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

Official Public Comment 30l ' Postcards from Rod Bedayn, Sydney Quinn, and Linda Overflinger

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow _ i nses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basit. While | support the science and study that 3011-1 Flease see thematic response

produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, thy recommendations were limited by

. . p— oy
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3012-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislatinn crezting the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3013-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefars, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough o
aciieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
|

A D -
Thank You, Al ,9: -g‘

Name; _’ .
Address: Fil AR LE /)n/'_,_
City/StateZip: Y, 647525' ¥y

Official Public Comment 30 l 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mare thar 30 pereent of the natural water flow
tromthe Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limitad by
an assumption zhout the ameunt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish ang wildlife prioriy aver the diversion of any water
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared-restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, N

Name: g\(pi\l N QuUWN
Address: Pa. (58\& 447

City:States Zip: b AARANA ‘Jwg\ﬁﬁ

4254
. 9

S e
. Offeial Public Contment l

" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoit @ diversien of no mors that 30 percent of the narural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppont the science and study thar
produced the Flow Eveluation Repor, the recommendations wete lmited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that cauld be available for the fvar.
Legislation ereating the Trinily River Division, and additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlify priority over the diversion af any water
ta the CWP. Thurefore, the Prefermed Allernative does not go Far cnovgh o
achizve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosvaten,

Thank ¥You,

Narne: :}'(J:Ced Eg O%Lf
Address: (oG (el o) fa

City/State:Zip:  _* , ! i C]SI 9

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

Official Public Contment :Ul '1 Postcards from Patrick L. Graves, Kenneth Ross, and Jenny Gribben

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . . .
1 support a diversion of no more that 3% percent of the natural water How 3014-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While | suppont the sciznce and swdy thae
produced the Flow Eviluation Repor, the recommendations were fHmited by 3015-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption ahowt the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegistation . . P .
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlifz priority over the diversion of any water 3016-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

E g the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legully mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

3 Thank You,

Name: Erf/&ﬁ C. ( J“‘EM

Address: WIMM,W&(/ #8
City/State! Zip; 3971) %ﬂm @'%ﬁ_

Cifftcial Public Commeni 30‘ s

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watsr flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ sepport the science and study that
produced the Flow Cvaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by
an sssumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the giver.
: Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
- clcarl_\-' pives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
. o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred alternative docs not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

E Thatk You, o —
- Wame; .{‘\ [ E':'Hn- P\C‘;S
Address: | Dtotd T ldue. br‘

City/State/Zip: Wpntnin {,/H”/_.._t)‘ CA Qfodp

T
Official Public Comment 30‘ b
71 Bear FIS/EIR Team .\vfbrnbers:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 pcrv_'cnt of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scisnce and study thar
praduced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an asaumpnan abaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additignal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Thur.tore‘ the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystom.

Thank You

Namg; )j{“[)f é[lbim
Address: JZ ﬂ Fm"[ B]g . KH

City/StateiZip: Eﬂ{l’g Bt A ﬂ !%

é/\l B =\
R D3-1195
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: o Postcards from Valerie Ross, Tom Buozinski, and Carol Budzinski

[ support a diversion of no mere that 3 percent of the natural water flow : . ug; P
from the Trinity River Basin, While T supgart the science and study that 3017-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of warer that could be available for the river. 3018-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . up: s
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to 3019-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You, \/ K
Namg; alew-e_. 055

Address: L,

3 e Ur -
3 City/State/Zip: M+ﬂ ey /’c 1o Yo

Official Public Commen 3 °| 8

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naniral water flow
from the Trinity River Busin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Leglslatwn creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Tnmtv fish and wildlife priority over the diversion oF any water
to the CVE, Therﬂfore the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosysterm,

Thank You, .‘ &

Name: MUO?-KN-SKJF
Address: AC3] L gesEdn
City/State/Zip: Ao VAT, CA Guses

Qfficial Pubiic Comment 3 o‘ I

Dear EIS/EIR Teamn Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and snudy that
produced the Fiow 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 legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any watar
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,
Name; S ARCL é.‘.;‘ D72k,
Address: RO L eEeseiw

CitySta'Zips _ Nowgre, ppGe545

é/\l ) :3.
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiel Public Coemment 30 2 o

Dear EIS/EIR: Team Members:

3020-1
{ 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 3021-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thar ceuld be available for the river.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3022-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ’
Narne: ,"'\, i Zt d)rc‘?/:r 7
Address: 173 Mia 24

 CitylStatelZip: _Fpcdre (iYy fa Q¥FES b T
Ll i Thageote Ui s irne smagnedeciel oSt
s b e i i e e T e

Official Public Comment o z ‘

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

s

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frotn the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seicncs and study that

k produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were Fimited by

; an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achizve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: N .;ﬂzzc
Address: 4EE e fre

City/Srate/Zip:  _ Sfefad S8 SELoE- 20,4

Cfficial Pubiic Comment D z 2
Desr E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 3{ 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 ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecasystem,

Thank You,
Name: DRED 'QF\'L‘I wfeg
Address: H{'g @m’ﬁm 2O

City/State/Zip: &m (:i:——-— %57‘}—

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C
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Postcards from Hiram L. Jang, Joan Suzio, and Greg Raynor
Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Qfficial Public Comment

3 02’3 Postcards from Trina Martynowicz, Mary Nicoloulias, and Mary King

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 3023-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P .
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppart the science and study that 3024-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . ug: sV
Legiglation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3025-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
WNarme:
Address;

3\ f
City/Seate/ Zip: Eﬁ‘nfo\C(U?_’(% 75060

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

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ stpport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaton
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
tor the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ECOSYSLCT,

Thank You, . .

Name: /ﬂd‘!’-’ 3_ A/J.&? /0.'.4 /{’ﬁg
Address: /&0( é—q,,, i [/(j
City/Srate/Zip: (f—fnu\"} cw?,t.’ i C/‘F a:% k@a’7

Official Public Comment 3 0 2 s

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 Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty 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 mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: :Ll' id KH\ >
Address: 40 Fifth SE

City'State/zip: _Lahapent €4 95753
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

. NOLFRLIUE 2 MMM LUMEIEL, | ‘ ’ ‘
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members: D w

T support a diverdion of nio maore that 30 pércent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that ™"
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recamméndations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . )
Name: ﬂ - ﬁa/ﬂa% M@/
Address: i 7 d

City/State/ Zip: WW’ 7p GbssT)

Offtciul Public Comment o ! '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Mame:

Address: @ G-
City/State/Zip: )

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legistation 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 Alrernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: Bernard E. Fils Jr.
Address: 3500 Prytania S, #520

City/State/Zip:

A
Officiad Public Comment 30 z %

Postcards from L. R. & Penny Marrs, Allan E. Schwartz,
and Bernard E. Eble, Jr.

3026-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3027-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3028-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Official Padlic Comment 302}1 Postcards from Eric J. Erikson, Philip L. Riviere, Jr., and Carol Weng

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i - i itled “Fisheries.”
" I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow 3029-1 Please see thematic responses title sheries
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . P, .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3030-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation eeating the Trinity Rivar Division, and additional legislation 3031-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _ .

MName: £ \‘/_é-g;/())/l\' ERS

Address: }0 A JEERT A

CitylStaeiZip: _ [AE AIK 5@"3}, o,
It

Official Public Cormment 03 o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendetions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the dver
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife priority cver the diversion of any water
1o the CVE, Therefore, the Preferced Alternative docs not go far enounh ]
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You, y
Nama: GDL\}"L‘;Q L‘JR‘W‘]{#’C_ _}_y
Address: HD Minoie 5T

City/State/Zip:  oteam L/a”&/ i GuqisT

Official Public Commeni 30 3 \
Dear EISYEIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that cowld be available for the river.
Legrslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaticn
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thatk You,
MName: /T'Z) h% B { S‘
Address: i_% g ('5-2 35

City/Srate/Zip: \i ':_?,?

el .. Lob.

< s
RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C e D3-1200
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: VAl Postcards from John Berges, Robert A. Dunton, and Ruth Olsen
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . . .

trom the T-nity River Basin, While [ support the scienes and study that 3032-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

rewauted o -G Bvaluation Report. the recommendations were limited by

an assunption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3033-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P .,
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough o 3034-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assuinption about the amount of water thai could be gvailable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish end wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 leguily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narne: Aagrer 4. DT ind
Address: LO P SAGRErcd CLBCRE,
City/State/Zip: _S@A7qf A205g , S PS5503

Official Public Comment o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral 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
40 AssUmption about the ameunt ngaler that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: E“—‘-TH 01 SE57

Address; 2y Br/ 25-0/;3&&/‘}
City/State/Zip: Mmbéq

<~ 2

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C V = D3-1201
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

.. Official Public Comment o 3 5
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mors 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 agsumplion about the amount of water that could be availahle for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority gver the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Freferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystent

Thank You, e
Name: Eo};,a =l . é.aw.:.-,;q;uc’
Address: 297 -E(s fedx "R

Cly/StateiZip: “SAm g, SIARa Ch. Fepa—s
P 7

L

Officiat Prbiie Comment o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendstions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couir be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additions| legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enough to
achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

N Sy Pt
Address: 23 Sewliees Do
CityiSte/Zip: o LEREITD CATES3D

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

Official Public Comment 3 03 i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water tlow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not ao far enough 1o
achieve 3 legally mandated reswration of the CLOSYSISnL.

Thank You

. ~ .
Mame: /g fe
Address;
City/State/Zip:

Postcards from Robert D. Lovesque, Steve Porter, and E. Risedorpe

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3035-1
3036-1
3037-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

k Official Public Comment 30 j 6

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 Repord, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption gbout 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 encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: _7161’14'/{ :Mm

Address:
City/State/Zip: .

Official Public Comntent 0 q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcembers:

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 Repont, the revommendations were limiwd by

Legestation creating the Trinity River Division, and additjonal legiztation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yaou, r B
Name: T
~
Address: T—?;Cﬁe - Kt—:;;\f‘av‘Jr ECA .
Ciyistaeizip: (3N CT‘SC’}"{
3

an assumiption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Official Public Cotment o q O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Vembers:

T support a diversion of no more that 3 percent of the natural water How
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 avuilable for the river.
Legistation ereating 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 Prefered Alternative does not go far cnough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: W\f'u,\‘ sk
Address: S Y eaviet CQ_,(

- ; 5 i,
City/State/Zip: C.LCQ‘ D L i ol T l.k'l(
T :

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

3038-1
3039-1
3040-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Tom Marrs, Paul Koski, and May Koski
Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Dfficial Public Comment q l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bazin. While [ support the science end stedy thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by

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

Thenk You,

Name: G\M/W_Ir—}l/lo vee S
Address; Ly R icnews Gwel€

CiyistaeiZip:  Grle the-«‘a,. (o cedzs

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Triniy fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative docs ot go far enpugh to
achitve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, o

LN g
Wame; A -‘Z/f(%-."-e- P
Address: PNy S
City/State/Zip: Sesters s G4 P dw e

Official Public Comment 3 o q z

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

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Eveluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preflerred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You, ; -
Name: kn e, .‘l‘df 5l
Address: oL e DT P
CityState/Zip: Y1 Ty Kren (AGMoL

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

Official Public Comment 0 q 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Main TOC

Postcards from Ann Thomas, Louise Hayes, and Karen T. Meisse
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3043-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Pullic Comment Oq q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Besin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
4an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and zdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far encugh to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn,

Thank You, .

Name: tg‘-\bgef'w-‘ g‘-i"i"-?f;
Address: FO. o 055
City/State/Zip: Mg e, Lakes €8,

Q35

Official Public Comment 3 0 q s

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mote 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 wers limited by
an assumption ahout the smount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal {epislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsmative docs nat go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restotation of the ECosystem

Thank You,

Narme;

Ms Lavne Belton
Address: 1180 Peclaas Way

. - Samamen CA #5518
Cityi State/Zip: A

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

fficial Public Comment 30q b

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Aow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that
prosduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the smount of water that could be available far the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve & legaliy mandaced restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _.
Name: -.jb M Wf{
Address: LIS L AL AR

CitylSteterzip: | /ACA VI L2, cﬁlﬁs‘g@

Postcards from Andrew Sears, Laurie Belton, and John Barry

3044-1
3045-1
3046-1
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Officiaf Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repgrt, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouat gfgwater that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity Ri¥gr Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wiledffe priority over the diversion of any water
te the VP, Therefore, the Freferred Aliernative does oot go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . _
Name; ”‘—"‘-«"—% MDM
Address: “;('? .

Cityi’State»’Zipzc;?’J . R T

Official Public Commem 3 o q 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥Members:

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

Thaok You,
Address: Walter C. Lusk

. . 4941 Finley Av
City/State/Zip: | Angeles, CA S0027-1807

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

e - Official Pubtic.Comment 0
Dear EI$/EIR Team Membérs: -

I suppert a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, th recommendations were Timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildbife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legaily mandated restoration of the ecusystemn.

Thank You, ~

Mame: _E'ILL\.(IU\ M@Loév

Address: 0% 1 vci DGC+ 7 [,
CitySweizip: _Awn Ackon, MU HRIOS

Postcards from Nancy M. Lusk, Walter C. Lusk, and Ethan Newby

3047-1
3048-1
3049-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pablic Commens 305 o Postcards from Shannon Hickey, Tom Hinds, Paola and Kenneth Bouley,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and N|Ch0|e Sauvageau

T support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Busin, While I support the science and study that . . P, .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3050-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

41 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, . P .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legistation 3051-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVF, Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough t . . . .

o the 1ol Tetemee A lomative B0 T enug w0 3052-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a fegalty mandated restoration of the cosystum.
Thank You, . -
Name: C‘\«"-!:\y‘:"c " ‘\lr“vﬂgy o TN

I A I £
Addrass: LL‘J'J\“) [ fb\\:{”\ & f,

Z ~ ' e Wi i3
City/State!Zip: smle Eymetard | Uk iy

Official Public Camment O ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no maore that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be availzble for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prinrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, —_

Name: Ao keshEng Eoci e
Address: 433 fawsview AVE
City/State/Zip:  FeoTodN LA 95 Cig

-
-y
@?m'm' Pubu’ir: Commeant 1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no move 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 abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinily River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally nﬁ%d)vmd restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, - C’“’-’F’{e WW&%
Narme: Uf‘(.cfl‘: S AL

Addeoss: l‘uiLé;/jgic(iédf ot s”
CiyiSawzip. _frradls CF G532

R D3-1207

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

LR £ AU AT AT
DBear EIS/EIR Team Members: J u a J

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

Thank You,
Name: \?’ i %M

Address: fXZ/’ _SUZ;EE:{ Lon

CivySweziy: Lottt p, Ca 9330

Cfficial Public Comment os

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
trom 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.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You

Name: 77
Address: 2360 TRUMBULL ST

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

. T txficial Public Comnment 3%5
'Dear EIS{EIR Team Members:

[ suppon 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Lepislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narne: k&h Ega&ég
Address: Gl Brbe i His

City/State/Zip: ; 4 '3-59-?

Postcards from Jim Parks, Carl Accerm, and Karen Brooks

3053-1
3054-1
3055-1
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RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

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

3056-1
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 swdy that 3057-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river. 3058-1

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,

Name: E Cbﬁﬁé OF\EW'\?-{

Address: ?0. Bow JZ72

City/State/Zip:  Mowdoiine 0B F5960

B e LT P

Official Public Comment 1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repan, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlits priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, ! /
Namg: H ALK [zﬁé 3 %A_‘MJ——‘
Address: 1529 Brucpiq Flice,

City/State/Zip: M}_@f_& Q‘Fk)'é» -foa ;

 Official Public Comment 0 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be availabie For the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: 30@ (;%?Q"i &:L‘V\

Address: ol - v eeSache, a2
CiyismeZipn Sxdvhee Qoo (A 75062

Main TOC

Postcards from Richard Cherry, Jank Roberts, and Joe Papendick
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PO A Al Postcards from Lisa Gibson, A. G. Smith, and Alvar Kanti

Dear EAS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the namural water flow 3059-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study thar

produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . urs P
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3060-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . e o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlify priority over the diversion of any water 3061-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far cuough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: jgm Hter
Address: 2932 é’t,’ﬁméz L2
City/State/Zip: _M_ML

Official Pubiic Comment o bo
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seicnee 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, Therefor, the Prefirred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: A G'A.S“m:"fé
Address: STE0 Dramend Bl [2lud 3208

Citv/State/Zip: _ S&h Francrseo. CA FH13!
{owner of [2.3F atres on 7?‘1“4'1'-}) Kn'w,r)

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

Gfficial Public Comment o b (
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin, Whils [ support the sejence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available far the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ceosystem.

ank You, |
i};me: AL\/M’ l/arvf' / (\J

o

Address:
City/State/Zip:

<~ v 2\

T b D3-1210
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversien of no mere that 30 pereent of the nawral water flow
frot the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scignce 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 {ish 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, i
Name: R @L@.@J
: SO L
Address: > -(‘{\_ [@X\

City/State/Zip: - /
oy S4—orEle

Official Public Comment 3 O U ‘

Official Public Comment 3 003

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

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 assurmption zhout the amount of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: TERNY SR
Address: T Pk e

Citv/State/Zip: *A:gc'%'mﬁ A FesyF

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

2695

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 30b

[ 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 tecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the Tiver.
Legislation creating the TrinRiver Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Aliernative does not o far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank Yau,
Natre: Osear. BaLacuers
Address: |0H‘-‘?" \ALLEZTO WA\(

City/State/Zip: _SAC 0 A MENTY. A Dlggjcé

Postcards from Carla Miller, Jenny Giorgi, and Oscar Balagner

3062-1
3063-1
3064-1
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Offciat puiic Commen: YN ALY Postcards from Deborah S. Lyman, Daniel Efseaff, and Chris Matthews

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

- i itled “Fisheries.”
1 support a deversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3065-1 Please see thematic responses title
frem the Trinity River Basin. While | suppar the science and study that . . o .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3066-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption abour the smeunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation : : “uR@: o
cIch]y gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 3067-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not 20 far enpugh 10
achieve a jegally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You, ,
Name: BMQD{M\: 5. LL{'L\-\[&_.L\_
Address; 34 Beadey r)«‘l&ﬁ- B4

Ci/Sateizip: _ L Evrmn M ST FHY

Official Public Comment 0 bb
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: :

| support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils [ support the scienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ail assumption about the amewnt of water that could be available for the.river,
Legislanon creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
cieasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Aliernative does ot go far ennugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoratien of the ecosystent.

Thank You,
Wame: ] mlﬁ I é& E' !
atdress {530 Hunbdd Rud #2

City/State/Zip: Ty

Official Public Comment 3%7

Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natugal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalumion Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Triaity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Alterative does not go far enough w
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i .
Name: £ty mﬂ”’ﬁ }Lg [y

Address: Box 58/ »
CityiStateizip: __fatl s Cn GI2Y

B D3-1212
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Ouficial Public Comment 60\06 Postcards from Richard Messenger, Pete Rainey, and Graham Rice

Dear EIS/E{R Team Members:

I support a diversion oW&gﬂmof the natural water flow 3068-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3069-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . P < oy
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3070-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Thereforc, the Preferred Altemative does not go far epough to

achieve a legelty mandated testoratioy of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

CityiSuate/Zip: HYAMEW, O, Fe046

A 21 YR RESIDENT oF HYAMPOM 17 TR

S-wLevee P THE 0&%; BB R, D,

Official Public Camment 3 W i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watar flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppart the science and study that
rroduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the revommendations 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 Trincty fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Thereibre, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

— Tou,

1
Name: ng:‘a RO LA
Address: 055 Zrecksiale Hod

City/State/Zip: Cheghwe T CE4i D

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

Gifictal Public Comment o J O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent ot the naral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whiie [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
-#0 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Abernative does not go far engugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the BCOsySiEm.

Thank You,
Name: Qg Rice
Address: PoBeyx Y02

City/State/Zip:  Trockee  Cha $ilo

V RO D3-1213
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Offcial Pubtic Comment 301 ‘ Postcards from Floyd Dean, Todd Dixon, and Chris Sly

: : . . . . 7”
Deer FISIIR Teom Hembers 3071-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I support a diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural water flow led “Ficherics.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that ~ icr onses title isheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recummendalion§ were limired by 3072-1 Please see thematic esp
an assumpricn about the amount, of water that could be available f‘or the river . . . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 3073-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity Fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefor:, the Freferred Alternative does not gu far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration_ of the ecosystem. tf

Thank You,
Name; F75~ L/ Q-‘4 I
Address: //Z Az hicay Ao

CityState/Zip: ~Sdwsa/iTe, CH gvon

Gfficial Public Comment 307 z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
2n 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 priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not 2o far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the LUOSYSTEM.

Thank You,
Name: -7 e T
Address: F& Ba)( S 23

CityStae/Zip. I+ e LI GLiLD

.

it
— .
L - __;gfﬁcfa!?fubﬁc Comment 301 3

o —_ :
Dear EIS’EIR Teare Members: *

I supfdfa M92idi of no o that 30 percent of the naturai water flaw
feomn the Trinity River Basin. While I suppoart the seiznce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Frinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority gver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not 2o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the €cosyslenm,

Thank You,
Wame; { Krcs S/ﬁ
Address: /Z[‘? 51083( AUE Aﬁ{ “'7/

City/State/Zip: Af‘Cﬂf‘a, A _F5s el

V O D3-1214
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wyficiat Fudire Commeny o l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 4

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow 3074-1
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3075-1

an assumpticn 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 water 3076-1
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, :
Name: ﬁtf&» CM czwﬂﬁ
Address: /08 [etin ﬁ)\v\

CitylState/Zip: sl fra /a;ﬂf CA Ty ??);

Offtciad Pubiic Conment % 7 5
Dear EIS/ETR. Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the eCosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address: 0% Seut. .
City/State/Zip: SRUSQ\'\*-HJI O, ANAES

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

Ojfciai Public Contment so i b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of ihe natural water flow
{rom the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of warer that could be available for the mver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyitem.

Thank You, .

Name: JC\;\“'Y"\ &@&(&
Address: X0 Gickvieey Y. #a0n
City/State'Zip:  _Lalle C&u—‘éﬁc} o, FH0Rs5"

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcard from Edward Mainland Dated December 9, 1999

3077-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

AN\ A Y
RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C v ) - D3-1216
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Letter from Fred Hummel Dated December 16, 1999

. . ups P
3 : ‘-.8 3078-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
RETEIVEY
DEC 16 1889
115 Figh & Wildlife Service
argata, &
9 Decembar 1999

Members of the EIS/EIR Team,

Flease considar the following comments on the Trinity River EIS/FIR:

The Preferred Alternative needs 1o be improved if you want to provide, as |

believe you are legally required to, an effective restoration of the ecosystem.

The law that established the Trinity River Division, and others, give fish and 3078—1

critters priority over sending water to the Central Valley Project. That's why

no more than 30% of the natural water flow from the Trinity River Bagin shoutd

be diverted for anv other yse

That's i, shart and sweet. This is a great opportunity, felks, and we don't get

many of them, so let's do it right. | know you will.

L0
#red Hummel (former salmon troller and mayor of Brookings)

202 Alder St

Brockings, OR 97415-9836

541-469-5896

- X
V O D3-1217
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

y Letter from Paul Clark Dated December 9, 1999
—_ iHalan
RECELVEY { 3079-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
DEC L5 1893 3oq q 3079-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

US Fish & Wildkfe Serics

35, Fian and wiiewife Service Brcata, O2 response is required.
2%3

frale i P 3079-3 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”

Ze: Comments of Gor.D COUNTRY PADDLERS re Trinity River Mainstem Fisheries
Festoration Envirsmimé. 1 Impact Stazement and Report ("Trinity EIS/R")

Ozar Mr. Folos,

GOLD COUNTRY PADLLARS 1s California's largest whitewater paddling club, with
over 500 members, ©OuT members have kayaked througheut the Tririty kasin, and it
it cne of our faweawrite river systems. But as boaters we are keenly aware that
the Trinity, beausiful as it is, is not what it could be.

Sinece the Trinity® dams were completed in 1963, up te 90 percent of the river's

water has been dimerted for agriculture, principally te marginal lands in the

1 Valley. Jecressed flows have limited whitewater recreation

» pepulations have fallen nearly 90 percent. Y

western San Joaqu
potential, and fi.

The Txinmity EIR/3' s Preferred Rlrernative still zliows ovey half the water 2o be
diverted from the w%Sin. Sclence has determined that a river nssds at least 70
sercent of its f2 t2 maintain a healthy fishery. Similarly, tha river nasin's 3079_1
recseational sear deserves to receive more than mersly half of the income >

potential repressmted Dy its water.

pport of the implemeatation of a flow recime that sllows the

We are writipg ic ¥2F X
gast 70 percent of its water, For these and the Esllowing

Trinity to keep 22

L. When the Trini is zestored, the commercial and sport fishing, whitewater 3\
recreation, apnd Tourism economies of Merthern Califarasia and Southern Gregon

will rebound. Fismeries science is complex, but the relationship hetween water

in the river and waitewater recreation potential is not. More water means more

boating. and tha= meahs imcre boaters spending mese dollars in the Trinity 3079_2
basin's lecal eccmomy.- The Trinity River is a unigue resouree from a whizswater >
boating perspectiwe. It offers over 75 miles of class II through class v

whitewater, inclixding high guality stretches of xiver scitable for novices,
intermediatas, ancd experts aliks. The number of whitewater canceists, rafters,

and kayakers“has increased esxponentially in the last few years, and

consequently, the Trinity's potential has never besn greater to attract the

business of whitewater enthusiasts. /

2. The Trinity River A¢t of 1955, in asthorizing the dams, specifically mendated
that the fish and wildlife of the basin not be harmed. But since the dams were
completed in 1963, water diversions have cansed a nearly %0 percent decline in
the fisheries. The coho salmon now iz ligted under the Endangered Species Ber,
2ad steelhead are 2 candidate for listing.

3079-3

gone unfulfilled r more than 36 years because of excessive water diversions.
The time has coms To Meet our obligations Lo the Hoopa and the Yarok.

3. The federal government's trusr obligations to two Native American tribes have }

4. Two decadesy

C seientific study have now given us the knowledge to maks good
decisicns regar

the Trinity. While the scisnce that produced the Flow

<) V N vs
= D3-1218
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Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Zvaluation Report is sovund, its' recommendations were limited Dy narcow
assumptions about the amount of water available for the river. More water gap be
made available since the legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Divisien, and
later legislation, gives Trinity fish and wildlife clear priority over the
diversien of any water to the CVP.

&. The Trinity River and its restoration program are completely independent af
the CALFED process. Resteration of the Tririty River is mandated in the 1955
legisliation authorizing construction of the Tripity River Division, in the
Trinity River Basin Fish and Wildlife Management Act of 1984, and in the Central
Valley Project Improvement Act (CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffirms the Trinity's unique
position ir the CVP, and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinicy is
te be considersd independently from other California water issuss.

6. The federal government's promise to maintain a healthy fisnery in the Trinity
River has been ignored for 36 years. Past legislation mandated a flow decision
by the end of 13%¢, If these legislated promises are not finally fulfilled, it
will undercut the sredibility of promises subsequently to be developsd through
CALFED. A restersd Trinity River will giwve Californians faith that the ongoing
CALTED negotiarions will produce meaningful improvement in our state's water
policies.

Thank you for considering our comments.

Very truly yours,

GOLD COUWTRY PADDLERS
By: Paul (lark, Conserxvation Chair

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C
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— 3 o Letter from Earl Bootier Dated December 13, 1999
80 3080-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.” Regarding dam

Annt Erep | Toe Bis T T removal, please see Response 1389-4.
- US. Fish & wnitlfpee Stecce o aeiwen' | el Sedtie
cee L AGSE Hewwdor B VEr i mE - 2P IE S
— AR Cmre LA, FEsZs ;:; W,K‘fm topis - ATECATHCL, Fewzy

cata. CX

/ﬂ/eﬁﬁﬁ ReFutn The ,,‘7"2/-;»/.9‘7- ELE | TE | AAe Sl o
e ol TRy __[?i'?;/e, o The  AdilBeomery _
R An bl Ere ST ap Rl frindm b Fhie s housd
L Ae. Alowed e Folows. Sould ow_ Be D et ,Eezfi’zc?&gz‘_.
Repp et Vhe . DRI Dol . bed GO grn. oVhens 3080-1
Cor S/t st ML TP DSE PRy L g Frore 4042 T Do,
o e g . s La/yeii/ﬂ/ﬂ-y /ﬂa//?éxds s T AT LIS e
. plNEe. R can _as éo,ufgzz ER SRS 2 Sz plorece.
P 7o gf‘oma}@ _/”/"ﬂf/’f'J‘, R 5 T, .
L LT poudd e &//fgz-r&u/?‘ ﬁ,aé;/‘fjxu A rrose é/’gcen‘u'/e
L ATemrE . VD Curadls s e ﬁ/.4.7:{,//):'f€ by PV - VPP, o
...... . 5/,4-5745#! e o e Q//l‘/dsfa/u..ézu TR 7;'/)!4.1?;}- /g/}’e&',
. /}'/ﬂ""’j}‘ A Sgy/yp;e. e could  hentc e zoﬁ’—?dg/g
Yo SRt T .
FEL we Do sevt Coemect FAE profibme Ao (Foi).

. Fht o A 20 7 Gl

e MevEE pppiss TD . Ampre me I?‘_/%,a//m; FAATE  FHeg e
f-:ar:mga/ Sa. bemre i Fvess @f,gﬁﬂagﬁéwf,&fg,‘fx}g_)“cﬁi@
ittt _uine o JusTifp oR ppe et cpme  pavher vhas
e preteedns Qofont The pushic TewsY, e antec,
. Ao WK lEe Sugium S, e
Who _wil) do iF- i yeo Dorly U Swoe The Toput !

S . ,,,,,,Z;M)Cu//, BT
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/E

308)

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: S 3
! support a diversion of no more than 3¢

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. o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division

and additional tegislation clearly gives Trinity

fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any

water to the Centrai Valley Project (CVP). .

Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does riot go

far enough to achieve a legally mandated - )

restoration of the ecosystem.

‘Thank Y:
_Thank You M

Néme: Stan Egtabe
Address; /55 /5;?7 Hre.,

RECEIVEED

BET 16 1909

15 Sien & Wildlife Sereigs
Arcata. CA

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

> 3081-1

3081-1

N

Main TOC

@

Comments TOC

Postcard from Stan Satake Dated December 16, 1999
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INER]

fficial Public Contment o 8 z
Dear E1S/EiR Team Members:

- 3082-1
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 3083-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by B
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3084-1

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
N y s

achieve a legally mapdite ian of e ecosystem.

Thank You, ' G A
MName: (fé&ﬁ / Eﬁz ééﬁ‘d Y S
Address:

T
%éwff%q géfi %55@/

City/State/Zip:

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thauk You,
Narne: [ v

Address: I'QJQ S&Jmﬂﬂa{ 55#1:
City'State/Zip:  SRER L (4, %SD/

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

ficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scignce and study thac
produced the Flow Evaluatien Report, the recpmmendations were limited by
an assumption a2bout the ameune of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation greating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildkife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CWP, Therzfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: LEC Hofmaun
Adduess: 2503 Hauey Bt o7

City/StateZip: _MeopdaliK e 93]

Main TOC

Postcards from Robert Q. Garrison, Dawn Falor, and Eric Hofmann

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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4 UIecial FUDIIC CORURERE J vo :
Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne HWMH%WIH flow
from the Trinitv River Bgsin, While 1 support the scignce and Study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Fimited 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
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Narne: June MASC‘Z‘{-‘:}U o E’q':j Kata.
Address: 74 @1ﬂcg s Ao

Cty/State/Zip: M.g@gd_c.& 94539
%;

{

Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thhc 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 ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legailly mandared resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou,

Name‘. /RWY‘O/\& d &-\Km
Address: 1A T ranees e
CityiState/Zip: R JC sk’ (S3 G453 5

Official Pubiic Comment 308 b

(Yo 1 neids obeskon! Nt

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppoet 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 Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tronity fsh and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,
Name: Ldura 'K‘;nq
Address: Yzo CQI\C&#’“-M- 5+ >

CityiSuerzip: _Pvgate. , (& 9552

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

Lo ' e 7
Soa - . ' Official Pubiic Comment
d o] =

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;,

Postcards from June Maselbas and Ray Katz, Raymond and Ben Katz,
and Laura King

3085-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3086-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3087-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w - N _VA
V = D3-1223
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RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

Cfficiaf Fubtic Uomment o o
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of fo more that 3G percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3088-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3089-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water -
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3090-1
Thank You, . _

Name: ~Jedd %:’; VLI BNt

Address: )72 G UL

City/Siate/Zip: il e ik (‘A GARI

Official Prblic Comment o q
Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearky gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Name:

Address: PO Bex 757
City/State/Zip: A

G ass—

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Do .
! support a diversion of no more that 30r percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced t@e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
chlﬂﬂllfm creating the Trinity River Bivision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
[} t_hz: CVP. Thereforz, the Preferrsd Altemative does not go far enough to -
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: R:_\n, 3 Crontin TFr
4

Address: o o flzis

City/StaterZip:  _ DAweans €A Fyir

Main TOC

Postcards from John Buddenbaum, Elizabeth Crosby,
and Peter J. Crosby IV

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Official Public Comment 3 Oq ' Postcards from Richard Harvey, Dennis Harper, and Eloise B. Hoffman

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

_— 3091-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
T suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Repors, the recommendations were limited by 3092-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3093-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CWP, Therefore, the Freferred Altemative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: /f(é;/////a?’ry

Address: 2 SFE é"uﬁ/zﬁd ‘}(fﬂ/
City/State/Zip: ,ﬁdl/ﬁ‘ ﬁ//r"_/ A fj;’yg

Offtcial Public Cowmment oq Z
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the reeommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyslem

Thank You, ‘//
Name: Tl e
Address: 725 .-_S.A‘/ e B

City/State/Zip: Wos forra, Ll SErow

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

Official Public Corunent oq 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natutal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available {or the tver.
Legislation creating the Trintty River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _
Name:

. i Elviss B Hofman
Address: _ 1438 Ash Cr.
City/State/Zip: el G 3248

<~ 2
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Jv ' Postcards from William McDevitt, Leo L. Levy, and Kate Miller

1 support a diversion of ng more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow ) . . o
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 3094-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Bvaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited _by

an assumption zhout the amount of water that could be availabic for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation 3095-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrcd Alternative does not go far enough to 3096-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .

Nams; W//%«%ﬁn /?Gﬁw/ /
Address: FIRe j:ﬁéj/rre/ /F('&
CiSweizi:  Sefelbpa (oF FEFLR

R
Official Public Comment Dq 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral 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 assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Proferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legetly mandared resworation of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
MNarme: 4 ,/%71 Fosr o r1afres Eafebocet s 0

Swtt Fsh the
Address: 102 55 Bavbhe v S Trom by g8 Fecesion,

City/StateiZip: Batent fpupe Lo, 70875

v Tty

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

Offtcial Public Comment Oﬁ b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the naturai water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the science and stedy that
pioduced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of waler that eould be available for the river.
Legslation ereating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislatign
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildfife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve 2 legally manrdated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: KA'TE MlLthﬂ..A
Address: 723472 \wWeepen ot

Ciysrateizip:  _Oanmd {pe. CA 4002

< Ve
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the nateral water flow 3097-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

. produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3098-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the viver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiskation 3099-1

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

Thank You,

Name: CthS+Llf B@ad
Address Fale Goviarly Dr
City/State/Zip: vy f

Official Public Comment O ‘ 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support £ diveriion of nd™mere that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the srecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river.
Lezgislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildiifc pronty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore. the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: /{?’_‘ 5 765/’\/(,'__,%; /
Address: s f@g bl AN AT

CiyStaterzip: NN KO n1pls SIS T REE $77

- .
— . -

o . Official Public Comment D q q
. -Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

o

[ Support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that
produccd the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaunt 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
t the CVP. Therefare, the Prefetred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: Cﬁnﬁﬁfl& ﬂ&f—bﬂ—/
Address: q(y &W{ Lr‘l

City/State/Zip:

\
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S L Offfcial Pablic Coinment- .

Desr EIS/EIR Team Membdps: ~ "

L support & diversior of no more that 50 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basiz. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaleation Repert, the recommendations were limited by

" an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterpative dees not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, B
Name: ) "z
Address: 5928 Mw

City/State/Zip: __fLlue {ap 45538
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Postcard from Carl Yerkovich

3. 3101-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Official Publie Comment
Deatr BIS/EIR Team Members: '

Lsupport a diversion of no more
iy thar X5
froam (he Tmla!y River Basin, While mﬁ“ﬁ'ﬁﬁ?ﬁ :::i? 1?:::'

to the CVP, Thersfige, the Prefernod A i
achieve & lagally mandnted restortion nlflemﬂ::”t!cm“d g far enough o

Thank You,
Name: o Lrﬁﬁkovlc.a AEREICEP

Addross: 1679 G Pedic BBER 06 100

CitySerzip: Brnwscaw g ey e ’f Wilrtee - aenc,.
ALY, o

. N D3-1229
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Postcards from Tom Hinz and Deborah Brady

3102-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

- Officiat Public Comment 3 l o 2 3103-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear E1S/EJR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3} percent of the natural water flow
frorn the Trinity River Basin. While T supsurt the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availuble for the river.
Legislatien creating the Trinity River Division, and addilional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildhfe priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, .

Name:; TO' N\ ‘H‘U\J

Address: SC_;‘,ZE N QEJ:Q RO
City/Sae/Zip: [HLUE LS & A 4595

e : Qfficial Public Comment \ o
_ Dear ETH/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
ptoduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available tor 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 docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. - - e

Thank You,

. Ve MUy
Name: &m@@@ oo o
Address: T Pix 223 - ﬁ\_,._ s eie
City/Stare/Zip: 28] hﬂ&:? Of 0(555;30] /?\}‘Lk 5&%@&
- — e -,

N

<N v =\
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Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C
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- Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

; S 3‘ D.'} Postcards from Mark G. Ellis, Michael Metres, and Megan Lisagor

3104-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow ) ) . ) B
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the sclence and study that 3105-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
- produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendat:ong were litnited }3)'
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river. ~ . . e .,
Legislation creating the Triniey River Division, and additional legistation 3106-1 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
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyseem.

Thank You, )’z’% /é é,&.:,

Name:
MARE. G ELLIS
Address: 399 GATLIFF_AV:E
. o EUBEKA CA 9TE03--5479
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment \ o 5
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tonity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluetion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the censystem,

Thank You,

Name: Miuhgg] mf\i e
Address: Shge %®nud Re
City/State/Zip: ¥, 4852

Official Public Comment \ ob
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produeed the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that condd be availzble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of anmy water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daes not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem,

Thank You, ©%

Name: PeSN bione0R
Address: o PBex (;;—)64
City/State/Zip: ‘6,\_\"—6*14 CHagcn2

< Ve
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Officiat Public Commrent 3'0—' : Postcards from Richard E. Keane, Maureen V. Kearns,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
and Paul F. Mehegan
I suppoct a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3107-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by p .

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3108-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearty gives Trinity Ash and wildiife prioriy over the diversion of say water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does nor go far encugh to 3109-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystemn. .

Thank You, .
Mame: /);’mn/;-: C( I TR
Addrass; =l 1%- AR =
City/SweiZip: - S a? e Ameao

. Official Public Comment \ o 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppart a diversion of a0 more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart 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 Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the gtosystem.

Thank You,
Wame: \%W - M'J)
Address: 6-5/ _ SC!CM‘G"/ /@
City/State/Lip: mcﬁ}l /eé,(/p’] 7{8 C%
P5579

Official Public Comment ‘ o |

Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppoct the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Repart, 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 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 scosystam.

Thank You,

Name: ?M‘L F MarE 6/44\_}

Address: Letaid 55@{‘}5’[ A
Ciry/State/Zip.  fpaxy this s g’g G, 307

) ) . . s
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Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

$00

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3110-1
frem the Trinity River Basin, While I suppart the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were himited by 3111-1
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3112-1

to the CVP. Therefor, the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaled restoration of the evosystem.

RDD/TRINITY3011-3112.D0C

- “Dear EIS/EIR Team Membs:

Thank You,
Name: Tila I
Address: _MM
City/StaerZip: D ohk” e FHLs
a Official Public Comment \\ \ '

I support a diversion of no morc that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abont the amonnt 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 do¢s ot go far enough ta
achieve a legaily mandared restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: /ii"OlU\ aj\ALO\A
Address: 600 ?mk-(— LUJ‘-LLO-—V Q—Oﬂ*é—

CityrStateiZip: @NO\AC\\: Crc 553 4513

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppart 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 fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a Tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: (it Srte Tif
Address: 014 ol efvy B,

City/State’Zip: _G0L bapy {0 §090¢
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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