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

it A 5 ¢ Postcards from Kyle Haines, Tawnly Pranger, and Dave Magonigal

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that 2872-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the fver. . . P . P
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2873-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clzatly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o 2874-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally memdated restoration of the ecosysiam.

Thank You,

Name: KL W mas
Address: =X @0)£ Lo
CitysState/Zip: TN A L0

RDD/TRINITY2872-2931.D0C

Official Public Comment Z 8 7 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations ware limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could bi available for the river
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1@
achieve e lepally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: i ‘;1;{/; it

. -
Address: v Ceas? T b

City/State/Zip:  yiC7Hmondy od 7 GBS

Offictal Public Comment ?4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! suppon the scieace and study that
praduced the Flow Fvaluation Repan, the recommendations were Dntied by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be avajlable for the i,
Lugisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and adduional lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversian of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You.
Neme; ’Dﬁ\.‘li—_ ﬂ'lliﬁt-- NI
Address: BEIC Macwed o

City/StawZips  Evw Afcum, Ch ISEI4-

é/\l v > -’A.
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY2872-2931.D0C

Official Public Comment
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

L supzart 2 diversion of ro rmore that 39 peresni of the natural water flow
froc: the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppert the science and study thar
produced tke Flow Evaluation Reposi, the recommendations were Limitsd by
an assumption abeu: the amount ¢ available for the rives
Logisiation creating the Trinity 2, onal legislatior
elearly gives Trinity fish 2nd wildli%e pricrity over the diversion of any wate:
w0 the CWVP, Therefore, the Srefemed Altemative does oot go far endugh -]
achigve a legally mandated resroration of the ezasysiem,

Thank You,

Mame:

2878-1
2879-1
2880-1

Address:
City/State/Tip:

Official Public Commens
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

ar\c rtr:‘at 30 pereent of the naturz( witer flgw
VEile T suppors the seisnce i al
praduced the Flow Evatuation Rezert, :hcpf:cnmm nda:imsa:i:e“]?;i?;d 2
an assumpion about the urt o watar that ¢ < available for the rl‘\ir
L‘Cg]S]E\LPJ’l creating the T. River Divisior, and 2dditional legisiation
tizarly gives Trinity fish and witdlife ProTiy vver the Tsion Zf ;11 ‘wa'"r
1o the CVP Therefore, the Pre Allzmazive decs o .gu ‘:a~ maz ] t:
achizve 2 legally mandared resteration of the ecosysiem, ) *

I suppert a diversion of no m
fizin the Trinity River Basiq

Thank Yaou,
Name: Millarng K kagpey-
Address;

P2 box B4 i "
Houyfre (8 Aeeq|

City#’Stater’Zip:

Official Public Comment
Dear E1%/EIR Team Members:

[ suppost a diversion of no mare thut 30 parcent of the natural water fow
from the Trindty River Basin, While [ support the selence and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, tie recommendatioms wers linied by

or that could be available for the river,
on, and add:tional legislation

wives Trinity fish writy over the diversion of any water
CVP. Theretore, she Preferred Allermative does nol zo far sraugh to
achicve 4 legally mardared restors g

Thank You,

Nine
Address
Canw State Fip:

Main TOC

Postcards from Chris Rourke, William K. Kasper, and Fred Leoni

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

é/\l V > -l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

" Dear Elmme-Mmﬁ‘&”@?W_ S o Postcards from Sue George, Reed Dils, and Helbock

T supportadwemmnofnnmmmatfu peréént of the nanu-alwmﬂuw
from the Trinity River Basin, Whiile-T support the scievce and study that . i i “Fi ies.”
produced the Flow Evauition Report, e sesoineméerdotons s ot by 2878-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

’ mssmmpnonabwmeamountofwmﬂmuwldbeavadable for the river. .

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and. additional legislation 2879-1
clearty gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Tqufummer&mdemmvedoesnmgoﬁtmghw - i i “Fi ies.”
achicwe  Togally miadatcd recmacion: of e avceymions ) 2880-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Name; . rU.LGl&O
e 5 o i 24

CitnymtafZip:"’ﬂ_@_ﬂ_d(L_ﬂg%_,_ﬂ&;
IR ?S?-S‘f’

Durmm Team Members:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. prpcﬂad:vmofmmmﬁax%pmmtof&emmﬂwwﬂow
- from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and stady. that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Repert, ihe recommeéndations weve limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over-the diversion: of any water
to the CVP. Thesefore, the Prefened Alternative does not go fir eacugh io
achieve a legally maudated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thark You,

" Mame; ;&en b"z
Address: Bex 4%
City/State/Zip: z}u ed—‘@g’ Le, Co Pr2 4‘
Official Public Comment 2 9 %0
‘Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥Members:

Isuppartadwexsmnofnomoreﬂmlmpemenlofﬂmnnmmlmmw
from the Trinify River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produ:edﬁmFlovaalmmRepoﬂ,ﬂmmcommendamnsmhmwdby
an ion about the t of wager that could be avdilable for the river.
Leglslamncmanngtlenmtwanermm,andaddmmal legislation
elenﬂyglmTrmtyﬁshaudmldhfepnmtyoverﬂmdxmunufmywaier
to the CVP.. Th the Preferred Alu vedoesnotgofarennughho
achieve a legally mandated ion of the. ecx

_ Adilress: L RO CLEADE M
CiyiSuteizip: L4579, (0. T2HPY

w p N A
v -y D3-1143
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Joanna Walters, Michael D. Lebeck, and Marlene
Thompson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natral 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
aii assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. _ i i “Fi ies ”
Legislation creating the Trimy Rivi Division, and additional legisiation 2881-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

tp the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough 1o 2882-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, ’ - 2883-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name: \]COMI'ICL w"ﬂ“"’ :
Addrece 2[{'4{ Tﬂ-ff{b\’ q‘ ‘*3

City/State/Zip:  Sgues Fopescrsee , CA Y133

R

Official Public Comment . 2
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 Evahiation Report, the recommendstions were limited by
an piion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division; snd additional fegislation
clearfy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefersed Alternative:does not go far-enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaek You,
Narne: MicHAEL D LEGScie.
Address: 0D greses e

City/State/Zip: Strvin cEn® , & TRy

orirccmee ) GBZ
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water tiow
from the Triniry River Basin. While I support the science and study dhat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommiendations were limited by
an ption abaut the of water that could be available for the river.
-Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thweiomlhehefemdﬁllcmaﬁwdo&smgoﬁrenoughm
aohlevealegallymndawd toration of the ¥

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

w p N A
v -y D3-1144
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

'é"
OHicial Public Comment zsa’l Postcards from Deborah S. Amshoff, Susan Watson, and Nancy and

Dear EIS.'EIR ‘Team Members:
Dan lhara

Impportadwersmofnommdm%pememafmmlwamﬂow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and stady that
“tﬁcFlob:“'t‘th; i Re(]:fmt,thcmcommuuhnmweh:medby
anassumpunnn amount of water, that could be a i i “Fi ies.”
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and mm":'nl:["::;:{;;‘:uw 2884-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . : up: P
to the CVP, Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 2885-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You, _ 2886-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

onsinnoe 2 8BS

Dear EIS/EIR. Tezm Members:

lsuppmadivmim@fnommtbaﬁo.pmentofthenmmlwmrﬂcw
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouvnt of waler that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fishk and wildlife priority over the diversion of aay water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does mot go far enough te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

“Thank You, _ - ﬂeua the,
Mame: &_M
oo AERs

City/StuelZip: (SaeyrS0 _CH GHG3 J\-u v r'c‘rm
T DL TtvT
oot 1. \m

- Oﬁaal Public Commens 2 8 B w
" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

duced the Flow E jon Repor, the recommendations were limited by
anassumphnnaboutlﬁcamounlnfwmthaiwuldbewadablefor&em
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: ]\]amu., and Dan :Dura

Address: pr i1 Dﬁg@ ST’ .
 CitySaterZip: __Aorraba zfa 4?&"2 {

ERL

w p N A
V O D3-1145
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

- ] it Commznt \ )
Dear BISEIR Team Mm‘:’i.?mm - 2891 Postcards from Leon & Jean Wagner, Alisa Hove, and Meredith Dean

1 support a diversion of no mowe that 30 pelwntofﬂxe natural water {16
from the Trinity Rivet Basin. . While I support the science and study that . . ur: P
duced the Flow Evalintion Report, the recommendations were limited by 2887-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an ammnpnonabumtbcmmu of water that- could-be available For the river.
Leglslauou creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation _ : : “hi tog ”
dlearly gives Trinity figh and vwildlife priority over the diversion of any witer - 2888-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

v

achieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosystem. : 2889-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: Q-

Address:

City/State/Zip: bV 4

o . Oﬁim:mm Comment 86?
Dear. EIS/EIR: Team Members: .

. Impponadwemonofmmmeﬂmmpmemunhemnmwamﬁw
T from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost the science and study that
pmducedtheFlowEvaluauonReporLlﬁemcomendmmswe]mmedby
an assumptioa about the amount of waler that cowld be available for the river.
Legislation mntlngthe Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. T‘he:efore,mePlefmedAltemmvedomannfa:enmghw
achieve a lega]ly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: 'P\“Sﬂ'l'bvﬁ

Address: 1’0 Box bib
City/State/Zip: BRE MKCJ Lk 9925

Offcial Public Conmen: q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: )

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

an ption about the of water that could be avaifable 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. Thereibre, the Praferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated w@mnon of the ecosystem.

" Thank You,
Namé: la Ma&ujcb_ Lo g
Address: Po.Beves

. City/State/Zip: ; L% v _ G35

V O D3-1146
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

el OffcialPablic Comment 1 ?qo Postcards from Matt Dusel, Peter O. Grant, and Jennifer Glorioso
-+ <“Denr EIS/EIR Team Members: v ) N
i’mm m?ﬂi’mf Qii’mtf" support tb:f s'i'iim and study mﬁ:xw 2890-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evﬂ?l:ation mmouml?g:mmlrbf;ﬁ;:dw ) tled “Fisheries.”
about <ol avall 3 TIVET. .
Egism-;n creating the Trinity River Division, and addifional legislat 2891-1 Please see thematic responses title isheries

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . ups P
1o ﬂney(fg':fr. Therefore, the Preferred Altetmntive does not go far mo{lgh to 2892-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: M att Dusei
Addsess: LY Comnwrngs Lo
City/State/Zip: £ F55

Offéciat Public Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: : . !

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percemt of the namygal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and ey that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional {egislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, 'Ihmfore,ﬂm?mfenedmtzmnﬁvedoanotgoﬂﬁenoughm
achieve a legally mandated resioretion of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

' Es;o Dayton Ave '29
Silver Springs, NV 834

Offtcial Public Comment j q z
-Dear EIS/EIR Tesm Members: '

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
#om the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assymption about the amount of water that could be availabls for the river.

- Legislation creating the Trinity. River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority o¥er the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefesed Alternotive does not go far enowgh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .
Name: x g,‘e!&C !;lgﬂ‘mn
Address: AN
Cityrsaterzip: MW CRA as s
P
) ) . ° )
v N D3-1147
RDD/TRINITY2872-2931.D0C
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pubiic Comment 1%q 3 Postcards from A. Smith, Margie Natseu, and Charles B. Hammerstad

Dear EIS/EIR Tesm Members:

'lsupponadivwsionbfnomm_matmpmmtofmenahmlwwﬂow

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 2893-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

anassumphunaboutthemmuntofmterlhﬂtcouldbemlnblcfortbcnm B : : ug: P

Legislation creating the ‘Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 2894-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of eny water . . e .,
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 2895-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of thg ecosystem,

‘Thank You,
Name:

-4 rf,/?’a o

Cltnyta;:efle A%z}ﬁ s ,ﬁ: 9‘ ZJJ’

’ Dur EIS/EIR Team Members:’

Isupponadavusmofmmmthatﬁo pe:cemofﬁenamnlwmarﬁow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppott the sckence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wene luml:adby
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinisy River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wilifife priority over ihe diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. )

Thank You,
Address: P77 LF e rry

City/Stat/Zip: e l@osr = LTS 4

—Y-T 1

Dear FISEIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the narural water flovw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scieénce 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.
Legmlaum creating the, Trinity River Division, md additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Altémative does not go fir enough o
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2872-2931.D0C v S -y D3-1148
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memben

Postcards from Sophia Pisciotta, Ron Dong, and G. Okumura

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

pmdmd&erwEvﬂmonRepmmemeommndaumwmlmmdby _ 3 3 “Ti jes.”
b b the A water that could"bo swalluble Eor the riu. 2896-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries

Legslauonmungﬂne'rnmty River Division, and additional lepislation . . P .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion %lf any water 2897-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
%o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefetred Alternative docs not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystera, 2898-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, -
Name: H R

Address: 2aa Heller {n

City/State/Zip: dmé_G_u,_CLHOG €

e 2,897

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natarel water flow
fmmtheTnmtymmBaam. While 1 support the science and- study that

duced the Flow Eval Report, the recommendations were limited by
massumpuonaboutﬂlenmoumofwamﬂmtmuldbeavm]ablefurﬁwnver
LegmlnnoncremngmeTnmtymvermwmn,andaddtnnmllegslahm
¢learly gives Trinity fish-and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Hmfm'e,&ﬂhﬂfmedﬂtematwednsmtgoﬁrmughm
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: ? Dd Arq

Address; /8 f'%lrr an

City/State/Zip; [Q‘ 6%5 pr] Z-Fa.?z_.

ficial Public Calmmm: gq
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Memhers

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water ilow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart; the recommendations were limited by
“n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legslauun creating the Trinity R.lveu'Dmslun, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the divetsion of any waier
to the.CVP. 'Therefore; mePreﬂerredAlmanvedoesnotgoEarmoughm

hieve a legally mand ion of the ecasy
Thauk You, ,
Name: 42 Q&Hm:ﬁz .
Address: /

= .
Cirv/Stata/Zin: Marerw 't Co  ASHTH

o L s

w p N A
V O D3-1149
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

. Offfciel Public Comuent . G G- ' :
Dear EIS/EIR Tear Members: - _ gq q Postcards from Thomas D. Hall, D.D.S., Amy K. Hall, and Joel Despain
“1 support & diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natuml:;é-t;i’l;w'
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 2899-1
produced the FI;: Evaluation Report, the recommendations were litited by -
an p ut the: of water that could be available for the river.
.I;legea;sllan'_un c._?:z;:g uﬁl:h Tﬁq.m mvigim,-mmm%iﬁml leg;ifslaﬁm 2900-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
y gives Al } PRIOMLY over the diversion of any water
lhe v‘P_ '!‘hcre Preferre mﬂn' i . . “ s : ”
:?:higvf a legally mﬁﬁ‘gmmﬁﬁgmﬂ- the wv:sd,::;_m go far chough o 2901-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You, : HeQl ors.
Nasne: “THomas D.Way_ pos.
i Address; 526 UPrmaoc aetie lieln Oe.
Cityistateizip:  Bicastoe,n 08 ¢2208

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Offcial Public Conmsent 1q oa

Dear EYS/EIR Team Menbers:

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

duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an ption about the of water diat could be available for eis river.
Legislation creating the Trinicy River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefened Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

14

Thank Yaou, .
Name: ~ ;
Address: 520t dfanos arrwaheesn DR,

CitystueiZip: LAt RSP B> O FIXOFK

) omaupuwccw ;2 qol
Pear EISEIR Team Members: ’

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

duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amounnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legisldtion creating the; Trinity River Division, and-additional legislation :
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefors; the Proferred Alternative does not go far enough to

- achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thack You, £
Name: 79 bz_sw

Address: Heflf4. Box)
City/State/Zip: b o ;.

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2872-2931.D0C v S -y D3-1150
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officisl Public Comement d Fou
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 24‘1 O A‘ Postcards from Beverly Dahlen, J. W. Kinnean, and Robert Lockett

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the samwral water fow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that

prodiced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limitad by 2902-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumphon al30ut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and adational legistation . 2903-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priosity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVFP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally of the 2904-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
e
Ewe,f/

Address: 15 M Fates Auve
CitylSutelZip: Ot Frases 5t o, A Wro

e 2,903

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

.vIsnpportadwmlonofnomomtha;tSDpemenJuﬂhem:nﬂwamﬂow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and siudy. that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations weee limited by
an assumption aboui 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.

Thaok You,
Name: 4 g:fNNEH\
Address: B TEAN ST

City/State/Zip: ML VALCESY C A 2y

Official Public Comvment 2q OLl .

Dear E3S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ro more that 30 percent of the ramurst water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Ev ion Report, the recommendations were limited by
ption abouit the of water that could be available for the river.

Legas]anon creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl legislation-
clearly pives Trinity fish and witdiife priority gver the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
m:hlwe a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Narne: 5%:&9@- Laceen
Addeess: GZI0 5.E. g Avere
City/State/Zip: FraziAa, & Frzee
el
X
) ) . '\s
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Corument '/.:10 D

. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: : Postcards from Elizabeth Williamson Kenady, James Tenbroeck, and

* I support a diversion of no more thet 30 percent of the natoral waler fiow John D_ Garrett
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppost the science and study -that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, mmﬁﬁhﬂmw

umption arnoun [ e e tivet. . . o .
ﬁéﬁaﬂﬂn Cm:g:g thu:: Trinity t[g:al;ei:him, and. aitional legistation 2905-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . o
gl ors, e Preformod Aliemative docs not go far cnough to 2906-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

hieve a legally manduted jon of the ecpsystem,

Thark You, . : 2907-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name: - / ¢ /
Address:

&7
Cityisutelzip: Mol /P )
od . 7 . /
A e -

. Offictal Pablic Comment ! q Ob
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the napuaL warer now
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evahuation Report, ihe recommendstions were timited by
an ption about the of water that could be avaitable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

hieve a legally mandated of the y
Thank You, T
Name: TAHES TONERIETIC

Address; 12y Wi A
City/StatesZip: _MIMOEW, N/ 29423

Official Public Comment ! ! qo-?
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

I suppart & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namra waver Tiow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Fiew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availebie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to

hicve a legally fated jon of the soosy
Thank You,
Name: _ﬁ z
Address: C_ARERa T il Joun -
City/Srate/Zip: ‘"‘];

V RO D3-1152
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

" Official Pudlic Comment ‘z q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - . La 2N Le

I support a diversion of o more that 30 percent of the natura? water flow
feom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an about the of water that could be available for the diver.
beglslamm cieating the Trinity River Division, and additions] legislation
clealy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion. of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, thePrefenedAlmauvcduesnotgoﬁrenoughm

i a legally mandated of the
Thank You,
Name: lﬂp‘z‘l griumgﬂ
Address: 25 W. BEdu iy

City/Stare/Zip: _fldls Lo - GO

rarawemm LAOY

Dear RIS/EIR Team Members;

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

produced the Flow Evaluati Repart, i recommendations were limited by
m-assumpnonaboutthemmmrnf could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River and additional legislation

clenﬂyglanmtyﬁshmdmldhfepnomyowtthgdwmmufmyww
to the CVP. Thetefore, the Prefirred Alternative does not go far eaough to

hicve 2 legally mandated jon of the ecosystem,
Thank You, J .
Name: Wopn A
Address: Wi w Bufily oo

City/State/Zip: _ple LA Grae |

Official Public Cowment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
anmumpnonabouttheamoumofwaterlﬁntcuuldbeava:lablcforlhcrwm‘
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleur!y gives Tnnuyﬁshmdwnldllfe priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the PrcfmndAlmamdoumtgofaremughw
Hieve a legally mand ion of the ecosy
Thank You, .

Nome: et e NI Y 8
Address: 9 % !-l oo @ :
City/State/Zip: __IIAGEM O - 5026

RDD/TRINITY2872-2931.D0C

Postcards from Gary Snyder, Viviana, and Dave Cavanaugh
2908-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2909-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2910-1 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

o  Official Public Comment (]
s Dear EISEIR Temn Members:

Postcards from Doug Gore, Brian Hines, and Gene Martz

x I.mpponadivmiopofmmethméopem;&nfmmnmmﬂ;;.

from the Trinily River Bosis. While 1 support thé science and study that
roduced the Flow Evalugion R ths rocomimenditions woeé fimted by 2911-1
ﬂﬁmpﬁon abqutt::e;moméf.wmr that couldt be available for the river.
Legislation creating tlie Trinity River Division,-and additions] legislation - i i “Fi ies.”
fa cg%v;s i ﬁsht:d T B IeBIoion e 2912-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
10 . Therefore, the: Preferred Alternative does not go far enough : s “Ti ieg ”
achieve o legally. mandated restoration of the g::gym_ &e _ ©o 2913-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You, : ’
Mame:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

| opsrcmn ) QY2
Dear EIS/EIR Teamn Members: -

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percenit of fhe natural water flow.

from the Trinity River Basin. While § suppot thie scietice and study. that

prod ’ﬂaaFlnw“_‘ ition Report; the recomnisendations were limited by

0 assumption about the amcunt of water that could be available for the river,

Legishation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CVP.  Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
hieve a Tegally mandated resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, '

Name: I AES

Address: P Aoivend preds

City/State/Zip: JAFzA Zorh cA Frde

_ Officlal Public Comment :2 q l 3
Dear EES/EIR Team Members: :

Isupportnfiivusionofnummthalwpmtnfﬂmnanu-alwalerﬂnw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
prodlwedth_el"low Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Leg_lslat!?n creating the Trinity River Division, asd additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
Ao the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does mot go far endugh to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, y )
Néme:
(Address:
“City/State/Zip:

w . N _ﬂ
V O D3-1154
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Poblic Comment #, i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . L'“‘t Postcards from Robert Johnson, Bob Chamberlain, and Michael Grayson

1 support & divetsion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienee and sindy that . . e .
produced the Flow Eviluation Reputt, the recomimendations were limited by 2914-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an -assumption shout the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation cresting thi: Trinity River Division, and additionsl legislation : ; g g

- clearly gives Tﬁ:?g, fish mdt"wﬂdufe priority over the diversion of any water 2915-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefesved Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally dated restoration of the .

Thank You, -

o Lol Lo
Address: -1_43-;-5 ﬂ—"‘.
City/StatefZip: <5 Gy gg%.g Ca FyGay

. |
L Official Public Comment 2\
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral watzr flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science snd study that
produced the Flow Evaheation Report, the recommendations were limited try
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 thie diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nut go far enough to
achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the scogystem.

?:-:Yw’ bo@C,M\@Loea//zu i~
(@] S

Adidress:
Citysuteizip: __ POy S F4T1T

" Offfciat Public Commant. v ql@
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 shout the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore; the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily, toration of the scogystemn.

Thank You, g‘__/

MName: .

Address: Fé BoY A4S
CiyiSate/Zips Lot <. f:‘ilSQf o

2916-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Jﬁ&m. P

V RO D3-1155

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY2872-2931.D0C



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

Official Public Comment 1(11 ‘__‘ . .
 Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ~ +) . Postcards from Jim Coyle, John O. Jenkins, and Fariba Kheradmand

I support a diversion of Ro more that 30 percent of the natural water fow =
froum the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . p— _—
produced the Flow Evalvation Repost, ihe recommendations were Eimited by 2917-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
ma_ssuq:p&onsl?ommea@qmtqfwatgr}imcwldbeavailab[efwmem. . . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation 2918-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem, ’ 2919-1

Thenk You,

MName: :t_)-.l:h Cﬂ‘wé
City/State/Zip: e éﬂ sgc‘&ﬁ (% 95/?50

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

o I4(8

" Dear EIS/EIR Tecam Members: .

I suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Alternafive does not go far eaough o
a:hima!cgnlly'x?ndmd ion of the ecasy

Thask You, \]UM—J ﬁ@{&m

Name:

Address: .3[( Lﬁm H"W%
Ciysuzio: Poboerloe Cn  G¢G)e

Dieat !"’..I__SIE[R 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 fhat
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of waler that coufd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinfty 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
hieve a legally mandaled festaration of the étosystem.

Thank You, :
Nome: Forllon Eherndonnrt
Address: Yo ¥ fﬂ-m..y W1V A

CitystaeiZip: __Albasr ca 2YT0

e

V RO D3-1156
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

] Official Public Comment " .l’, .
Dear EISEIR Team Members: - A'[ ] Postcards from Paul Marszavek, Rudy DeMay, and Leath Sanchez-Hoxie

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natiral water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I the science and study that . . p _—_
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the fecommendations were limited by 2920-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
anassumpﬁonalgomtheammqfwmﬂmmbdhem_milableforﬁleriw. . _— .
Legislation creating thie Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 2921-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of aiy water
the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not to . . p— —_
T.‘;,,jm 2 tegally mandated restoration ofmm y 7ot go far cnough 2922-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Name: “iEl aeSTaved

Address: L5 Mgl

City/StateiZip: Coar® AM¥EEA LA Gyge

L Official Public Comment :! q 2 ‘
. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water 1ium -
from the Trinity River Bagin, While ¥ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were Jimited by
an p 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 wildlif priociey over the diverston of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve g legally mandsted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Bud .
Address: Crmel

City/State/Zip: _Llpeen broe 7 -9F S04

—T V3t

Dear EIS/EIR Team 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 Evaluation Report, the rscommendations were limited by

an mption about the 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 g0 far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysteim.

Thank You,

None: &L@é&&"?/
Address:
cityfsﬁe;.fzip::‘;éa’i G Lo, Cod 7550/

V RO D3-1157
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Diar RISEIR Teum Mombers: - L1AD Postcards from John W. Barr, Cristine Barsanti,

3 . . e )
ot Teiity Roves Dacin, White L support he sclence and sudy it and Susan Alger & Scott Altenhoff

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations. were limited by
anasmmpmnabouttheamuntofwmthxteouldbem‘hblefmthemer
tion creating the Trinity Rivef Division, and additional legislation 20231
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water -
to the CVP. Thercfors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far taough to . ) . )
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the scosyseem. 2924-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2925-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

S63

L Official Pustic Consmens :! q Lq
Dea.r EISJ'EIR Team Mzmhers .

] suppurt u diversion of uo more thai 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While F support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatioas were limited by
on gssumplion about the amount of water. that could be available for the river.
Legslanon creating the Trinity River Division, bad additional legislation -
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thmfcrre,the?referredﬁhemauvedouno(goﬁrenaughm
achieve a legzlly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yo .
N me ABarsscti
Add: . éa X 5'5 {

City/StatefZip: . ( imhd, CA

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mem‘:bﬁfdm ommer iq 15 ’

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the BanuL wus Luw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an mp about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Thetefme,tfle?rtﬁmedﬁheimhvedoesnotgofmemughto
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You,
Wame: Svtam  Alge, f Scett. ﬂ14E“L‘”F;'

Address: 145 & 3 A
City/State/Zip: Eegtenr, Qi 0¥
F ko maty v deatd ,; l'.ﬁrm'\-.; Qﬂ“j

T

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

7
st Public Comment ‘L’.l ALe Postcards from Cynthia & Ted Story, W. Edward Nute,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
¥ suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water ﬂnw and Cheryl Sandberg

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver. _ i i “Fi ies.”
Legislation creating the Trinlty Rivér Division, and additional legisiarion 2926-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o 2927-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally restoration of the wosymm.

Thank You, 2928-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name: i“' I EJ 81’/ %

Address: z 4 A A -

-City/State/Zip; al ] g (! _ f_"(j(l l i

' : Official Public Corsment q 2
Denr EIS/EIR Team Members:
Imppmtadwemunuj‘pnmme:ﬁatﬁpmmﬂnfthnmtnm!wm.m..
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost the scieace and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water tiat could be.available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
g0 the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Allemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a Eegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

veme: . L. COAAED NUE

Ciyfswierzip: _Spo] (ACML CA 940, j

oy I

I * Ofcial Pubtic Comment q zg’
R _Ds;r EleElR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie [ 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
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

ackieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosy
Thank You,

Name: Cher Aber
Address: ! Vialtsl]

5 ——
City/State/Zips _Eurgka €A 25583

w p N A
V RO D3-1159
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offictal Public Conument. quq ' Postcards from Melissa Cole, Catherine Magonigal, and Dennis McCann
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:
,'{e,m' B -}’,,";g“ﬁ,"?;%‘;:,? r\zrh“ﬁ:t 13 mmﬁifgmﬁ“:dmm 2929-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations' were: limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available fot the iver, 2930-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislaﬁon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . e .
to the é“‘m nﬂgfm, the Preforred Alternztive does not go far c:z’];gh o 2931-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, s
Name; § g ldéﬁg @&/
Address: o —t s Node s ol el

CiySatezip: [ pblon S0 00 a9

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mem(:f:um e lq 3@ ’

I suppont a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scisnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an ption about the of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Albernative does not po far enough to
achlevealegallymandawdmslmtmn of the ecosystem.

Thask You, ‘
Name: CHDIRWE  MALeliaAl
Address: 8670 Mayet oap

City/State/Zip; _éxk_éﬂ,_c.ﬁ_.‘l&?ﬂ'

Official Public Comment :Z q 3'
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 4

I suppent a diversion of no more ﬂmi‘wﬂpmemoftlw 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 water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearfy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alsernative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated ion of the eco
Thank You,
Mame: w8 [«3 A

City/Stato/Zips Eoalelju A 457 _65/

) ( . e ‘
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