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

Postcards from Gloria Duncan, Janet Sultan, and Eric C. Conn

Officic! Public Comment : l q 3 1 2932-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
& PP " 2

" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ] ) )
- _— 2933-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scieace and sindy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by 2934-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistatton creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversionm of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enoungh to
hieve a legaily mandated ion of the ecosy

Thank You, -

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

MName:
Address:

. T 2
City/State/Zip: {221 f% avirs _.i-;ém

e o 9933 |

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

duced the Flow Evafuation 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 addifional 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,
rawes  1959C O d U B ey €4
CityState/Zip:  Abnres £4Q S5g 27

L

: Officiat Fitie Comment q )
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: d

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppoit 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.
Lepistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far engugh to

achieve 2 legally mandated ion of the Y -
Thank: You, :
Address: | 2F2de MeaDewberrR
CityseseZip: _Didiis CR. (61t
w p N A
V O D3-1161
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

oo Postcards from Jim Gado, Carol A. Wiley, and Peter Tymstra

S

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Isupportldwers!onofnommeﬂlat30pemen£0fthennluralwmﬂow ) ) ) )
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stdy that 2936-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommensations were limited by

amount of water 1d be available for the . a1
- mmwx:&‘;:}_mw A Dm‘::"u;cz‘;d i l:gls!ahm“"“ 2937-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wild!ife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Thmfom,mel’mﬁmedﬂmhvedoesnotgofarmoughw
achieve a legaity mandated restoration of the scogystem.

Thank You, -
Name:
Address:
City/StatefZip:

2935-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. Official Pablic Comment q w
" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

I'support a diversion of ne 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 Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
a0 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clemiygivesTnmtyﬁshandmidh&pnomyowrﬂmdwemmofanywat:r
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achevealeg:dlymndaudresmraum of the ecosystem.

T Al

City/State/Zip: ],,4;@4.;&. e ?973-7}[

B Oﬁimihm:-:‘wm s an’i
Dear E]SJEIR Team Mmhers |
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basm_ Whulelsupportmescmupeandsmdyﬂm
produced the Flow Evah Report, the ions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ceuld be available for the river.
Leglslatmn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water

to the CVP, Therefore, mehefermdﬂltemxnvedoesnotgofnrmoughm
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: P, SV
City/State/Zip: 1 \\ou Lowm Q_.\A CNEOD

w p N A
V RO D3-1162
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

nmm— A'l 9 D Postcards from David Dobson, Sean Bell, and Greg Dinger

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Imppmadwm:onofnommmatsopementofthsmualwmﬂw

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ the scm and that _ 3 : “G; faa
produced the Flow Evalaation mes“PP"’m‘ we:'fym e by 2938-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legistation ereating the Trinity River Divisian, and aditional legislatian 2939-1
tlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough 1o 2940-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally resioration ECOSYS

Thank You,

Narme: DD DaRsan
Addrese: Bex 79

City/State/Zip: _aktvegr <A FRBeuy

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1R

nivome 28439

Dear EIS/EIR 'l‘em Members:

(AR REN]

Isupportadwersmnfmmmthatwpﬁeentoftbeuuunlwmﬂow

ﬂ'ommeTrmltyRJmbn. “While I suppost the science end study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumpkion 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
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferced Al ive dees not go far epough to
achieve a legally ‘mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, 7 -
Name: Sean Bl
Address: /%] PQ'yCE St

City/StatefZip: Sauta fgoz, CA 95260

Official Pubdlic Comment q % 6 }
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’ y

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. White I suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amonat of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinjiy River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fich and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ’
Name: e DIArGa
Address: 7 D000 DA

City/State/Zip: S AL oA 9 ‘f?zy

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C v S -y D3-1163

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

| Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

zqq. ‘ Postcards from Nancy Sanchietti, Michael Coffey, and Ronald Hall

I sipgot o diveesion of 16 tore that 30 poroeat of the tow 2941-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

from the Frinity River Bagin. While I sapport the science and study that

produced the Flow Evalustion Repott, the recommendations were [imited by 2942-1
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 2943-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alterpative does not go {ar enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, M .
Name: A@%A 277
Address; rF7es Lboersr et

City/State/Zip:  Se.o gﬂsggﬂ;‘ LG I

' ' Official Public Covenent 2 q 4 :Z
- Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

= I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturl water flow
g from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluvation Repost, the recommendations were limited by
2n assumption about the amonnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any watsr

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far cnough 1o
achisve a legally ‘mandated ion of the ystem.

Thank You, )

Name: m ld\M\ COFJ"""{

Address: 02 e w27y i

City/State/Zip: Q'ﬁ,;ssla&i Cn gms’

) ’ . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C v «.> D3-1164
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Dana Pabst, Virginia Griffing, and Mike Tillinghast

_ Oficiat Public Convment : Zq 2
* Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - W

i Bt . . y? . . 77
I support a diversion of no more thet 30 percent of the naturat water flow - 2944-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basia, While I support ihe science and study that
- ammptthfoaf m"uﬂmw‘ﬁ‘.’?ﬁ;ﬁi‘f o could be md:brfgrmllﬁd n'I:ryer. 2945-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

- Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addition! legistation ‘ o
clearly gives Trinity fish end wildiife priority over the diversion of any water 2946-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

" achieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosystem.

m‘!w’ \l)amx P&'p'sf‘

Address: 92085 Thd St _
City/State/Zip: __Jacks onuile, OR 775 36

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the pamral water now -
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and etudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repors, the recomnendations were Fimited by
an P aboitt the of water that could be available for the tiver.-
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, nd additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alierative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legaily mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

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

Official Public Comment . )
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members: . :

1 support a diversion of 10 thore that 30 pesceni of the AAMFAL Wirvnr 1w
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [Emited by
em assunption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and addiiional legislition
cleadly gives Trinity fish and wilillife- priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does noi go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated ration of the 'y

Thanok You,

- Address: 1‘57_‘5‘-; {ake¥ide Pr.

City/State/Zip: [ﬂg,gi CH Hngd

V RO D3-1165
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EXS/FIR Team Members: SR il e N

- [ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natoml watsr flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scieiice and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
a assumption about the amouint of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating thie 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 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. -

Thank Yoo,
Name: locne weolgh

Address: . m Or.

civsazie: 80 nn Valloy y (A qe0 55

Dear EIS/EIR Tears Members: v :

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natual water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and smidy thai
pmdlmedtheFldwEWhmﬁmRepmﬂnmmmmdaﬁouswmliudwdby
an assumption about the amaunt of water that ‘could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinjcy River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish anid wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
hieve a legally dated Testoration of the ¢cosystem,

Thank You, A
Name: M Jt}-ag,{ Sari1S1aa
Address: 1155 ¢ Ged o Jha Lwrt FL.
City/State/Zip: _Brburs (A4 95423

Official Public Comment ﬁqq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' "

1 stipport a diversion of ro moee that éﬁ_pmt of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by
an ption about the' of water that could be avaitable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional Iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated vestoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name: G

Address -“_/,’_3.3/

City/State/Zip: -"""‘péu zm-_l .( 'ﬁ QQ?,ZO .

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C

Postcards from Lorna Walsh, Michael Sarkisian, and Gary Widman

2947-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2948-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2949-1 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

Ot Pt Comet. 1‘150 !

Dea.r EIS/EIR Team Memlurs'

Isupportndwﬂsmnofnommdm%permufthcmmmﬂow
from the Trinity RiverBasin. While I support the science and sty that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report; the recomnietifations were timited by
. an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepslmunmngthe‘l‘mty Rlveer:slon,nndudd.lumn.lleglslmon
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarced Alternative ddes not go far enough 1o
hieve a legally mandated ion of the coosysicm, .
Thank You, . .

 CioysweZiy: S Sateel,CA F4g0/

) E - Oﬁx‘cml Pubkc Comery \
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no-more that 30 percent of the natural watar flow
from che Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
pmducedtthlowEvﬂunhmRepon,ﬂtemommemhnmwmImtedby
an assamption 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, ﬂwheferredAltemauvedoesnu:go&remughto
achieve a legally mandnted reswmon of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

3258 L"a
C:ty-’SmmfZ:p !Q ;i; : i 5: : Eg

. OﬁmdPubEcCMmeut 2 qs i
Dear EIS/ZIR Team Members:

i support 4 diversion of no more thai 30 percent of the naturat wner flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppost the science apd study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were [imited by

- n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
chlslaum creating the Frinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daﬁnotgnﬁn'enough o

achieve a legally i ion of the ecosy
Thank You, X -

MName: ' \-J ﬁﬁ fggj RN-D
Address:

CityStateZip: _mmmsm

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C

Postcards from Gayle Madison, Katherine M.P. Garrett, and
James Froland

2950-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2951-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2952-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N A
v S -y D3-1167
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Doug & Karin Riley Thron, No Signature, and

z e - Official Public Camieht " 135 Julie Underwood
~  Dear EISEIR Team Members:- g ’ 3 g v
- _ . I -
L support a diversion of no morv that M percent of the. natural water fiow 2953-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

an assumption about the amount of water that could be availsbte for the river. 2954-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legis]atil_m crea_ﬁlllg the Trinity River Division, aad additional fegislation :
cleazly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2955-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ’

Thank You,
MName:

B
Address: ToRax 0%
] Ciyswwzp _Age CA GSSI9

LeYHany

[—
|
'

._ . Official Public Cormern Z qsq
Dear EIS/EIR Teaw: Members: :

i
]
LR

I suppart a diversion of 0o more that 30 percent of the er flo
fiom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sci.enm m m
produced the Flow. Evaluation Report, the recoramendations were liftited by
an assumption about the amount of water thit could be avatlable for the fver
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation -

Thank You,
Marme:
Address:
Ciny/StatefZip:

" Official Public Comment q S
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 Evalvation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the cosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ohe pdompet’
Address: B227 4/ #hrap/ia FLErFST
| CityiSelTiy: - __ LRyt G, DigT -7 T8
RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.00C V S D31168
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

o.owd?umm
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: *

Lq 5@ Postcards from Eric A. Wardrip, Shirley Reynolds, and Donald R. Frank

Lsipport & divetsion of 0o more dit 30 t of e natusal fow 2956-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendztions wers limited by 2957-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amnunti:fwmthatowldbeavaﬂable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addiicnal iegisiation 2958-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of iny water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
ach:evealega]lymandaeedmtorauon of the ecosystem.

Thenk You, o
N;tme: EK‘C- A, WARUK”"
Address: [ 2068 emrpo. GRACIELA .
City/State/Zip:  ENC/ (TRT, CA Frozy

= 1497,

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 shady that
produced the Flow Eveluation 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

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildkife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far eoough o
achieve & legally mandated restotation of the ecosystam.

Thank You, .
: }"
Name: = mw ’ .
" Address: n-."f - ﬁ‘u 4

City/State/Zip: {_’umu,.:-’ (.a. 5!‘034{

Officia Public Comment. ¢} 4 od
Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of ro 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 Timited lry
an assumption sbout 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 watsr
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough o
achieve a legally mandated jon of the y .

Thank You, ool PP g

Name: i h.nu—un.m
P, oy 47y
Address: e Ootostat 3205

Clty.-‘Stat:Fle

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C v S -y D3-1169
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

. Oiciat Pubtc Commens € z qsq ) Postcards from Williston Shor, Joyce M. Peterman, and Scott Beaver
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: P '_ & N
[ﬁ':m the ;n‘::;t;“ ﬁ:ﬁ;ﬁmmﬂg z3 Eu?ﬁ“&ifsﬁ:m and m Eami” 2959-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
on assurnption about the xmouat of water that could be ivailable for the river. 2960-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . urs P
to theyé“:'l’. Til.er;yfore the Proferred Ahert:ativc'does not go far mﬁgh w0 2961-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Name: Wh i srun Ohar
Address: S emifors o
Citg/SteiZip: _ s Vi Moy, €A GV sy

Official Public Comment zqwo 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support # diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and stdy that
produced the Flow Eviluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahowt e amount of water that could be available for the tver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aleetnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Address:

G Lsictart> R
City/State/Zip: Urses 20k, (4. I5357

oprsiccomes 2]

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppost a diversion of no more that 30 petcent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalusticn Repost, the recommendations were [imited by
an assumption about the ai -of water that couid be aviilable 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
hieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosystem.

Fhank You,

Name: _S cott Beaver _
Address: %ﬁ%ﬂw& Frigs
" City/State/Zip: avis, A 956/6

ed mh e

V RO D3-1170
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Rose Bird, Ernest A. Dernburg, M.D.,

ok . p .
 optcit Pusic commens ) A7 { and Mrs. Patricia C. Shank
Dear EISEIR Team Members: ) 1
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 2962-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by 2963-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amoumt of water that could be available for the river.
Lejrislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additfonai tepislation . . P .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2964-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss oot go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thaok You, ™

Name: -

Address: . 00/ Survard LK

City/State/Zip: 51;'1}1&12 4 24 95YI0

Official Peibiic Comment Zq @ 5 .

Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppeut 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of auy water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does sot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Tk You, m e, A
Name: . -%}
Address: 1 .. '
City/StaterZip: 2455 BUGH STREET

Official Public Comment - lq b [_‘ )
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Ty

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 recomiendations were limited by
an ption about the t of water that could be available for the river.

- Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegistation
clesrly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandased restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaek Yon,
Narne: MRS PaTRiein Cr SHANK,
Address: #3338 _DRcHARD Ave:
 City/State/Zip: S An :DfEGo’, Ch Faiof— 3o
V RO D3-1171
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offtal Public Comment 2 %5 Postcards from DeWitt MacDonald, Carla Anderson, and Nadene Snyder
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: B
1 support a diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural waiee flow 2965-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that '
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 2966-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that oouldbe?yaﬂablefyr@emer.-
kﬁiﬁﬁmﬁgmﬂﬁﬁtgm&ﬁﬂhm l‘f'f‘?":;‘m ater 2967-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,
Name  Lobpt e st
Address: &7 FAser tuin

CityiState/Zip:  Goeonbrae Uh G4Pocs

T T

Dear EIS/FIR Team Members‘

Isuppmadavemouofmmmmat%pmoﬂhcmtuﬂlwnwrﬂw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that |
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the reconmnendations were limited by
an assumption about the smount of water that could be evailable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernetive does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - : MW

Name:
59’ ﬁa/e

Address:
City/State/Zip: M_QL?W

" Official Public Comment : Z qb’i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1 :

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 ﬂ1e Flow Evaluation chnrt, the recommendations were limited by

an P about the t of water that could be available for the river.
Leg:s]auon creating the Trinity River Dms:on, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
fo the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandited restoration of the ecosystem.

TFhank You,
- Name; -
Address: - = ] -; b 0/4315
| City/State/Zip: ‘ i 3
) ) . '\s
RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C v R D3-1172
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Lisa Burton, Bob Rutemoeller,

: ieial Public Comment
Oficial Pu Lw‘ and Kenneth C. Snyder

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mmhm

" L support s di £ mmmmzopemmnfmmnuﬂwamﬂw i e
from the hﬁ?ﬁ";nﬁm While T support the science and study that . 2968-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
pmdmdtheFlowvaluamn Ripart, the reconnnendaumswmli:mtedhy
an assumption abaont the amount of water that could be available for the river. 2969-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Leglslation creating the Trinity River Dmsmn, and additionzt
clearly gives Trniy fish and wildife priority over the diversion of any watez 2970-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the. CVF. Thercﬁ)m,:ﬁehefe@ﬂlmnanvedoesnotgoﬁ;enwghw
achmaiegauymmdamdmwmmofmeemsysm

Thank You,
Name:

b L L)

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
ffom the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recoimmendations weee limited
an assuraplion abont the gmount of water thet could be available for the river.
Legislation ‘cieating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trmity fish and wildlife pricrity over che diversion of any water
- io the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative does not go far enough 1o
. xhevealagaﬂynmda%dmsmuonofﬂuemym

Thank You, B =Fmap
Natne: L M'Bnb

Address: : Po Box $37 :
e - Galaia, CA 83435
CityfState/Zip: e —

w3470

" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Isupportadwmmofnomorﬂimt%pemnioﬁhenauualwmﬂaw
from the Trinity River Basin,. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could-be available for the river.
Leglslaum creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore; the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achuevenlegn]lymmd_angdremrau of the ccosystem,
ThnnkYou,- gl . ’

Address: 47*’4 &= = S‘Cdnajl c/a
City/State/Zip: ﬂes@ Az 9‘5‘7—()4

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.00C V o D3-1173
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

DearElSlElRTeumMembm
Isuppoﬂadwersmnofnomomthntﬂ]permtofﬂmmtumlwamrﬂmv
from the Trinity River Basir. 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 coutd 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 testoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
- Mame:

City/State/Zip: M_Qﬂ*

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .
Isupponadimsionofnonboreﬂiaﬂﬂpmemofﬂnnmmmﬂow

. front the Trinity River Basio. While 1 suppert the science and stody that

* producesd the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinfty River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority dver.the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaak You,
Name: ’: [& g:%ﬁ-
Address: ZEFAT ety 7

City/State/Zip: _5 £ FYEo7

e 2373

Dear EIS/EIR, Tum Members:

lsuppmadivmionofnommthat%pememoﬂhenaﬂmlwa&erﬂw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow. Evaluation Report, the recommendstions were limited by
- an assumpéion about fhe amount of wader that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating -the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
cledsly-gives Ttimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, ﬂiePtEEBrmdAltﬂmatlwdDesmtgufnrenoughm
ach:evealegs!lymandaud restoration of the ecosystem.

— Remsy Feeutt

Address: U;‘ﬂ Poweers <

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C

Postcards from Charles Dilworth, John C. Boone, and Robin Freeman

2971-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2972-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2973-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N A
v S -y D3-1174
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Official Pablic Comment :Z q"'Lh Postcards from Keith Kishiyama, William Morrish, and Craig Anderson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 4 ) B
T support 2 diversion of n6' more that 30 percent of the natural water flow ) 2974-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

* from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and shty that
the Flow Evaluati the Fecommendati limited . . s _
produced th .‘“"'I vakuation Reporl, the Fecommendutians wore limited by 2975-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

gislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislat

ifm-y gim: Trinity fish and wimi\;g pri:fi:;n(;m_lhe dit\l;:::im of an;n water 2976-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

) Thank You, -
k| Namne: Karnd Kiod i wuem .
Address: 2370 Pacre Ave

City/Stare/Zip: Lwetrtoas LCA 94560

) Official Public Comment 2 q 1 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 I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional t=gislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildfife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Prefarred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restordtion of the ecosystem.

Thaok You, A A rmtties < '
Name: ALt cpprer SHORLCSE
Address: J U Ve fndasnr Jarucx

City/State/Zip; _ (AL carnd  h PLEL

el Ltﬁu

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the secommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amovnt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and-additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .

Name: Cl"-':) ﬂm‘nﬂn
adess: 658 Shule Cit, B
CityiState/Zip: _Ad'MI 92 ' orsee

I

w p N A
V RO D3-1175
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiai Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watar flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of waler that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional l=gislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

City/State!/Zip:

JEAN & JOEL MCCGRMACK
819 Peakview Rd, Boulder, CO 30302

e Triak Rl;m F'-ow
Altuu-.Ll Re &
Euibion Rt e gl |

e pr. Polos! b Tt

Thank You —_— g
' £ o T Q oy

Name: Y

Address:

M Deles
fJA: ﬁaaﬁ L e e

= [Pt bt e 1Zs 1B S, Reem 208
T)rf_‘cf-"“l A’\'\’l"ml- AtStim ’D‘fc‘}h\‘ ca CJS: 3;[
bosrobisng, o agal ks Llow .7 8
%\GL'\‘ [IT-%. % na’]ﬁ" A(U '-f"\' . ’PL“{}L 1
S-.?Pa-x' o divers rsminee  ossa

V< A

(As\\& vandtfe,
Thankes, )

"D
ARCATA CA 95521 4573

The Sietrw
ieicw mgdt 5, Lkaldsddedebaat bl L avelaBualabisd bl

Galén

Copyright
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Postcards from Tim W. Duffin, Jean & Joel McCormack,

2977-1
2978-1
2979-1

\

> 2978-1
J
N

> 2979-1
J

Main TOC

and Erich Kruger

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcard from Joe Friedman

2980-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

> 2980-1

< Ve

- D3-1177
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

STy

Letter from Pamela A. Branch Dated December 9, 1999

Zq 8 ‘ 2981-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

0% December 8, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16™ Street #209

Arcata, CA 95521

Diear Mr. Polos;

We are writing to cncourage you to restore the flow of the Trinity River, The Trinity River
Mamstem Fisl}zﬁes Restoration EIS would provide more water gr the gver, hnn:::ymough
in our estimation. We wonld like to see water added that would keep at least 70% of the river -

flow. We wamt to see 2 healthy Trinity River (one of our long time favorites) and a strong 2981-1
testoration of fish populations — currertly down 90%!

The EIS falls short. Again, more water for the Trinity. Correct a water (and fish) imbslance long .
overdue.

Thomas L. r:u h
(Ronatal. Bramehs
Parmela A. Branch

2835 Larkin Strect
San Francisco, CA 94109-1128 .

RECEIVED

BEC 14 1990
US Fish & Wildlife Servie:
CA

<~ Ve

e D3-1178
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Letter from Bruce Hinner Dated December 9, 1999

- 2482

‘og Yoros Brncen ffvane, 2982-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Avcade Blae Lic
t2-9-97
Joe s

. &70—«1[221? rn‘utﬁ Riven ‘I%w Z w(.:[:
1o '
g e 7 ses. Yy, sef” ar a mtnimvn . Bl
Aw% o Tt ¢——f f\e_f-l'eaﬁnqtj fvf:"‘.ff ;'waj 2982-1

e agilford Jeses
Fou bndeds £ wuiles “7 /Secied  concorms

FESEIVED g2-§ #7E%

DEC 14 1500

WS Figh & Wiidlife Service
. Arcata. CA

EN Sy Vs
RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C T D3-1179
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= T — Postcard from Jay Kaneshige

- ' qug 2983-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

FRIM @ MIGH ENT [NC A MOt De=c. 83 1599 Bridger P2

Dear E:5/EIR Team Members: C
I support a diversion of nomore than 30 . ¢
percent of the natural water flow from the Trinity &
River Basir. Whila | support the science and *
study that produced the Flow Evaltiation Report,.
the recomimendations were limited by an o
assumgtion about the amount of water that”.
could by available for the river, ’
Legisiaticn creating the Trinity River Division
and additional legisiation clearly gives Trinity
fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any
_water ta the Central Valley Project (CVP). ]
Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go
far enough to achieve a legaily mandated -
restoration of the ecosystem.

_Thank You

Name: gy Lavesticae
Address: Z5vz2 Timizs (.

City/State/2io: (o, Villey, ot v
: v el Thanettise @D acl. ¢ g,

ﬂc T}Mﬁfj ?0 “ RECEIVED

BEC 14 1909

JS Fish & Witdiifa Service
Arcata. CA

VvV « \.’;l D3-1180
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DEC.3-17,1¢

Letter from Frank Marrone

-
\Ds_a.t EIS/EIR Team Members: .
sipport ai diversion of no more than 30 ; : “R; iag ”
aroon ol s hataral watr ot from Hhe Trinity 2984-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
-] . Biver Basin. While | support the science and 2984-1
* siudy that produced the Flow Evaluation Report,
. the recommendations were imited by an
. aﬁumpwnsbmﬂﬂwmumofwwmat
. ¢ould be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Teinity River Division
&and additional legislation clearly gives Trinity
fish and wildiifa priority over the diversion of any
waler to the Central Valley Project (CVFPY.
Thersfare, the | Preferred Alternative does not go
tar enough t achieva a Isgallv mandated

e LE e g g oy
Ooctt . Bsoon Lesslotors are.
@-v.//-/ épm? kel g b twbd
_ =g Inrm)/__/mmuc[ﬂw
- 3‘ 2 L e
zqrymnhuj__._ﬁ_« 73 .;.h‘—_/x_%

) ’ . ° )
RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C v «.> D3-1181
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from Blue Ridge Landscaping Dated December 6, 1999

Duplicate of Letter 2413. Please see Letter 2413 and associated
responses.

Mr, Joe Polos

United States Fish & Wildlife Service
11253 16th Strest, Room 209

Arcata CA 9522]

Dear Mr. Polos

Never has time been more critical than NOW to save the Trinity River and our economically
depressed community. Since inception of the dam, commercial power and agri business have
steadily prospered zt the great expense and degradation of the Trinity River and its anadromous
fishery. The original frame work for the dam did not provide for California to become the “bread
basket” of the world, while depleting our fisheries and other natural rescurces to extinction.

The frame work DID provide a fish hatchery to mitigate the dam; however, after 30 years, we
have found that fish need more water 1o grow -- just as crops do. Tourism from a flourishing
Trinity River is Trinity County’s last home for economic sarvival, : :

The solution is simple; all data supports it. More water is needed ta Vrestnm the T
River. Cotton and rice are not endangesed.  Sal thead and the citi of T
County are. . - BTl .

[ wholeheartedly suppiort the maximum flow altei-native. Let if flow!

RV

LENN BURTON

Sincerely

BED 14988

iig Fish & Widiife Serdics
Arcata, CA

BEUE RIDGE LANDSCAPING — A DIVISION OF BURTON & BURTON, ING. — LIG, #537159
601 RUTGERS STREET, VACAVILLE, CA 95887-4810  (707) 451-0961 FAX (707) 4510585

V RO D3-1182
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Letter from Brent Briggs Dated December 8, 1999

2986

" Déo. 5 1999 2986-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Mr. Jos Polos

11.5. Fish & Wildlife Service

1125 16% Street, Room 209

Arcata, CA 95521
Dear Mr. Polos:

I ant concerned about the Draft Trinity River Restoration Environmental Fmpact
Statement and Report. I believe the Preferred Alternative recommended by the Flow
Evaluation Report is inadequate o sustain a healthy river. While I support the science
behmdthestudy,lbeﬁeveriversrequjmahigherpémmtageofﬂowtosupportahealﬁly
fishery. As somecne who has frequently visited the Trinity River area, [ 2m concemed
the Preferred Alternative doesn’t 4o ¢nough to sustain the river ecology. I supportno - .
more than a 30% diversion of fiow in the Trinity River Basin.

2986-1

Please include my comments as part of the Public Comment record.

Sincerely,

Brustod s
Brent Briggs

18486 Redwood Read
Costro Valley, CA 94546

REGEIVED

DEC 14 1908

U3 Fish & Wildiffe Serviece
. Arcata, CA :

K.A N :l
V TR D3-1183

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C



TAL IMPACT REPORT
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2481 ¢

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - c
[ support a diversion of no'more than'30 - E
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 S
assumption about the amount of water that *. - -
could be available for the river. C
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division
and additional legislation clearly gives Trinity
fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any
. water to the Central Valley Project (CVP). .
Therefore, the Preferred Alternative: does riot go
far-enough to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

-

A

“Thank You -

Name:_ Brydn Nishimoto
Address: - 700 Bryant ave.

CitylStatQIZip Mountain View, CA. 94040 - M:

SEREIVED
DEC 11 1998

29 Fisn & Wildiife Serdics
Arcato. CA

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C

> 2987-1

2987-1

Main TOC

Postcard from Bryan Nishimoto

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

gﬁ‘%?
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

e - T

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

producedtheF]ow‘" luation Report, the
an assumption about the atmount of water that could be available for the mver.
-Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Treinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

were limited by

Address: @tﬁ .an/HE

City/State/Zip: ﬁg%m g’jgz, G4paly

Official Pubfu: Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

2980

1 support a diversion ofnomuretbaISmeenzofthenammlwaterﬂw
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that
prosduced 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 sdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enongh to
ion of the scosystem. -

hieve a legally mandated
Thank You, .
Name; SERS
Address: [ 80 @S0 E flilopi

2,

City/State/Zip: (LEIALTUNE C¥. Tl 9’6"/

B R ST P

Official Public Commnent

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

2990

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the matural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the 1

i

were [imited by

an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river,
Legislaton creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
ey the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,
Narme: e
Address: el ol b Ra

{ T.

City/Srate/Zip: He.:hﬁ_h L Gh Tiga

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C

Postcards from Theodore V. and Ruth L. Meigs, Michael Farnham,
and Mr. and Mrs. Donald S. Teague

2988-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2989-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2990-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N .vl
R D3-1185
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r q Postcards from Chris Kieselhorst, Stephen Tillinghast,
e Pt Commers Z-q | and Richard H. Kieselherst

Pear EISEIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppott the seience and smdy m 2991-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . o,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 2992-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversioga::f luyg\;a*:r

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to . . P .,
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern. 2993-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Name: Gonip Sinsel et
Address: v

City/State/Zip: ~ 1vighiz

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

- Ty

ey B )
- Oﬁfc&dl’ub@;:Cnmmm z q q z
.. Dear EIS/EIR Tga-m Members:, ‘.,. .

boTATEL

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin.. Whife I support the seience and study that
produeced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assimption 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 priotity over the diversion of any water
L w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
e achieve a legally mandated resieratian)of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: Sisphen Tilinghasi
) . PO Bok 4641
City/State/Zip: Anata, CA 3551848431

Offtcial Pubiic Comment z q q 5
" Déar EIS/EIR Team Members: .

- R R
" - 1 suppor a diversion of no Tt that 30 percent of the natural water flow
-rfatien: 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 rives.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefare, the Preferted Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecos

Thank You, «— .
Name: | _- CERB T 1y l' J\M&{
Address: ‘ Srar

CitnytatafZip:-

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

_Official Public Comment .,
Dear EISJ;'EW{R"Team Members: _ i

I suppon & fversion of ne wmof™hat 30 percent of the natural water flow
froin 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 aveilable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional igislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does oot go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Namg: : ElderaT _
Address:

City/State/Zip: Qa2 /

- -

n.o'g,'c;'ai Public Comment Z q q s

r * -Dear"EIS/EIR- Fedn Members;.
' = B . . ™

LT a0 ke

2 ;umdfversion of no mors st 30 percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an ption abeut the of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,  F (/e frmfers

! Name: May evie Kiesel hosst~E ckart—
4 s S Raude Bupnit-Passh (o
) CityfélaléfZip: 45

Official Public Comment 2 q q 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 Basin. While I suppett 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 a0y water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou, —_
MNama: Tobim 3. Randsloh
Address: Z7EH Lowmine Real

City/State/Zip: _ThoageTown  CA G4 p3F

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C

Postcards from Joshua P. Kieselhorst,, Marjorie Kieselhorst-Eckart, and
John D. Randolph

2994-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2995-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
2996-1 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

7 Official Public Comment q . Postcards from Tina Montgomery, Roger P. Eckart,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2- q-‘ and Dennis Schumacher

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the ﬁamml water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by

a5 assumption about the amount of water that could be availzble for the river. 2997-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . o,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 2998-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve & legally mandated estoration of the ecosyslem. 2999-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

Name: Zrida ﬂg;l#aﬂﬂ'
Address: Tifia_ddesta oridE
City/State/Zip: Sl e Gatisy

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

I support a diversion of ro more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
prodiced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to'the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

. achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yow,
Name: Blber. T EckART
City/Statedzip: ButsZl7~ LAMCH -~ A

' Pz

[PSmUNEERLELELS ) ENUPNS SN, JE A L

o Offcial Pubtic Commens 2 qqq

- Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whil®] 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 Divisien, and additienal 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:

Address: Bd. kot 2063

City/StatefZip: Ch

943540

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

Official Public Comment 3m

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 3 diversion of no more that 30 petcent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evzluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

! Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecogysiem.

Thaok You,

Name: TPaME LA ‘EJ‘F&YG{?W‘AC'J‘ M
Address: 1504 Liyon Mpe Bove.

City/StatefZip: _Pnc;Fran CA., 74094

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

1 support a diversion of 80 more that 30 percent of the natura! water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluativn Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation <reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildfife priotity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, e
Narme: /ﬂ/? ﬂ:ﬁ 72
Address: 2oy Eg en L)

CityState/Zip: _AV9 7 raiw iy ¢a. Lon 78754

/e-Pp 0

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

} = .Esuppont a diversion-of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
- from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppott the science and study that
- pradutad the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the iver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve =z legally mandated restora )

ion of the ecosystem.
Thank You, MQ '@Mévjm.\sz

o

,>

Name:

ERNESY A, DERNBUAG. WD
Address: ERNEST A
City/State/Zip: _SAN ﬁ% GA 94115

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C

Postcards from Pamela Barto, Tom Dertz, and Ernest A. Dernburg, M.D.

3000-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3001-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3002-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w _VA
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 3 005
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 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Lowrie £, Dirmies
Address: PG RS ek Dhive

City/StateiZip: _Los (3a¢6r gf FIDIF

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation 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
1o the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: | W\N‘\v‘
Address: ) iéc LA bawe
Citsuawizip: __ AL (AL CH

9rSt1

- Official Pﬁ‘;ﬁc Comment 3 o oq :

Official Public Conment 3 003

Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support ihe science and stdy 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 Ttinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to

achigve 2 legally mandated r ion of the ecosy
Thank You, >/

- Name:

Address: .

City/State/Zip: ’7’07779/r€ 4 G

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C

Postcards from Laurie E. D’Armien, Larry Miller, and Stephen T. Soto

3003-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3004-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3005-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _VA
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiai Public Comment 3 00(0 Postcards from Jean Lamming, Norman Wolf, and Rick Bennetts

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! suppont 2 diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the namral water flow 3006-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study that

roduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . o .,
I:n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3007-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) ) . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3008-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefesred Alternative dees not go far enough to

achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysem.

Thank You, . :

Marme: \".Lg&; M L A &‘

Address: At Leu@ﬁ vl iy

Citgsuerzip: _€ANS AV TSGi

Officiel Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversicn of ae more that 30 percent of the nanmal water figw .
ﬁ'orf the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that

P the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited &y -
an assumption about the amount of water that could be zvailable for the Tiver.
Legus]am_m creating the Trinity RiverDivision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifiepriority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therclore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOsyStam.

L Thazk You,
. - B Name: }j N "Mﬁjf
Address: lrZes /552

: City/StatefZip: /_!/,35, el o Sroy,

fficial Public Comment 3 oo 8 .

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namural 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 2bout 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 nol po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restorarion ol the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: RICK BEMMETT-
Address: 204 N. Washingion D,
City/State/Zip: i
—— .
e S
RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C N D3-1191
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTA|

Official Public Commens 3 om

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

! suppert 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 priazity over the diversior of any water .
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alecrnative does not go far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

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

RDD/TRINITY2932-3010.D0C |\/|a|n TOC

Postcard from Sara M. Huett
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3009-1 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

- R Letter from The League of Women Voters of Humboldt County
3010 Dated December 8, 1999

LAY,

THE LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF HUMBOLDT COUNTY
P 0. Box 3219, Eureka, CA 855023219 (707) 444-5252

3010-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

December 8, 1995

Joe Polos

Trinity River ES/R Project Managsr
LI.5. Fish and Wildlife Service

1125 16th St., R 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos,

Tt is the position of the League of Women Voters of California (EWVC) to support meastres
which p the and develop of water in ways that are beneficial
10 the environment. The League specifically supports measeres that:

1. protect the natural environment in areas of both water origin and waiter use; and

2. reserve stream flows for protection of fish-and wildlife tabitat and other in-stream uses.

The legislation creating the Trinity River Division, as well as later legisiation, clearly gives

Trinity River fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water to the Central Valley

Project. The League of Women Voters of Humbolde County, nsing the LWVC positions stated 3010-1
above, supports the findings of scientific studies which have determined that a river needs at

least 70 percent of its flow to maintain a healthy fishery.

Sincerely,

frt . Fontr

Byrd A, Lochiie, President

ﬂ% /La:

Rudy Ramp, Director

Tha Leagne of Women Valers. a nonpartisan political organization,
encourages the informoed and active i on of citizens in
and influences public policy through education and advocacy.

@ printed on revycled paper

<N e
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