬂmﬁbpmmofthenﬂmmlwﬂow - i titled “Fisheries.”
from ahe EEW Kiver Basin. While 1 support the sciemoe and sy thar 2739-1 Please see thematic responses title sheries
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by : : “i 3
a0 assumption about the of water that could be availabie for the river. 2740-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
ﬁlaﬁon u‘vla:ating t:_:.e Trinity River Division, and additional fegisiation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water R i i “Fji ies.”
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preféitit Aliemative does 1ot go far ¢nough 0 2741-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a kegally mandated. ra: jon of the ecosy 3

- Thank You,
Name:

Address:

Pear EISEIR Teamn Members: v ,

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the nztural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reconumendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation ¢reating 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 Aliernative does ot go far endugh to
achieve a legelly mandated restoration of the ecosystsm.

Thank You,
Name; Qot\ﬂ'ﬁ HQ i
Address: [ g 5 202

City/State/Zip: F\mlp- 2 Ecy Ca, F0392

" Official Public Comment 1 ‘
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members: ]

" I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 pesent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
prioduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an ptice about the 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 Prefesred Aliernative does not go far enough to

Z_ hicve a legaily dated s i e yetem,
Thank You,

Address: ——] M= Robert W. Stavens
City/State/Zip: FiDelMumacCamel [

v ) 1 D3-1094
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: " oficial Pubtc Comient ¥ g e ;z
Dear EES/EIR Team Members: N _. :

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 assumption about the amount of water that could be. available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additonal legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
ieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. Preslse Aezd
gﬁﬁ,m THIS eNeg BeAD 11cve Rivee. .

ou,

Address: pu .?%MWMM —
A - FrTs
City/State/Zip: QAR ormagle, Ca 932078755

. Offtcial Public Compeent 7 4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memnbers:
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
mdmcedﬂgeElowEvaluaﬁuuRepoﬂ.the recommendations were limited by
21 assumption about the amount of water that coald be available for the river.
Leglslannn creating the’ Trinity River Division, and additionad legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

hieve a legally dated ion of the
Thaak You,
Name:
Address: PETER 0. GRANT

" . 5780 Daytan Ave
City/State/Zip: Sihuge sa,h; L -‘.’: 499

Official Pablic Comment q ]
. BDear EIS/ETR Feam Members: 7 . o

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
am asswmption about the amuint of water that could be available for the eiver.
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. Therefiors, the Preferred Altemarive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally & ration of the ySterm.

Thank You, - )
Narne: PON # rrHL S AT
Address: 2381 LoAvk sAv L4585

City/State/Zip: LLELTRATFns, o FESCE i »

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Laura Wrede, Peter O. Grant, and Don Mittelstagdt

2742-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2743-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2744-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N A
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s ssm a2 ) NG

I support a diversion, of no more that 30 percent of the nature] water flow
from the Trivity River Basin. While I suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Evah fon Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives, Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefetred Alternative does not go far enough to

hisve a legally dated on of the rysten,
Thank You,
Name: Subrina Bl 5
Address: Yo by 3003

City/State/Zip: Caofard, CA DYeny

. Offfcial Public Copsunent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

[suppmtadiyersiunufmmnmthaﬂ@pmoﬂhemmm]wat:rﬂow
from the Trinity River Basin. ‘White ¥ support the scieace and study that
pmdncedtheﬂwEvakmﬁbnRepmﬁwmmmﬂaﬁmswmﬁnﬁwdhy

anassmnpﬁmabomd:eamomtofwmrﬂmmldbeavaﬂabkfmﬂwﬁm. .

Legislatigm ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and addieional legislation
clearlygxmmtyﬁshandwﬂdﬁfepﬂoﬂlyowrdwdimimnfmywam
to the CYF. Therefore, the Prefarred Al ive does not go far enough 1o
mhiewahgﬂlymndamdmmﬁmufﬂmwosyscm

N [lother Braly

addes: 15 _Otpyeyy S¢ 7
City/State/Zip: gﬂmlﬂm J_,( 'géz‘ CH D506 O

. Official Pablic Comment
Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppait & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Aow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl-legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildljfe priority over the divession of any water
1o the CVE. Therefore, the Preferned Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narne: ‘fdg -E‘ i&ugm .

Address: f L

: Li Hagee Batve @opy
| CiyiSwieZip: Bool gire. Aekge cr 9500k

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Sabrina Ellis, Heather Brady, and Eric Lorimer

2745-1
2746-1
2747-1
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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. Omcmf Public Camm
Pear EIS/EIR Team. Membm

L support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the namral waterflw
from the Trinity River Basin. While Fupport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the iscommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that covld be available for te river.
Legislation ceeating thie Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP, Therefors, the Preforred Aliernative does not go far snough to

hieve a legally dated ion of the ecosysten.
Thank You, . i
Name; Einabeth Bunlep
Address; 1996 _Uaver fve ﬂpx Jy
City/State/Zip: Fgf.g' eid, L8 Tysa3

’ . OM i
Dear EISfEIRTum Members: “:3" *,:‘

Isuppoﬂadwelslunofmmoreﬂmt&ﬂpercmnflhemmmlwamﬂw

EmmtﬁeTnmiyR.werBasm. While I suppost the science and study

v the Flow Evaluati Report,tbemomendmomwmhmﬁedby
A0 assumption about the amount of water that could be avajlsble for the rivar.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditional legisletion

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Alteenati does not go fir enough to
schmalegaﬂymmdatedmmumofﬂ:eecosym

Thank You, . .
Name: MZEU

Addrags:

Cltnytnte!le &éé&:‘ ;f_?‘g Fs 5‘2 7

* to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferced Alternative doés not go far enough to

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Teawm 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 sciente and stwedy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asmmption #boud the amount of water that could be avaitabie for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly- gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

L a legally d ion of the Y

- Thank You,

. Ciry/State/Zip: _Cuveks Cch 45503

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Elizabeth Dunlap, C. Lucille Martin, and Bonney

2748-1
2749-1
2750-1
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- City/State/Zip: Arcqh.(A 2s552)

DurEleEIRTumMelﬁhm o :

1mpmamvmmofmmeumt30pmofmeMmemﬂw
from the Trinity River Basin. Whllelm!ppoﬁthescmemdsmdyﬂm
duced the Flow, Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
auassmpumal:mtlﬁaamnuntofwmummﬁlﬂbemhbieformnm.
creating the Trinity River Division, and additions] legislation
dwlyglmTﬁmwﬁshmdmldhfcprmtymﬂdevemmofmywm
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a légally mandated restoration of die ecosystem. .

Thank You,
Name: T@ S&]ﬂ‘!
Address: 3004 Rojruns Hall-; 355 Greiite Ave

. comme 2151

Dear EIS/EIR Team Metubers: '
Isuppurtadlwrsmofnomorelhnsopemmtofthemmmwmﬂﬂw
from the Trinity Rivér Bagin. While I support the science'and study that
produced. the Flow Evaluation Report, th recommendations. were limited by
an asqunption: abmit the amowat of water thet could be-available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionl legislation
cwpmmm%mmmmofmm

\ Altesnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mand: st Htiog of the ecosystem.

I3

Official Pablic Commerdt z 1 5 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
trom the Trinity River Basin. Whiile I suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were timited by
2n assumption about the: zmount of watey that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional I

i egislation
dwlyé%ammwﬁshmdmldhfepnmlywwﬂwmvmmofmymhr

. Therefore: the Preferred Aliemative does not. po far enough to
y restoration of thé ecosystem.

Thank Yo
Mamg; (’do (
Address: - 115" TveqSer e LS Vi

 CitylState/Zip: Aﬁyr‘éyc (o Psow

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Jon Shapas, Anthony Steuer, and John Cook

2751-1
2752-1
2753-1
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturel water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. White | support the séitnce and study thar -
produced the Flow E jon Repore, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the-amount of waler that could be available for the. rives.
Legistation ereating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority over the diversion of auy water
1o the CVP. Therefure, the Preferred Allernative does not g0 far enough to

achieve a legally dared ion of the y
Thank You,

Naie: J

Address: Gox WHaf

CiylSmwizZips _ 2PN CVE BG 446

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 legisfation
GT: givea Trimity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water
- . B AL

CVP. Th th . ative doss wot go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally ated e @hn of the ecosystem.
Thank You, ’
Name: 1

. 21506

Dear EIS/EAR Team Membrs:

A5 abermer resideat of woermi G lifora,

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 perceiar of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
pmduoedﬂ!cFlowEvaimlion Rsport,theremmmﬁaﬁomwmihﬁmdby
an assumaption about the amaunt of water that could be available foc the river.
Legislation creeting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wikdlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far soough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. '

Thank Yau,

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Gene Rose, Jennifer Grey Fox, and Chandra Bossard

2754-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2755-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2756-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N A
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

_Bear EIS/EIR Team Members: :

"1 support 2 divérsion of no more that 30 percent of the matural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. ‘Whike I support the science and study thar
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 amy water
to the CV¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
hieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosy

Thank Y
Name: > A&&Gﬁ OJ A
Address: S&

CinisueiZip: FraatnlQ , CA—rzE

= 763

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. * While 1 support the science and sbady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahoat the of watzr that could be available for the Hver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity: fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of my water
m.t.!le CVP. Therefore, the Preferred. Alternative does not go far enough to

2 legally mandated ion of the ecosyslem:
Thank You, '
Address: SYE Torfule Ao

CitylSweieZip: Janrk (g (o frogo

) " Official Public Commert 1 - .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: |

I support a diversion of no more that.30 percent of the naturel water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced ﬂw Flow Evafuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Leglslam‘m creating the Trinity Rives Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority.over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Alternative does not g0 far enough to

hieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosy
Thank You, 5:& _ .
Name: W Marka .
Address: fd Visra 0er monte

City/StateiZip: - 5 ch 539

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Jeffery Orth, Mike Stone, and Randy Martin

2757-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2758-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2759-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N A
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

lsuppprtadivmim'ofnommethmaopemmt_unhemwmﬂw
from the Trinity River Bastn. While I support the seiéncs and'study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomprendations were limited by
&n assumption about the amcunt of water that cocld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinkty Rivér Bivision, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Thersfore, the Prefomod Altcrmative doss not go far enaugh to
nchieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. )

Thank You,
‘Name: a-‘lL n"rh-‘\
Address:. HL #5Thoe o powtee

City/State/Zip: _Co5 Gl A, 550%)

e X "]

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the satoral weier fAow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppoit the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ant assumption about the emount of water that deuld be vailsble for the river,
chislaﬁgnawing‘ﬂmTrhityRimDivisim,amaddiﬁomlhgslﬂﬁon
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altérnative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 lepaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You, . .
Name: 1,4_,\'_1,: L,E“Lsﬁ
Address: Par 1M

cyismezip: wraville (4 4%3%

- .

Official Public Commant b z
Dezr EIS/EIR Feam Members: : .

I support a f]iﬂfersinn of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from: the Trinity River Basin. While I suppoct the science and study that
produced the Flow Evabuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
2an assumpticn about e amount of water that could be available for the river.
Leg:_slau:m creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ﬂﬂy &l;';s ?l-'l;wfuﬁr:,h and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

. T the Preferred Altemati i enough
achieve a legally mandai jon of the co (,‘m.m g0 e o
Thank You, '

wae _Kne) ToBpgek,

Cilya‘SﬁWZip: i Wﬂf-ﬂ UV %5‘33

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Rob Martin, Peter Wiechers, and Karen Tenbroeck

2760-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2761-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2762-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w . > 4
v ~— D3-1101
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' hi

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
ﬁmntheTmnymveer ‘While I sappost the science and study that

duced the Flow Report, the dations were Tmited by
aaasaunpuonaboutﬁwamomofwmthatmldhe:wlableﬁnrmemr
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. hmﬁetc,the?mfwmdﬁlwmnwdoesnmgoﬁrmughm

hieve a lagally d of the Y
Thank You, / .
‘Name: d saswe Msdie Ramvec

Address: 1820 € M
City/State/Zip: SA_J\I E&M G Q:"i’y of

Qfficial Public Conement z 1 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of po more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Besin. While I support the science and shudy that

duced the Flow Evaluation Réport, the recormendsations were limited by
anassumpuonahoutﬂmnmmmofwaherﬂntcouldbcavadab]eforthenver
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clear!yglvesTnmiyﬁshandmldhfepnomyomﬂ)edwmmuofanywm

to the CVP. Thercfore, the Pref: ive does not go far enough to
hisve a legally dated ion ofthe y

Thank You, ’

Name:

Addeess:

City/State/Zip: £780 Dayion Ave

Official Pablic Comment 1b S
Dear EIS/EiR Term Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 perceat of the natural water flow
from the Trinity RlverBssm While I suppost the science and shudy that
produced the Flow Report.mereeummmdatmnswerelummdhy
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislution
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlile pnnﬂty over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Theref: r.he; ferred Al ive does not go far ¢pough to
hieve o legally da ion of the ecosy

Thank - You,

Neme: Pl M Ricok Vit

Address: i 4162 Devonpun Ce

City/StatefZip: Bl Flemel, CA 92345

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Jeanne Marie Reade, Peter O. Grant, and Nicole Vitalis

2763-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2764-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2765-1 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

*'éar EIS/EIR Team Members:

LI .

-

- 3

Official Public Gomi :

I support a divession of no mors that 30 percent of the naniral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppott the science sod study that
produced the Flow Evahsation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abont the amount of water-that could be availeble for the river.
Legiislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Al ive does not go far enough to

" achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

ﬁ‘m" g&mbdd&
Address: Moz £ Sizest-

City/Siate/Zip: é el G Ol

2766-1
2767-1
2768-1

[T

Dear BIS/EIR Texm 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 snd study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the smount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation: creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wikilife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternativa does not go far enough to'

hieve a legally. dated ioa of the ecosystem. ’
Thank You, .
Name: S Suthw BeeseT
Address: 3

CityStezip: - Prrfadn A 9SS

Dear EISEIR Team Membersé o )

I support a diversion of oo more thet 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basir. While [ support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an ion about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addifiona] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does pot go far esough to

achieve a legally mandited ion of the
Thanok You, -

Name: Vaie Cloyer

Address:

City/State/Zip: /ot

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Main TOC
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Postcards from Ken Daer, Susan Benoit, and Katie Clower

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2

VG

Next Page

D3-1103



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

‘P

duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the-amount of water that cbuld be available for the river.
Igglshmmmg&eTmtymmmmmmdmm legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thereiore, the Preﬁured;\lmmhvednesnotgofnuoughm
hieve a legally mandated af the ecosy

Thank You,

Tame: Ora. J'_ tHS
Address h ¥ 30f Mofaighlin br- ¥523

City/State/Zip: _Jdietp, Couz, BA 45064

e B ) WOV

"Isuppottaﬂwemmofnomoretha:%perwntoftbemmﬂow
- &rom the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and stady that

Postcards from Nora Jans, Loni Beyer, and Ellen Heffelfinger

s 9 110

Dear EISEIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patursl water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sciente and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recominendations 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 legistation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Predemed Altemnarive does not go far enaugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated ion of the

Thank You,

Nome: L&n‘. Bgigc
Address: Hw_mah
City/State/Zip: M_CM%MS&O

Y

e e 21

1 support a divarsicn of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basii. While I suppost the science and study that
pmduoedﬂpﬂowEva!uauunRxpud,lhcmwummdmunswm!muwdby
P about the of water that ¢could be available for the river.
lﬁglslahoncmhn,g the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearlygweeTnmyﬁshandvﬂdhfepnnmymr!hed:wmmofmywﬂer

to the CVP. Therefore, the P d Al .-docsnotgoﬁremughtn
whlevealega]lymmdamdmmraumofﬂ:eemsy
Thank You,

Neme: _Ellen_tteR¥e|ingo~

Address: 2He pinth Hhee
City/State/Zips _San Frencisee CA G

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

2769-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2770-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2771-1 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

-‘!

DearEISfEmTumMember: )
lwpponndivmionofnommmmpmmufﬂmnimml'wmrﬂw
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 availsble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionst legistation
clearly gives Trinity ﬂshmdwnldlwnymﬂmdlmofmywm

to the CVP. Th does not go far enough io
achieve a legally mmdned remunon-ofﬂ]e ecosystem. -

Thank You,

Name: Rit.hﬁﬁ)

Address: 2ifo Miw Ruﬂ

City/State/Tip: _ Setn. Fromokeo CAPHIE

i * - Oﬁi&dpum(:'m . 1
. ])urEl&"EIR‘l'ealh Members: '

Imppunadwersmafaamnmdm%pemmofﬂ:enaunﬁwmﬂw .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppott it science and study that
produced the Flow Eveluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amoani of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lagislation
ciudyg:mTrmnyﬁshmﬂwﬂdMspmmywermdwersmofanywmr
the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achmalegallymmdabeﬂmaumof&wmym

Thank You, m G
Namme: AesHg L. @4 EIQ{O’?G‘. KE
Addrese: 234 Desdw ,41/\5_/ <

CiopswmesZip: __ P gatas (la. 95531

B - 1Y

Isuppmadwemon of no moretlmZO percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
pmduud the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
wnption about the of water that could be avaiiabie for the river.
Leg:slatlon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish am‘I wildlife over the diversion of any water

to the CYP. Thercfore, | Alternative does not go far emough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ﬁ. . ﬁ"l‘ﬁ-slli .
Naume: Ml?%u%ﬁﬂrug wildlig, bk
Address: 0k €9/ framscends

Cit).u‘StumJZip: %Mg{,a @Czi’u -

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

Postcards from Richard Wiebe, Marsha L. Clearwalker, and Wendy

Woman
2772-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2773-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2774-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N A

V RO D3-1105

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

GMWW 1 s
_Dur EIS/EIR Team Members:

Isupponadawmnnnfmmeﬂmaommofmeummlwawﬂow
from the- Frinity River Bagin, While I support the. science and study that
peochased 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 ‘Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
chieve a legally dated ion of the

Thauk You,

Address; 20%] PARTON LN,

City/State/Zip: _ ARCATH, (A 9552}

2775-1
2776-1
2777-1

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

s mmrmne e ) YW@

I support a diversion iof po more that 30 percent of the naturml waler flow

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Repons, the recommendations ware limired by
an assumption about the-amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity ﬁihandmldhf:pnmﬂywerlhedwwﬂm of amy water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Al i doesnotgofa:enoughm
hieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosy

Thank Yo, ) #

Name:
Address:

Ciry/Stare/Zip:

e N b 2111
DearEISJ‘ElRfeamMembﬂ's.

1 support a diversion of po more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thaé
prodnced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
hieve 2 legally dated of the

“Thank You, Eobin Aoz o

Name: o
Address: Yo €. 30
CityiSme/Zipr yazflow, (reelt ¢ A 9 SE7s

RDD/TRINITY2658-2777.D0C

<~ t 2\
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Postcards from Andrew Alm, Robert E. Fowler, and Colin Anderson

D3-1106



	Postcards from John Zaverl, Sophie M. Yen, and Barbara Toschi
	Postcards from Susan E. Lincoln, Sue Schueler, and Jim Crittenden
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	Postcards from Barbara Nelson, Tom Parry, and Diane Grieman
	Postcards from Martin E. Garrett, Gil Merckel, and Harvey Ceaser
	Postcards from Howard Strauss, Shannon Galleher, and Michael Windholz
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