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

Postcards from Joella L. Gustavson, Ann Marie Rose, and Kent Winger

Official Public Comrent vl . l ' ¥
Dear LIS/EIR LTeam Members:

1 suppaorl a diversion of no mers thac 30 pareear of U matamal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the sty Lhat
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the tecon:men sere linsited b 2779-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be o bBle Tor the rives

Legisiaton creating the Trinity River Division, and addiuo
cleursy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorily over the diversion of
to the WP, Therefore. the Pruferted Alternative dees pat g Faz cne
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosysiem

Thank You,
Name: Wee\e ML GocTacn

Adcress:

2778-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2780-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Citv!StatelZip:

Officiad Public Commens ! ' | q
Dear EIS/ELR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 36 percent ol 1l Al aer o
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils [ suppon the seicee an stedy thal
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommeendations woe linited kv
arm assumpticn abeut the ameunt of wars 3y
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division. and
clearly gives Trniy fish and widlife priorty
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternati nat go lar emoeah e
achizve a legally mandated resteration of e coosision

Thaok You,

Name: M 0.4
Addrass: M
City/Stnte’Zip: l&i‘M&g’ ‘?’45

ool he sy

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Cfficial Public Commen l ‘ m

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Esuppon a diversion of oo mere that 30 percent ot the aulurul waler Ouw
from: the Trinity River Basin, While | support the scienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiicn abeat the amount of water that socld ke available for the river
Legisluion creating the Trinity River Division, and additioral legrslation
clex v aives Trmm fish and wildlife priority over the diversion ol any water
T L\-’P Th{.r\_mrc the Preferred Alwernac
achicve o legally mandated restorinion of the e

Thank You,

Nama: f(ﬁ’v’\?’—% 1

Address: ’?14’ &’Aﬂﬁ’t" 4{4@/

Cly/Srates Zip: SLG_MMCO 7 ‘?f/.j‘_{

douos et e lar co uuh o

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

Official Public Commeny l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Usupport a diversion of oo mare that 30 3

i o _ prreenz of the natural water flgw
frorrx; the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recanumendations were limited by

chlsl;m?n creating the Trinity River Division, and additional leaislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion ;f any water
to r?1e CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative dees not 2o far enough
achieve a Jegully mandated restoration of the SLOSYSiEmM. e

Thank You,
Address: - !f3‘1" LR A

o Lity/State/Zip: !Zﬂl}éé}) N& 222223

Offfcial Public Corament z l

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 pescent of the nature| water flow
frorm the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study _thai
produced the Flow Evafuation Repost, the recommendations wers livuted b\
an assumption about the amount of watar 1hat could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, aod additional legislation
clearly gives Triaity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversian of any water
w0 the V.. Thereforo, the Preferred Altermalive dees 00t 5 far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the 2cosystenL

Thank ¥ou,
Name: RomarT “DrsY
Addrese: sune fimE ST

City/StteiZips S5, R G s

2N dssumplion abaut the amount of waler that ¢ould be available for the Tiver,

Postcards from Kari Lee Tenbroeck, Robert Dreyer, and Thomas J. Poggi

[ suppen a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naroral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were limited by
an assuimiption about the amount of waer that could be available for the tiver.
Leaislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additianat legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therelore, the Preferred Aliermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally manduted resioeation of the ceosystem.

Thank You,
MName: / o~ Aoabnel
Address: B Contaws STEEET

CityiState/Zip:  Svtn) Peavdciscy

A
TYLER

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Official Public Comment i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

2781-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2782-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2783-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N .vl
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

7

Official Pudiic Commert
Dear E{S/'EIR Team Members: 2 1 q

1 support a diversion of oo mose that 30 percent of the natral water fow
from the Trnity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were limited by
ai assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legslation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does nel go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the cuosystem.

Thank You, —

Name: - w /J\,«_.MAO-Q'“\D
Address: __‘5‘9"'4: \.»._J\.\\\-)QAV“G‘-TP\G-Q,
City/State/Zip: ﬁvfm&gﬁ"@'ﬂiﬁ 7 05

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

I supporr a diversion of no mere that 30 peresnt of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flgw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislation creazing the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifz peiarity over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Thesefore, the Preferred Alternztive does not go fas enpugh to
athieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

Mame: /":
addess /S, Y

City/State/Zip:

Gfficial Public Comment
Trear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stedy that
produced the Flow Evaluativn Report, the recommendations were |unired by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cneugh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You.

Name: @r\;_s__@&g%
Address: £ 5067 Vamaiia H¥zor.
City/State/Zip: . A, A kLY

Postcards from Paul Grunland, E. J. Merrick, and Charles McLean

2784-1
2785-1
2786-1

Main TOC

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

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

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Official Public Comment 1
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no moce that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurmption about the ameunt of water that ceuld be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and zf.dditiona_l legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the OVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a logally mandated restoration of the coosystaff.

4
Thank You, /M/ f\:éyﬁl
Name: an Vul'call /

Address: W Cornell O

City/SrateZip: San cjc%‘f-ﬂ 4 ?5/16

Uﬁfcial Putlic Camment
Dear E1SEIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mars that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Busin. While I support the science acd study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited 1Y
2n assumption about the amount of water thut could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Triniry River Division, and additional leislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative docs not go far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecusystem,

Thank ¥ou,
Name: 7 !
Address: Fo ot oy

CitviState/Zip:

Ta L9 2

Gffrctad Public Conmert
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced ihe Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendalions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rivar.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the OVP. Thersfore, the Prefermed Alternative dees not go far enough to
zchieve a legally mandated sestaration of the coogysien,

Thank You,
Name: FETER-O-GRANT—
Address: 5780 Dayton Ave

City/State/Zip: Silver Springs, NV 82420

Postcards from Tanya Baxter, Gary Yamasaki, and Peter O. Grant

2787-1
2788-1
2789-1

Main TOC

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

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

' | Official Public Conment " *7 8
Dear EIS/EGR Téam Members: p N %

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanwyal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow ation Report, the recotimendations were limited by
an assumption about the amonnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation:
clearly gives Trinity fish asd wildlife pricsity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally dated ion of the Vst
Theak You,

Name: — PETERO. GRANT-
Address: 0_Davton Ave
City/Stace/Zip: Silver Springs'tlm N

City/StatefZip:

Dear EIS/EIR Teamn Members:

¥ support a diversion of no more s 3 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppost the stience and sdy that

* produced the Flow Bvahuation Report, the recommendstions were limited by

am assumption about the amont of water thar could be awailable for tie river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and-additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish-and wildlife prinrity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name: Aa, y - i .

Address: 5475 Jarpoy Kd
Lratsan LA 7595

| City/State/Zip:

Sl Y Y 8

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namiral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stndy that -
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reconypendations were limnited by
an assumption shout the emount of water that could be available for the siver.
Legislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

" clearly gives Trisiity fish and willlife priority over the diversion of any water

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preféired Alternative does. not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. )

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Peter O. Grant, Dan Watson, and Stan Perry

2790-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2791-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2792-1 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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the matural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stady that
produced the Flow Eveloation Report, the endations were limited by
an assamption about fhe antount of wacer thar could be avaflable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation

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

1 the CVF. TFherefore, the Preferred Ahernative docs not go far enough o
hieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosy
Thank You,

ﬁanm %ﬂ&;&&j
Address: 1216 Wl 5t

City Zip: ﬁ'nrg A 4Ppd

‘ ’ Official Public Comm ﬂ
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

'Isupportadwe:smofmmorelbatmpmuﬂhemm[mrﬂow

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppost the science and study that
pmduoedtheﬂuw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
about the amount of water that coald be available for the river.
Lagstauonc:eaungﬂ:eTnmtyRJverDmswm,mdaddmnna] legislation
cléarly gives Trinity fish mnd wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrsd Alernative does not go far enough to

hieve a legally dated ion of the ecosy
Thank You, .
Name: - &1t 5‘\40&&%954

Addcess: 1245 wadmi- %,
City/Stace/Zip: B&rkw:\’ A WoT

Official Public Cmn_wm 7 .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Evafuation Report, the reeommendations were limitad by
an assumption ebout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislatior
cleadly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pnortty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefoce, the Preft doesnmgot‘armoughto
achieve a legally da i oi’ the

Thank You,

Y

Name: “l?‘ﬁ Lﬂl’[g

Address: Ua ¥

City/StateiZip: _id.&muin__(.&_fizi‘f

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Stephen Shaughnessy, Eric Shaughnessy, and Victor
Laney
2793-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2794-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2795-1 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

* Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Y

Impoﬂa&wmmofnommmpemmof&emmwmﬂw

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an’ assuimption sbout-the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Dmsum, and addifional legislation

cléarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the divession of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Al ive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,
Thank You,
Nare: i Geogek San
TR LRI T
City/Seate/Zip:

' Ofcial Public Comment Z 1q '
Dear EIS/EIR Tean: Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the nztural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scicnce and study that
pmduneﬂﬂeFlowEvalmungpomﬂsemommﬂanommimmdby
an agsumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem. -

Thaak Yon,
Name: 2?&4{ LA { ?A-i\ﬁ TAr

. Address: 2570 _SorvnySine ar.

CitySeatetZips  MORBY Lineda, CA. _G2eR6

Official Public Comment ! ﬂg
Dear EISEEIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of wo moie that 30 percent of the naniral warer flow
feom the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced thie Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cléarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ovec the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Th:r:fote,ﬂm?m&mdﬁlhmanvedommtgofumghw
achzwealegaﬂymdatedmmot‘m

Thank You, . .

Name: ) _:_ 2 .
Address: 5325 Maddaw )‘ﬂ‘_l Ve
Cuyiseneizip: _SeaToe (A GBI

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from George A. Starn, Damian Centanni, and James Sheldon

2796-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2797-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2798-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w . > 4
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment z 1ﬂ
" Pear 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 sciencs and stody that
peoduced the Flow Eveluation Repost, the recomamendations were limited by
massumpﬂnnabuuuﬁeamlmlufmmnhuoouldbeavmlahlet‘nrﬂmnver
Legislation creating the Trinsty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity ﬁshandml-dhfepnmtyoverﬁedwemon of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the P 1 Al ive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, _ Nﬁdi
Nome: ‘ UL tte
Address: s-u-ﬂﬂ.u -

City/State/Zip: -

| ot e Commans 2 300
Dear EIS/ERR Tean Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natiral wager fovw

from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommencdations were limited by
fn assumption about the amoant of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of amy water
to the CVP, Theveforz, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enongh to

. achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

‘Thank You, -
‘Name:
Addrasg:

| Clry/State/Zip: ; f80e2

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Official Pubiic Camut
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

lsupportadjversionofnonmmsopememofmemnlwmrﬂow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of waier that could be availshle for the river.

" Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trivity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
io the CVP. Tbmfore,mehefened;\lmanvcdoesnmgoﬁrmughto

achieve a legally mandated fon of the
Thank You, -
Narne: 5/‘3&1&&}“ S;u AErSony

Address: e Sertrtro M"ﬁffﬂ Dy #:j—
CityfStaterZip: Senfn Crot GF Fst g

Postcards from Alan L. White, Diane Bloch, and Brandon Sanderson

2799-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2800-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2801-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N A
v S -y D3-1114
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

: : ociat Pustic Commens BT § O '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: B L

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and sody that = .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Jitnited by
an agsumption about the amovmt of water that could be avajlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additions] legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildhife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the P Al ive doss not go far cnough to
hieve a legably dated re jon of the y

Thank You,
Name: _Mm
CitySeate/Zip: St Couz. Co 25D,

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 T support the science and stedy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were: fimited by
ab assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

cl&miyglvesTnmlyﬁshmdwﬂdhfepﬂomymﬂwdwemmofanywam

hieve a [égally ] Y
‘Thank You,
Marne: 2349 Lﬁz"ﬂw
Addpess: ise welle, Dr A3306

" CiyfSwelZip: __Sur (a2 O %4y

' Officiat Pablle Comment
Dear EISEIR 'l?::n Members:

lsupponadwmonofmmoreﬂmﬁpmofﬂwnmmﬂow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about-te Emoant of water that conld be available for the river.
Legisiation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
olearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over e diversion of any water
to the CVP., Thercfore, the Prefemed Ahernative does uot go far ¢nough to
hieve a legally dated ebon of the Y

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Vince Hernandez, Rob LaRiviere, and Lydia Hoffman

2802-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2803-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2804-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w ' 2 4
v — D3-1115
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

" Dear EISEIR Tenm Members: i
‘.Isuppoﬁadxvemnnofmmowﬂ:ntlﬂpermﬂofﬂ:zmmmﬂw

" CityrStatefZip: Q,‘-E %é T3

Official Prbiic Comment o '
-Desr EIS/EIR Team Mewmbers:

' Isuppartadive.rsionofm.mmthnﬁﬂp«wunftbenaumlwmﬁow

from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppore the stience and smdy thac
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reconmendations. were limited by
an assumption about the amount of weter it 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 CYP. Thmfm,mehufenedmmmuvedmmtgofatenoughm
achieve a legally dated of the

Thank You,
Mame: aLLp

Slusio Onste.
Address: A" Theatar . (e

Official Public Comment Y d p
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . ) .
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow -
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the fecommendations were limited by
anmmpﬂmaboutﬂmamuntofwamﬂmmldbeavai}ablefmﬂwnm
Legisiation creating che Trinity River Division, and
ctearlygwesfrmtyﬁshmdwﬂdhfepnmtywwﬂwdwmofmmr
totheCVl’ "ﬂmfwe,thehefeu?df\lmmvedoesnmgoﬁrmwghm

from ehe Trinity River Basin. While § support the science and study that
pmduced&eﬂnwﬂvﬂmmhpmﬁemmndannnsmlmumdhy
masswnpuonaboultbemomufwaterthatoouldbeavnﬂableﬁnﬂhznwr
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] lagislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thmformhe?mfmdmwnmwch:snmgofnrmughm

hieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosy
Thaok You, )

Nare: -J : Gfah-a'@
Addr B fted

CigpSuieiZip: Y Wbrdocing CH 45 opbr

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Elaine Cook, Jennifer Bloome, and Jeffery Garcia

2805-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2806-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2807-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w ' 2 4
v — D3-1116
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qffivial Public Comment
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

03

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repeet, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amoant of water that conld be availdble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over thé diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to
hieve a legally dated om of the Y 3

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

: GOfficial Public Comemers O ol
Dear EIS."EIR Team Members: iy

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 thak
procuced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by

Ao assumption about the amount of water that candd be availabie for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
cleerly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the F d Al ive does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystens.
Thank You, )

— v
Name: . VN H"‘W}‘S

Addross: WA D088 Aee PR

| GitySttefZip: o Francistd , CA AiaD

Official Public Comment ‘o
Desir EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppost a diversion of no more ihat 30 perceat of the natural water flow
from thie Trinity River Bagin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouat ofgwater that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rifr Division, and additional legisiation
ildiie priority over the diversion of any water
Alternative does not go for enough to

hieve a legally dated 30 of the ystern,
Thank You. .
Name: - _
Address: B0, Bex 21
Tk X2y
City/Seate/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Phil N. Crawford, Tom Hinds, and Dan Penberthy

2808-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2809-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2810-1 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

Dear EIS/ESR Team Menabers: ’

1 support a diversion of no more. that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the mcommendations were limited by
an.assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
2 the CVP. Therefore, the Prafacred Alternative does not go far enough to
ackieve a legally dated ion of the ¥

Thaok You, 7

Nome: Zows Dok
Addresg: 5 95‘;/ (4 MM
City/State/Zip: [dd/l s dl/ / JraraiZ

2811-1
2812-1
2813-1

Dear BIS/EIR Team Members: 2

1 support a diversion of e more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow

Srom the Trinity River Basin. While I suppors the scieace and study that
produoedihthwEva]mﬂmRepoﬁ,ﬂwmmmmﬂaﬂmwmhmmdw
an assumption about the of water that could: be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional kegislation
cleurty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, ThersfSre, the Preferred Altemative does mot go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystent.

Thank You,
Name: Awla [P
Address: 140 Grand St

City/StatefZip: Aggh_l.gﬁ_@ﬂ_ﬁiﬁDS .

. Official Public Comment 41
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of po maore that 30 percent of the naturat water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaiiable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restocation of the ecosystem. :

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City/StatelZip:

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Main TOC

Postcards from Tom O’Connor, Aviva Inhof, and Ron Dale

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

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

) Official Public Comment ; aq
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

1suppnnad1vtmmofnnmmﬂm£30pememofﬂxnztmnlwmﬂow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that

'pmduoed!i}eFlowEwluanonRepwt,lhemmmendmonswmlumwdby

an mp that could be available for the river.

- Legislarion créating. d:e Triniry River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far eacugh to
hieve a legally dated o0 of the Y

Thark You,

Name: A/MAM @fﬁ%ﬁ‘
Address: 2l Wadnot Drve

City'SaseiZip: TEHALHALY, CAIISES

' _ Offfcial Public Comment ﬂ 5
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

Isuppma_divécsionofmmwedmlﬂpmeﬁeofihemwmﬂw

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the eiver.
Legslatm creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enongh e
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

‘Thank ¥ou,

Mame: Catizen witmann

Address: Po Bax %

City/State/Zip: Sam Kafaei, R ¥HZ

Offecial Puwc Comment l b
])enr EIS/EIR Team Members:

Isuppunadwmmofmmthatmpmentofmemnajwmﬂow

~from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study. that
- . prodpced the Flow Evahwition Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation

clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Thuefme,ﬂlePrefmedAltammvudoesnmgufwmughto

hieve 4 Tegally mandated fion of the rcosy
Thank You, T
 Name: —~ :MC«c-t::;(e

© Address: 7’&& &3 R 'Dr- .
. City/State/Zip: fLO'JB*‘—*‘-’LCA ?Oga}

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from William Richards, Colleen Willmann, and Jim Carlisle
2814-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2815-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2816-1 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

GMM Comment .
Denr EISVEER; 'l'um Members:

1 sapport a diversion of no more that 30 percens. of the natiral water fiow

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

produced the. Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wére Timited by
an assumption about the amount of water thae could be available for the river.
Legislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trmity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of sy water
to the CVP. Mmmmmmwﬁrm@w
hicve & logally mand ion af the ecosy ;

Thank You,

_Mame:

Address: 0 L e B

 CioySeeizip: ' oty A

- A8 8

Isuppmadwmofnomrcm%puomtoftbemunalwmrﬂuw
from: the Trinity River:Basin, While I support the science and study that
pmdmedtﬁaFIowEwluaubanLﬂmmommmdnﬁmsmlmmby
an assamphion abous the of water that-could be aviilable for the river,
Leg:shuonmaungﬂnﬁmtymwbwmmﬂaddmonallcgshnm
c!&nr]ygwesTnmlyﬁxhandmldhfepﬂontywulhedwwmmofmwat«
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preft ive.does not go far enough 1o
ach:eveuhgﬂlynmdawdmmnonoﬂbemsymm.

Thank You,

Name: ! hf’;_g';b-_._.

Address: YL Govu"‘h'.s ﬂv a

City/Stase/Zip: C-:n% oot €A §(E677

e = 2 31T

T support a diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin: While I sapport the science and shidy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited ry

an assumption abowt the smount of water that coukd be available for the river.

Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
‘t the. CVP. Thercfore, the Preférmed Altemative does not go fax enough
3 a legally dated won of the ecosystem.

Thank You, :

Address:

CitylStacelZip: NFTA L@k , LA ATHD

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Hendrick McDonald, Maria Price, and Anna Margrethe
Zimmerman
2817-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2818-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2819-1 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

Dear- EISI"EIR Telll Mambers:

omrscionr ] G20

: Isupporladmmonofnonmﬂmmpementufmemnlwmrﬂnw

from the Trinity River Basie. While T support the science and sudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reconunendations were limited by
anassumpuonabmﬂleamnuutofwmmumuldbeamlableﬁormem«
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division; and additional législation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefetred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoraciva of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Yewiem S Jores

Address: I _ L
City/Seats/Zip: CO Bits

e 1N

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow ’
from the Trinity River Basin. 'While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evahetion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the civer.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, mud additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlifi priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You; )

Name: Vil

Address:

Ciyismerzip: _ MG, (B 55|00 '

kY
I3

oo 2822,

Dewr EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a divesion of Ro more that 30 percent: of the natural water flow
feomn the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study #hat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recorumendations sece 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 Tririty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watsr

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Al ive does not po far enovgh to
achieve a legally dated jon of the YS
Thank You,

Name: 'fm @%%ﬁlf
ress: L% — #7T J7

C-tyfstateflm :Mfwz,_fﬁ_ﬂ?/?

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Kenneth S. Jones, Craig Blomberg, and Neil Hansen

2820-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2821-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2822-1 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

. Cityiseeeizip:  ParEnseie 1 (19952

Official Public Cosment © 2 g‘z 3
Dear EIS/ETR Team Menbers: ’ - i .

I suppoct 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 ahout the amount of water.thar ¢ould be available for the river.

" Legislation creating the Trinity River Bivision, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altzrmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally dated ion of the 1 3

Thank You,

Neme: Ligue LCoupeip- ‘g&w&@ﬁ@ﬂ

Official Public Comment 8: z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: '

1 support a diversion of ne* more that 30 percent of the natumal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and shady that
produced the Elow Evaluation Report, the rcommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water-that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisioa, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinily fish and wildlife priotity over the divergion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
hieve a legally mandared jon of the eco:

Thaok Yeu,
Name: )
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment g :z s
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoct a diversion of no tore that 30 percent of the patwcal water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While I suppore the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoet, the reconurendasions were limited by
an assumption abgut the amount of warer that could bé available for the river,
Legislation creating the Frinity River Division, and additional [egistation
cleady gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alurpative does not go far coough to
h a legally dated jon of the ecosystem. .

Thank You,

MNaume: ] in .

City/Swme/Zip: JALnTERS, CA G8gh4

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Diane L. Caufield, Jack Caufield, and John Seeger

2823-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2824-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2825-1 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

.llﬂr EIS/EIR Team Members:

Isuppurtadiwrsionofmmmthaﬁﬂpﬁcentofmnnatumlwwﬂw
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and smdy ‘that
produced the Flow Evalwation Repo, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
"Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, ‘and additiona] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, II'Le Preferred Altecnative doss ot go far enough to

hieve a legally d ion of the scosystern.
Thank You, -
Na.me:, - =]
Address:

City/State/Zip: @2@44257;_64 457’1 ¥

e ] G B

Isuppnctadlmswuofnommthatmpamtofmemmralwmrﬂw
from the Trinity River Basin. “While [ support the science and study that
pmducedﬂ:eFlevxluhnanthemommmdmmwmhmedby
an assuwption about the amougk of water that could be available for the river.
Eegisiation crealing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleuﬁymvesTmnyﬁshandmldhfepnmtyomﬁedwmmofmywaher
Thﬂ'efme,theheferredmmmdoesnntgnfarmonghm

" alegu]ly d iom of the
Thank You,

MName: :
Address: 4
CityStaeiZip: I werndd Rar, (/-

FITEST

© Official Public Comment 8 Z 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Leglslslwn creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly givas Trinity fish and Wl]dllfe priarity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP, Therefore, the P Alks ..doesnntgnfarmnughm
hieve a legally dated ion of the Y

Thank You,

Name: i'g&",{ L!;Qﬂf_}

Address:

City/State/Zip: ﬁgfﬂ ,S + LA ﬁ‘%L&?

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Dale R. Kato, Terry McCall, and Peter Wiechers
2826-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2827-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2828-1 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

. - qmaumt:mm *
Denr-EIS."EIR Team Members: -

I suppwtadfvemonofm more that 30 percentofl.he vatural water flow
from the Trinify River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evefuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an mption about the of water that could bie available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tonity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Ek&g{g {2 ,W_ﬁx)

Address: _Zrvo Ll By

Ciy/Semizip: _&ézaaga_,ﬁ;ﬂ,vf

@WM 2930

"Mr EMIR Team Members:

. [
Islrppmtadwemouofnnmoreﬂut}rpﬂcsntoftbemmlwmﬂow

from thie Trinify River Basin. While F support the sciencé and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an.assumpiion about-the amount of water that could be available. for the siver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, end additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildfife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. . Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enongh to

‘achieve a legally sandated ion of the ecosystenn.
Thank You, ,

Name: E)j,ﬁg E(?Lg#ﬂcﬁ
 Address: ) Pax 59¢ :
Cityrsase/Zip: __ Dctr-fgon. Cof FIFEF

pTY

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Isuppurtadiversionofnomoreﬂmwpmof&le patusal 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 sssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

* Legisiation credting 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
hieve a legally dated of the

Thank You,

Name: Detostetn. W1. QeWhsde.
Address: S Wineede e,
City/State/Zip:  Seram &mc.a.ca,_ﬁ’_‘?ﬂ}‘)

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Barry D. Simpson, David Kitayama, and Deborah M.

DeMack
2829-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2830-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2831-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

 Official Public Comment Z &5 .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: W Z

Isupportadwmwﬁofnomorcthat30yemeﬂtof:henahu=lwa&rﬂw
from the Trinity River Basin, Whllelsuppmthescmmdsmdyﬂnt
produced the Flow ion Report, the d were limited by

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

Legislatitin creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversior of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated testoration of the ecogysiem.

Thaok You, )
Mame: Sridine. .‘T Batrasua
Address: Lollly DAJoMA DRWE

CityStaterZip: _DUBLD A FHSOE

2832-1
2833-1
2834-1

Dear EIS/EIR Tesm Members:

WWWQ\SSS

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 3 fihen.ahmlwmﬂw
fmmthe'l'ﬂultykwetsasm Wlslmppmﬁ a0d stady that -
the Flow Ey Report, the recommendations were Linmitsd by
auasmpnmabwtthnammmtofwamﬁmcouldbeavmlablefwthsnm
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
cheaity gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Theérefore, the Preferred. Alternative does not go far enough to
mvenwmmdmﬂmwﬁﬁmm
Thank You,

2 .

Name: {1 T

City Zip: %m.c&ﬁqwm

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 siudy 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 | pnomy aver the diversion of any wéter

o the CVP, Th the P d Al ive does not go far ewough to
hieve a lega_]ly dated ion of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .

Name: : -quﬂfm 6&( hﬂﬁ'(

Address: - 'P C. 202 5S4 Sﬂfm_

City/State/Zip: L@k@.m(m; JEDLE

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Main TOC
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Comments TOC

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcards from Eugene J. Battaolia, Bill Gaddis, and DeAnna Garland

D3-1125



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

Qfficial Public Comment
_f Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a ﬁ.ivmion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2835-1

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

produced the Fiow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by 2836-1

an assurnption about the zmount of water that could be available for the rver. -
4 Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2837-1

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

Thaok You,

Name: et rde ke TiE
Address: 2R Sl s AL
Ciry/State/2ip:  _Sowty=f Rosed 4 Piocr

Official Public Comment 2 93 b
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Thercfors,the Preferrad-A rrrtgota gt
o 1 1], dofed J—y Csy .

Thank You, i .

Name: Davh{ KQIAV\EA‘{

Address: 252 inhesle A\;g

City/State/Zip: szfu A\‘{‘o C.A ‘3‘430(

Official Public Comment 2% 31

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nameal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ceuld be available for the river.

" Legisiation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve # legally mandated restoration of the esosystem.

Thenk You,

L
Name: F‘Ommm. Ioral g
] Address: 333 ) (Laeil e
Clry/State/Zip: Forest ollle ¢4 95430

apas

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

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

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

Official Public Comment 2 838

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural warer 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 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 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu,

Name: ld)kﬂ‘m Hl.-'-bC(
Addross: 2. &t |

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment % sq
Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members: :

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an ption about the of warer 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 enocugh to

Ansad

achisve a legally I ion of the ecosy
Thank You, -

Name: B] A lul'lllﬁ‘l

Address: Zadi E.dhﬂ d
City/State/Zip:  Sasle Borbarn, (o, 93105

Official Public Comment Z 84 o
Dear EIS/EIR Team dMembers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the 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 legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: 1
Address: TCANNS724 %cwa flosy

Cityrstate/Zip: | QLM FOA,; ¢ A Fyso

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from William Huber, Alan Willard, and Mike Pagones

2838-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2839-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2840-1 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

Deae EISELR Team Mm:ﬁ:“‘_“""’"f Comment 9 LH Postcards from George P. Scholl, Kristy E. Scholl, and Heidi McKinley

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

fcom the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 2841-1 Please see thematic r . P .,
produced the Flow Eveluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by c responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2842-1

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doés ot go far enough to 2843-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, )é“?a P Lokt
Name: é’e*?: Vi ,_l;;ggcz
Address: ﬁaLgmﬁzésm_CL
City/State/Zip: fé‘#é#i‘ oA FaIE

Official Public Comment 2 g q L

Dear EISEIR, Team Members:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

I support 2 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 recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: il £ o bl
Address: (287 Combrediies 2
City/Sate/Zip: ;

Official Public Comment 2 3q 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repors, the recommendations were limited by
2n ption about the of water that couid be availeble 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. Therefort, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You,

Narne: {Le‘ﬁ:f ) mgag‘i?
lalg! 0
o

Address: . QQ[[ jlgjgl, ﬁ ﬂ
ciyswerzy _EL (G5 CA R0

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C éN V ‘VA
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Comment qu L‘ Postcards from David Rogers, David Wemmer, and Brad Chew

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 2844-1 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. . . . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2845-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fer erough to 2846-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, —_ -

Name: \):w'\d Qoﬁlub
Address: 245 Movtion St )
City/State/Zip; San Feamcing Ch 5423

Official Public Comment z % q S
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion-of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go fr encugh o
achieve a legally mandated resmoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, iBe.lr.

Name: Tovid bitosepni
Address: ézz &m Carfoz A
City/State/Zip: _E( Cveitn et FY530

Official Public Comment z 84(0

Dear 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 | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Prefecred Altemative does not go far enongh te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -
Hame: 5 t C){ﬂt«/
Address: .

City/State/Zip:

ME. Brad Chew
2161 Lookeut Cr
PLoneer, CA 95845

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

—
Offfcial Public Compent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ..
1 supporll 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 a\failable f.or the TIVEF. 2847-1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi]:mnal legislation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Pre ‘Alternative does not go far enough to 2848-1
achieve a legally mandaved res on of the ecosyslent

Thank You, 2849-1

Name: y £ I
Address: A Vel Uioky
City/State/Zip: WAL udaua«l e Gadel|
Camoe & fontrm Guttisvast
Official Public Comment 1 8 q 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

£ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reconunendations wers limited by
an ption about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Peeferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm. .

Offcial Public Comment l % q q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werg limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. -
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: Fape Sweiceiay)
Address: Zou  ekteicd

City/State/Zip: _ FoPCArMebG, G 748w,

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Main TOC

Postcards from Phillip Rollins, Douglas H. MacBeth,
and Peter Saucerman

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

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

Official Pablic Comment 2 % g o

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, ]

Name: ﬁ Zrae 000 w
Address: Al 1 vy JF-
City/State/Zip: C-.-Lgm JBE frven

Official Public Comment Z % 5 ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisietion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )

Wame: ’Q'ew M" -A’L[A%J‘ﬂ/

i Address: b7 i pivec E_d
City/State/Zip: _Eigz@?_m__ggsva

L—-." o

Official Public Comment L?s 1

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

I 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 Evaluaticn Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP, . Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally datod ion of the

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

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Suzanne M. Damod, Rebecca McAllister,
and Frances G. Jordan

2850-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2851-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2852-1 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

Postcards from Lynn Duggins, Louise LeCam, and Lawrence Lazio

Official Public Comment
%’ Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

3

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percenat of the natural water flow . : : “; CPG
, from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stady that 2853-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hrmited by

an assumption sboul the amount of water that could be available for f1é river. 2854-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ma}h_ag e Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2855-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,

Name: . L#ﬂ'h “EE;,S
Address: {3(\. Bary (O

CityiState/Zipp __ e Lale O0p 95525

“PZneanten 3‘3;)7?7

Officiat Public Comment
-Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natual water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormendations were limited by
&n assurnption about the amonnt of water that could be available far the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. _Therefors, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thaok You,

Name: ég,,,} é (gm

Address: 7 o
City/State/Zip: C 757 ~fo

Official Public Comment : z % SS

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and smudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the divession of any water

; VP. Therefore, the Preferred Aiternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: AQM‘EE',/C‘E [ﬂ-z o
Address: GE s (o l‘q 2]

City/StatefZip:

75503

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

Qfficial Public Contment Z %5 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Menthers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an ption about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crezting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: i(a,-»mL l'? \S;Sav-—. hate
Address: S0t 5 Fradda, S

City/State/Zip: o4 ?Er»u?-; CH TS

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 recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CYP. Thersfore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank Yeu,
Name:
Address:

‘ City/State/Zip: 1

Offsciai Public Comment 2 8 6 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the narral 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 avaflable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Erinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, %C}M !i’ :é/

Address:

CityfState/Zip: 4(1[?30 .
i

Qfficial Public Comment 2 8 5 %

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C

Postcards from Kenneth R. Susan, M.D., Gary J. Hartung,

and Mary C. Von Kaesborg
2856-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2857-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2858-1 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

Qfficial Public Contment Z 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Dean Moyer, Marshalle Wells, and Elaine Hollingsworth

I support a diversion of 5o mare that 30 pescent of the natural water flow 2859-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River BasinA While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the rscommendations were Hmited by 2860-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that ¢could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . P .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2861-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _

Name: Pﬁ"ﬁﬁ R 9’6}2 :FF-/CJ’L
Address: AI5s Hececrzst '_PR,

) City/State/Zipr~_HFeo0 % A ] A=<

LR TN

Offtcial Public Copment L% u O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

(642['
431

Official Public Comment 2 % b |

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost 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 wildiife priority over the divession of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does rot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: i \)((\h AT ) rh\
\CUS A

Address: M@E_LQ%J
citystaterzio: eplera (o G R

) P ° 3
RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C V = D3-1134
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

“Thank You,

o hacyl Weatherc P
adiess:. (g1 7Lo0e 1 P

City/State/Zip: @@kp-m Coe TX0°7

Official Public Comment i % b 5

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 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assnmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough (o

achieve a legally d restoration.of the ecosystem.
Thank You, itz 1 por

Name:
Address: Lﬂz%"&é.u'f’?“u

b A Granda CA SHN-237
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment 2 % b q
Dear EIS/EIR T¢am Members:

1 smpport a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity Rivar Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assusnptioll about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legigiation
clearly gives Fomity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, — a

Neme: Sard e | M«\Q@Jﬁ‘.‘y]

Address: SO Q__)\ (= JDE'\ (\
CiysaeZin: o L Aerne rte \ Ca-

AN2G T

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C
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Postcards from Daryl Weatherup, Elaine Olson, and Sandra Tannabhill

2862-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2863-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2864-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Copment 2 % t‘ 5 Postcards from Pat Shanley, Carl Weichel, and Jean Drake
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a divérsion of no mare that 30 percent of the aatural water flow 2865-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie I support the scier}ce and study thax
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recomnendations were limited by 2866-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available fos the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . o .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water 2867-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

*Thank You, .
Name: Pt Shanley .
Address: 238 =

City/State/Zip: ACo_ih_/lﬂf.gs.)Ln_? cbze

%cﬂhﬂicﬂ'omw z % bb
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. White I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouut of water that cauld be available for the river.
Legislation cteating 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 enpugh ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, ’
Name: OQRL U)Elﬂ’ft!—
Address: %WNRCN &ﬂb

ciopswezip: ____T1A0RON. CA 92D

%

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturl water flow
from the Trivity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluati the dations were limited by
an assumptica gbout 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 priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allermative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: %&m
Address: ﬂdﬁ')y (o3

cisuzi: Bulizecdsos, 17 T

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C
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— T

James Munro
Bigfoot Campground
P.O. Box 93
Juunction City, CA 96048

December 6, 1999
To Whom It May Concarn:

I’mwritin,gjnmppm‘lofnmrewaﬁerm be allocated for the Trmity River, Being
a property owner, river resort operator and long time fishing guide on this unigue river. 7
For the past twenty-three years I've lived beside this river and I've witnessed startling
rmuﬁsofaddﬂiunnl flows being applicd. From the ridiculous low fows of 150 ofs year
o

There is no question the anadranous fish-will bereefit from improved habitat and
clean spawning gravels.

There is also no question that Trinity County in general will benefit from the
economics of having a healthicr river.

Since decisions were made many years ago to build the dam, create some
Teservoirs, control flooding, hydro and export water. The results had troad appeal to
mamy.

Comprehensive studies by many qualified experts have been made to identify the
problems facing anadramous fish in this river.

- Increased flows will bepefit the fishery and improve recreational
firture gencrations. California will be enriched.

James Munro
Bigfoot Campground

2868-1

> 2868-1

RECEIVED

NEE 12 1808
US Fish & whwpe o,
Alula, LA o

RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C
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Letter from James Munro Dated December 6, 1999

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

é/\l v -l

NS
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2809

.;'

Letter from Dorie Barrett Dated December 2, 1999

2869-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.” Regarding the

Mt Joe Polos, adequacy of the Preferred Alternative, please see thematic response
United States Fish and Wildlife Service ' : titled “No Action Alternative/Existing Conditions Scenario and
1125 16;%?53’1“‘“209 Dec 02, 1999 ' Range of Alternatives.”

Official Public Comment

sing Triziry RE Diversion

Isuppoﬁ&diwﬁnofmﬂbt&than%ofthemtma]wmﬂowﬁ‘omibeTrhﬁy

River Basin. Aslmﬂmﬁ,bgislmmqnmnﬁymmm
Other kegistation, gives the Trinity fish and wikilife priority over the diversion of any 28"6"9;1‘_;
Water to the CVP. 5o your flow evaluation report should have alowed for more fow | -
In the river. The Preferred Alternative does not go fix enouph to achieve a legally

Mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark you for your attention.

Please inchude my comeeat in your evaluations,

16965 O Dowmieviile Hwy
Nevada City, Ca 95959
— V< AY
RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C R D3-1138
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Letter from Gary Freedman Dated December 13, 1999

2870-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

River, Unfortarately, tl'eInmtnyverFlnwEvaluahni
report conducted by the federal government calls for
dlvamonofmpmnthtyﬂowstutheCennﬂ
Valley.
ltisﬁmefo:thefedara]gwmmmwfulﬁlms

Teinity. You should join them in thig effort
‘In a few momths, after 20 years of shxdy, the US.
’ Smﬁxyufthehmnmmummbbm,mﬂmakza

) ﬂxemmtymifnmdwurmm
Yoor comuvents will help the Teinity River bubemmz
-amodelﬁotresmnganmbelowaﬁedem]ly-ﬁmmad
dam.C‘nnem:l the Trb 3 the 0

Dear EISEIR Tean Membars: ) -l
| support a diversion of no mere than 30 “F
percent of the natural water fiow from the Trinity |
S Fiver Basin. Whlelmppornhesdenoeand i

P study that produced the Flow £ Report,

- mereomwtendamnswerelmmedhyan E
. assurnption about the amunt of water that
could ba available &y the river.

Legiskation creating the Teinity River Division
and additional legistation claarly gives Trinity 1!
fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any
water to the Centsal Valley Project (CVP).

o .","tg“;" s logaiy mendatod BEGE
o - » DEC 113 1008
ame: re cAnat;
Adare ig?gtisi- :

Address: Tuart
ChiSelP g w r e ley,

} 2870-1

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2778-2871.D0C v S -y D3-1139
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Letter from Hunter Owens Dated December 5, 1999

28 1 ' 2871-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2871-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

1850 Capistranc Way
Los Rltos, CA 94024-6702
December 5, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

U. 5. Fish and wildlife Service
1725 16th Street, Room 209
Arcata, Ca 35521

Rer Trinity River Malnstream Fisheries RestorationEnviron-
mental Impact Statement and Raport

Dear Mr. Polos:

T visit the Trinity River two three times a year for fishing -
canoeing, kayaking, camping and moteling, and for genaral 2871-1
relaxation. I have suffered poor fishing and restricted flows

and have observed economic depression in the area. These

conditions ¢an and should be corrected by allowing the Trinity

to keep at least 70% {90% would be better) of ite flow.

I appreciate the importance of the agriculture industry to
California's economy, but I thipk it gets too much of Trinity
water at the expense of users promised water but never
delivered.

We were promised a healthy Trinity River fishery. TInstead 1t
has been decimated. Coho Salmon are an endangered species
and steelhead are nearing the same status.

The Hoopa Valley and Yurck tribes have not recelved promised
water, : ) : : 3

IT IS TIME TO PUT TRINITY WATER BACK IR T

Sinecerely

ALl (v

Hunter Owens

VvV « \.‘;l D3-1140
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