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

Postcard from Fai Schwarzenberg

3113-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

1 support 2 divirsion of ne more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
From the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recammendations were lirmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available far the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achizve a legally maadated restotation of the scosystem.

Thank You, - .- aC‘
Neme: Fr SCAH WHR 2ER SENT
Address: Ceie FiGned cREEY RD

City/StateiZip: TETaA CR AECRT

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

3 "q Letter from John Kowalski Dated December 11, 1999

1360 Creek Dr 3114-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
&NV 89410 response is required.
Dec 11, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th St., Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521
FO7-822-7201

Dear Mr Polis,

I an: favor of more water for the fishery of the Trinfty River. I live in a part of Nevada where the
waater “belongs” 1o a small group of farmers. This means that during the summer, our river beds
are dry, or that highly polhrted waters that have leached cheroicals from the fields are allowed 1o
flow back into the river and ruin them for the rest of the population.

Please consider the recreational value of these rivers for the mass of the people, and the
restoration of these rivers to thers natural state. I believe that the farrpers could be much more 3114-1
effcient in their nse of the water and that all people should be able to benefit from these patural
resources that should belong to ll.
Sincer;lly,
= M//\

ohn Kowalski

RESEIVED

DEC 17 1908

44 Fish & Witdlife Senvien
Arcata, CA

é/\l N :l
R D3-1235
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

3000

Official Pubiic Conment 3‘ ls
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppaort a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3115-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver. 3116-1

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CVP. Therafore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to 3117-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, B G
Name: Z :
2295 Beaed

Address:

City/State/Zip: &&M%,M 94//,2 3—/5/.23

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

e 3\llo
. Official Public Canuneny

Dear EIS/EIR Team- Membefs:

I support a diversion of no moré that 30 percent of the natural water tlow
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 avaiiabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You, .
T i DU
Name: Fvdgn

Address: 'L{L‘l 1’31_49!14@; L
City/State/Zip: p\;‘ :H‘.’?,\‘E_ (?% (o 625 8

. ey . 1
«Official Public Comment ‘ (
Dear EIS/EIR Teamn .\J‘embers: i =

L -
I support a diversion of no morf that 30 percent gf the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. ‘Wiile I supposttfe 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 Divizion, and additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net e far enaugh o
achieve a legally m estoration of the ecosystem. : -

Thank You,

Nams: Lﬂwﬂ
Address: N
City/State/Zip: EAff'f‘\'{’?\ Fal 5 ST 2
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

UIFPRLE T ML LONHRERT l '
Dear EIS/EIR 'f_‘:“ fy 'Membcr?: 3 o

I suppoit a diversion aF no more that 3 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the BCOSyStem.

Thank You,
Name: Hon SrEen

Address: 1519} Beive DERs o
CitySute/Zips. _RERKTEY Ch NETOR

Official Public Commant 3' ‘q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asswmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity 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 ecosvstem.

Thank You,
Name: B&ER¥ E ] !( KER-
Address: B)( 19 of

City/State/Zip: A/ O D &CE{J[ (a. E ﬁ/f’?_}

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bastn. While. 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Re the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount ofgWater that could be available for the river.
Legislarion creating the Teinity Rif8r Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative ducs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:
Address: A i Fluker
City/State/Zip: | ‘vermore L4 Q455D

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C
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Postcards from Ron Strong, Barry Flicker, and Daryl Hoon

3118-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3119-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

- & Official Public Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

ﬁ\\
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percemt of the natural waeer flg
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, 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 legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrgd Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystenL

Thank You,

Name:
Address:
City/Seate/Zip:

. ¥

Official Public Comment a z !
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no moré 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 recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of waier that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Yrinity River Division, and additional legizlation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemarive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: FL. ;
Address: =x 19Y

City/Stare/Zip:  _ /DO DAL IZE- o 22 9?_3

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

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

Thank You,
Narne: Tow. /-f Laire
Address: 23 7 ™o, e

CityiStateiZip: Oy Cr T ick

Postcards from Christopher H. Burke, Barry Flicker, and John Heckel

3121-1
3122-1
3123-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment , z 4
Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3124-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While ( suppert the science and study that 3
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumplion abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3125-1
Legislation crealing the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water 3126-1

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern, ﬁ

Thank You, .
MName: dave mdle
Address: M #508
City/State/Zip: sauszlito, ca. 94965

Official Public Comment l 2 S
Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

I support a diversion of ho more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorit over the diversian of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achteve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem.

Thark You,

Name: é;«_{’&ﬁSZ KNz e i

Address: YRYS hpusl be
City/State/Zip: SoBaEl. LA 95513

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Official Public Comment 3 ( 2 b

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 [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could be availahle for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver 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, .

Nare: STEVEN & frel ooRE
Address: DI TRAETHAD pus
City/State/Zip: WMZ( il ?M;_f.;gos

Main TOC

Postcards from Dave Rudie, Ernest Kinlli, and Steven E. Killgore
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

-
Oficial Pubfic Comment 5 | z ?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: -\:}] M E)H‘ sSYe

Address: ! (2. Mg e ,ﬁ ﬂ'US-,
City'SweiZip. SANTH CRUZ, ¢ TBebS

Qfficial Public Comment 3‘ z 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support & diverston of ne 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
@n assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the dver,
Legistation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ta
achieve a jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: CMHGA\NE, 6’00
Address: 4ind MMQWIC it
City/State/Zip:  (@pni1E fzﬁ:t,CPf 55740

Qfficial Public Comment 3 ‘ 2 i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 perecnt 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 jimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally tandated restaration of the ECOSYSTer.

Thank You,

Name: A’Vm."l@‘f Cl?ﬂ'fﬁ
Addrass: 202 Firgesr CT,
CiyiStreZip:  Kisegug, OF 35747

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

3127-1
3128-1
3129-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Oificial Public Comment 5 150 Postcards from Corey Cate, Leo Guiterres, and Charles Sterat

Dear EIS/EAR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that . . “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3130-1 Please see thematic responses titled she

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

. . p— oy
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3131-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
T . . . . 7
to the CVP. Therefpre, the Preferred Altemnative does ot go far enough to 3132-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Name: Cahf’—‘y C&‘!”E,
Address: Teo bale 24
City/State/Zip: Mantesa ' CA _g53%57

Official Pablic Comment ; t ; ‘ ,

Dear EES/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 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
clzarly gives Trinity fish end wildlifs 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.

Thank You, .
Nare: L/’@ LTS AR &
Address: 3773 ,9,4/—04:&'&.)0 e Ol

City/Stawe/Zip: _FTbedeton oA G HT

Official Public Comment 3 l 3 2 ’

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

T 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
produccd the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the Hver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai izgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does oot go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, B
Name: _ fap é‘. 5 7; ral
Address: Ay asl bt i heva

City/StatesZip: ___ oAl v CN7 20

v ) Y D3-1241
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Oficiat FPubitc Comment 3 ( 3 3 Postcards from Tom Jones, Grahame Bobo, and Jeff Borreil

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion ot no more that 3 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3133-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3134-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water . . P, .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3135-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achicve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,

Name: _ﬁ_;m NN

Address: el keauer Racn .
Ciy/Staie/Zip:  ermepsyiae N C 27284

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Gfficial Pubiic Conment 3 ‘ 3 q
Dear EIS/EIR Teasn Members:

I support & diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the namural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I sepport 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.
Legislalion 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 eacugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: (ﬂﬂ“ﬁ!iﬁ &L_
Address: duoe  Wappuin Wiy

City/State/Zip: afbdﬂi Ebfﬁ gﬂ 951&b

Official Public Comment 3 l 3 s
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the rfver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nar go far enough to
achieve a {egally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name; :.T&FF &:R{gu.
Address: bo A

CitySae/Zip: fupy Qi L CA 35933

V O D3-1242
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

-
Official Public Comment b ( 3 b

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 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legiskation creating the Triniry River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enough
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name! C FD ) %’Y’D
Address: b g e

City/State/Zip:  _Evbe G(ZQU'EJ o Sely

Offtcial Public Comment 3 ‘ 3 i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcembers:

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

Thank You,
Name: /A’X/I /&KM;—M“
Address: 1ié M L.
City/State/Zip: _ oo, (it

G508

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Official Public Comment 3 ‘ 5 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpbion about the amount of water that could be zvailable For the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divislon, 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 scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: TR AL Nam G
Address: B30 _hevos Rawowa Ro

City/Stare/Zip: BRTos Ch agooz

Postcards from Candi Soto, Gary Andersen, and Patrick King

3136-1
3137-1
3138-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

-
Official Public Comment 5 ‘ 3q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 peroeut 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 Trnity Rivér Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Altemative does ot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, .
Namer W@ e T Bl
Address: 37 JALENCo EP.

City/State/Zip: _ﬁm CA D502

Qfficial Public Comment 3 l q 0

Dear E[S/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scienee 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
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative docs not ga far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You, W = &e

Name: Riey LoB oV ipk
Address: FoBow zix
City/State/Zip: Tﬁﬂ ey A4 f53?8

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Official Public Commeni 3 I q \

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 Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited oy
an assuenption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additivnat legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP, Therefure, the Preferred Alterative does not 2o far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the €GOsyslem,

Thank You, . ;

Name: @‘ﬂ, 7y N SM&U,

Address; {50 A \ioa Sl\

City/State/Zip: S0V v\—j"e 4 t C-Pt _q*:; -55’1.

Postcards from Kent Hull, Rich Lobrovich, and Bonnie Small

3139-1
3140-1
3141-1
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RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

- -
Official Public Comment 5' q A

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assemption about the ameunt of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislation crsating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: Diele Tletcfa
Address: ALET EuFhimana u/éf‘g_

City/State/Zip; —,.T-‘_},H-C—‘f CA, PR A

Qfficial Public Commant 3 | q 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Triniey River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and zdditional leeislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You,
Name:
Address: S22l A Q‘D/,H" M./W.?/

City/State/Zip T2 15 T /it %ra.f;’ 28
T e

Offteial Public Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priaricy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh 1o
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the BCOSYStem.

Thank You,

Name: A &, - fro 71[;1 &
Address: 2220 Y anliclesr ,ﬂﬂ."#:g
CityiStaterZip:  ~FanTe Cruz_rn. GSOER

3142-1
3143-1
3144-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Dick Fletcher, Ray Hutcheison,
and Stephen R. Montague

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 Pubfic Comment l 4 s
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart 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

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

3 clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
h to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altzmative does not go Far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosysiem,
R Thank You,
Name:
Address: e,-,-ﬁd{icg«a
i Ciry/State/Zip:

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

Qfficial Public Comment 3 l 4@
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart & 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

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

Th~" You,

Narmer i 53/4 EFJE ESZ: M’

Address: i

D& cAYTILERNA
Ciwisweizio: _SA) CLEMENTE, LA
TXR73

an assumption about the amoum of water that could be avatlable for the river,

[ support a diversian of 1o more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
froem the Trinity River Bazin. Whils I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited By
an assumption aboul the amount of water that could be available for the fuver.
Legislation ceeating the Trinity' River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fsh 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,
Name: /( (=4 Gﬂuﬂy
Address: 2902 Jisne Henzq

Cityisutezip: LAl nid Wbt 4

P2ALD?

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

{¥fficial Public Comment ‘ q ?
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Carol Dominguez, Albert J. White, and Leo Connelly

3145-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3146-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3147-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Official Public Conment 3 ‘ 48
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 seience and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Beport, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availsble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: //‘ S A f‘ & ‘."1"7 e
Address: S ), o s
City/Sate/Zip: __ a3 Ry (5

Official Public Commert l qq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 perceat of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislatien
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 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,
Name: %\/\ Lﬁ'swtm
Address: IUE Catnwa U

Citw/Stae/Zip: _Tror Ocks 0A A% 28

. Qfficia! Public Comment 3 ‘5 o
Dear F1S/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scieace 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.
Legislacion creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
w the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

MName: F’\’\/all{— }\ltckﬁ{s

Address: F200 TT’O L}ﬁd.ailﬁ PL_
CityStateiZip: _Ohpcketony , ¢ 9520 7

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Main TOC

Postcards from Cherly Kotiha, Harry Laswell, and Walt Nichols

3148-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3149-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3150-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 3 (5 l Postcards from Thomas Q. Hogy, Stacey Jostao, and Murry A. Tayler

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P . P
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3151-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by ) ) s o,
#n assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3152-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly ‘gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversicn of*any water . . P .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred AlMernative does not go far enough to 3153-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Wame:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Chioey”
Crieastod g
[ A Nt vy o

Qfficial Pablic Comment ‘6 z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support 2 diversian of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While | support the scicnce and shady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fsh and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative dacs not go far enough 1o
achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You, _
MName: S*“"") JD@Z O
Address: SUE Ggnwaer C4

City/State/Zip: Febr Oy (A 434 i3

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Tearn 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 Repert, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢could be available for the tiver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far crough 1o
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank You, i
Name: /}7{/#/",7 A .?V&;L
Address: ot Gk $2

City/State/Zip: BEEN L2 AS_SAVFE BT

é/\x ) :A.
v Tt D3-1248

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Official Public Comment ‘ s
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and stady that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Repor, the recommendations were limited by

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

Thank You,

Name: ¥ [2.4,‘
Address: '5 s LGCNA y-,[ .
City/State/Zip: -S.Amm [ CA F5é

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Frinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority cver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandatcd restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: J—_lol\]{k. i’ri
Address: Bbbl \nlewe Campid 1_:2.

City/State/Zip: _Eim Gtwet (A 95424

Official Public Comment 3 | 5 s

an assumption about the amounr of warer thar could be available for the river.

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 Repert, the recommendations were limited by

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the SCOSyStem.

Thank You,
Name: 77/'&%45 & Lows
Address: 321 Boveone Carep Coe.

Gily/StaterZip: M Foamn’ 0 G521

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Qfficial Public Comment ‘6 b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

an assumiption ebowt the amaount of water that could be available for the river.

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

3154-1
3155-1
3156-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Steve Rigg, Lionel Soto, and Thomas W. Lamb

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

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

Official Public Comment ls l
Dear EIY/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Theretore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a [2gally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name; ﬂ(f\"\(\mv} E\m\gsﬁSQ
Address: PD% 8\%
Clry/State/Zip: Ar(‘&}cc\ CR Cl’b‘S'lQ

Official Public Comment ‘ s 8
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 limited by
an assumptien about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lzgistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the evosystem.

Thank You,
Name: OF!‘L’;? _ !zcn.(
Address; GZD Copitelr fiio #TF

City/State/Zip: qum fale Lo G500

Official Public Commant ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem 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 far the river.
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity aver the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far encugh to
achieve 2 logally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, D_}/\. [V RV ‘—vuxf\',,_,
Mame: Voo o Vs & begay g
Address: Kol o el \ZDI‘C\I’)

Clty/State/Zip: Tt vy O ¥ LT

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Postcards from Anthony Ambrose, Orion Teal, and Donald Verwayen

3157-1
3158-1
3159-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

P —

Official Public Comment 3 ‘bo Postcards from Julia McLear and Rasjedah Bergeri

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

3160-1 Ple i ; s e
I suppost & diversion of no more that 3 percent of the natural water flow ase see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that 3161-1
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 creatiag 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 Alilernative does not go far enough to
achieve g legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: : A‘. /‘ Lty
Address: 7t 24 /ﬁﬁfféwwq L fe gyt
Cityfsnate/Zip: _ [eriefe CH 4705
7

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Officiat Public Comment ‘ b ‘
Dear EIS/ELR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far encugh (0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: \ﬁgg;; égg iﬂ_{ﬂ :: >
Address: U ?ﬂiﬁ i ez,

City/State/Zip: M.\u_ﬂmy_@% AY 077

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C — v -\
e D3-1251
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Oificial Public Commen ‘ . . .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: r 5‘ b z Postcards from Peter Littman, Jean Salmon, and Jennifer Morris

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

{from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 3162-1
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reeommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . e .
Legistation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3163-1 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 Altemative does not ge far enough to 3164-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated 1gstoration of the egosystemn.
Name:

Address: ﬂé ﬂ?ﬂ()ftf Sd
City/StateiZip:  <SNTH @w; Crasvso

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment "( b 3

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 Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ar assumption about the amount of water that could be avajlable 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
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: QCLM—

Address: U g‘ﬁ'\& 0—]‘( {?‘6

City/State/Zip: Sl(/n_,g—ﬂ CPJUL&L C ?4
4soss

Official Public Comment 3( b q
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 suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn 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 dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yau,

Name: ity Mo

Address: F? Cndine
CityiStatelZip: S0 Flapn £r &P, (4 b7 —

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

Official Public Comment - . .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: o( o Postcards from Sean Bogue, Chris Wohlford, and Jennifer Webber

1 support a diversion of o more that 30 perceat of the natural watsr fow

from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that . . ups e
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3165-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumpdion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . .
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3166-1 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 Allermnative does not go far enough to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3167-1

Thank ¥ou,
Naine: p
Address: 1318 3 1‘+

CiyiSwerzips _SVF o Gy

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

S

Offficial Public Comment 3‘ bb

BDear EIS/EIR Team Members:

.4 T support » diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
t0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
g Name: A LR FORD
L Address: = %;M/A Aok,
City/State/Zip:  odtr LT8R, oA PFFOT

Offtcial Public Comment 5' b '

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were lirmited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available Far the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlge priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefirted Altermative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the 2eosystemn,

Thank You,

Name: J * ‘N-J-&i—-..—-—-.
Address: mlk_mmhmjk_&-
City/Stale/Zip: _Gﬂb‘_._cgd_‘j_}_o el

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

Official Pubtic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

el

i support 2 diversion of no mare 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 3168-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation 3169-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prictity 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, 3170-1

Thank You, .
Name: qos ¥ V<Ronis
Address: Jag Q‘Pr ] By

Prve.
Coeomany Co 79610

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Contment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 3 perceat of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the reconumendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that coufd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clgarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity gver the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You, . }
Name: / [ o 3 E S
Address: o fX pxrf‘-‘-'(@ ¢ 'Df““-

Ciry/SeateiZip:

Jﬂuv"rﬁr*’fz‘)éc- u 4{/‘?(5/(

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

370

I support 2 diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the seience and study that
producsd the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any wuter
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Oficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

Thank You, . fﬂ?/p’]l
Nama: Da o7 Yt P
Address: A5 —dfwsT s ST

City/Statei Zip: ol T BEASE oA

Py 7

Main TOC

Postcards from Joseph DeBonis, Lee Jensen, and Dorothy Tobkin

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

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

Official Public Comment 6 _— .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ‘ —l ‘ Postcards from Willie Hall, Patricia Yates, and Sue Cow

1 support a diversion of ne more that 34 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 3171-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . " P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water 3172-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ensugh 1o
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of ihe ecosysiem. 3173-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

Name: !l) If e MLL
2 Address: S5tfm TTYZn C—M-E ¥ou 'LE'(/L
. Ciry/Srate/Zip: S:. (@ CA - Q 3 fOS

- 4 Official Public Comment 3 ‘ 1 Z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption aboul the amount of water that could be available for the niver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnat legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysrem.

Thank You,
Name: i /y/,gfga-['s ]g;g—g
Address: ?/f Mool 110

City/State/Zip: ff}g A G497

Official Pubiic Comment 3 ‘ 1 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpricn about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough Lo
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, . .

MName: ;\(\/ i C. '\'!/

Address: s (;’»’GM f/"\"ﬁu"_‘

Ciwy/State/Zip: E'/-'".r\/'l_S ,Q‘VM : oyl - 6} Eap B

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C v S -y D3-1255
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offtcial Public Comment 5l -lq Postcards from Richard Kauffman, Richard Kauffman,
Dear am Members: i
EIS/EIR Team Memb and Richard Farrell

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basit. While I support the science and study _that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timite: lgy

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for thefjver, 3174-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legeslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislat;&

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of anj*water g . . u: P
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to 3175-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. . . . X
Thank You. 3176-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name:

Address:

City/State/Zip:

Ojficial Public Commen 1 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

I support = diversion of no more that 3 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited hy
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thark You,

Narme:

Address: 4722 M. 3
City/State/Zip: jﬁéggiﬁ §!g <3 ZQ"—Lr

Official Public Comumnent 3 ‘ 1 w

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural warer 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 amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altcrnative does not go far encugh to
achigve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

I o ;
Name: Do t o g el P e f
Address: i’ i b :':""-’fCC.\

g ;
City/State/Zip; ewn f-,-""!h/"-‘('c.l) Cfﬂ

A3

< s
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L ILIUL F REG L OIS L ’ ‘ ( '

Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Frinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystern.

Thank You,

Name: lar ]’?T—L’?'{/)‘ng
Address: 2&3} % _§+
Ciry/State/Zip: _bwra &.«5 A oo

Qfficial Public Comment 3\ 1 ?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturai 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 dver.

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

Thank Y¥ou,

Name: /M-\?/){ Laﬁ

Address:  S78 ﬂgé{;g A aee H 4
City/StaterZip: T race g g5z A

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Officinl Public Comment 3[ 1 q

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 suppoct the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Briam Mler
Address: 1345 Beswic v

City/State/Zip: Tf‘ﬂ_(;' (A 953570

Postcards from Lee Fitzsimmons, Alex Leo, and Brian Miller

3177-1
3178-1
3179-1
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Official Pablic Comnent b \ a o

Trear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fromn the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evafuation 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
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough 1o
achieve # legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: $ooe s wETR
Address: Dot Beehled ooy
City/State/Zip: Tt _og 527

Offtcial Public Comment 3\ 8 ‘

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 seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabte for the tver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecpsystem.
Thank You, ﬁ -'f‘ //

Name: ‘/l! A // ’-444&,
Address: e }—?4’/{5 Shle A

City/State/Zip: —/iﬂﬁ " f’;g!\;; fnﬁ Y ;_-1 ".f
. i

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Qfficial Pablic Comment 3\ 8 1

Drear EIS/EIR Team NMembers:

| support & diversion of no more (hat 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating ehe Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP, Thersfore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, EPR g £, S, zp
Name: L olgi T
Address: DXOF Falhinire e

City/StateiZip: 1o 05T o a3y a5

Postcards from Steve McNabb, Grady See, and Edgar E. Sill

3180-1
3181-1
3182-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

AN\
Comments TOC

o

Vv .

Next Page

D3-1258



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

Official Public Comment o‘ a D

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 smudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
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
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

3183-1
3184-1

g . 3185-1
GREBRN D T ¢RAEL

G2 vl D

TRALY, (A 453%

Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Official Public Coriment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Wame; PR L s S
Address: a5 T s

City/StatelZip:  Lap-wiefl o F57330

Official Public Comment 3l 8 6

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlift priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. A

Thank You, ; !
Mame: 3 !M il Q_( A . EZQ ;)ﬂgﬂ‘é { é;/ L/
Address: o

City/State/Zip: o - ’

Main TOC
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Official Public Comment 3\8‘0 Postcards from Crystal Springs Flyfishing, Jonathan H. Bowman,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Matt McLibbin

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by g . . PR . 7
an assumplion about the amount of water that cauld be available for the river. 3186-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . o o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3187-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative dows not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, 3188-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: FEFAT L B, T S W R

Address:  SIU3 it o cnathie gL o

City/State/Zip: e ey e

Official Public Comment 3 \ 8 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversicon of ne 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 Repor, 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 wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough fa
achizve a legally, andar;;d e tion of the ecosystem.

JurTid N Poius)
Address: 2 LS A T
CityState/Zip: S22 T pE v Cf- F40l7

Official Public Comment 3 ‘ g %

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilk | suppart 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.
Legiglation crewting the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore. the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

Name: %M/}’{/J/"”‘
Address: /e Yy ZY 7 APt
CityiStaefZip: ey JE /4 cw f FSDLO

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C v S -y D3-1260
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Official Public Comment 3 ‘Sq

Drear 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 [ support the science and srudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumpxicn 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 waldlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: i

Address: D/2G T LELE SN
City/State/Zip: _SFlec ks L4 D5 =4

Postcards from Donald Gillett, L. B. Dextraze, and Becky L. Blytte

3189-1
3190-1
3191-1

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Officiat Public Comment 3 |q 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 T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Z‘é /)&’flmf?&

Address; /O Far //97‘9/
City/State/Zip: Thodpnl e oo

Official Public Comment 3‘q '

Dear EIS/EIR Tecam Members:

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

Thank You,. - -
Name: %Wéz /

Address: }'é ﬁ e 57«:7
City/State/Zip: M ?fﬂb’ )
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- Official Public Comment " l L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from John Barrena, Wesley Thornton, and Harvey D. Holt
1 supp(;rt a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilz I support the science and study that 3192_1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Ewvaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

P Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislaticn 3193-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
L clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
;’;}f&‘if ;",’ég;g":‘;";;;,;‘g,‘;;‘fgj;ffn'ﬂ;ﬁ:‘:‘;ggsg‘;f:m’f” go far enough to 3194-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,
Name: ..JQF-« Barrf,ﬂf-_.
Address: 203 BVW‘!*S D

City/State/Zip: Eu\.qka;, cA asyo3

Offfcial Public Comment ', l ‘ 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and srudy 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
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far enoush o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystent.

Thank You,
Name: [ISLES i Thean -JLW
Address: 2 “4d” o §4.

City/StaterZip: L A AL A l rA G0

Official Public Comment ‘q ¢
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversicn of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
proeduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption aboul the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ) .
Name: :%M
Address: (4] ~ £,

City/SateiZip: S Desname L4 o0 3

) ) . . s
RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C v S -y D3-1262
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion af no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 3195-1
produced ihe Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver. 3196-1
Legislation creating the Trnuty River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enpugh to 3197-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: fom E Dmnv\
Address: HOo! Tak.lma Rd
Cuy.’SIalefle Cave -Tu_v-o{_on OR FIsm i
I 5-... Jcs o, [“L'-“*'-\/c{u mg_c;‘:a o wafﬂf IVC"'I‘Q’
o the AlEL

"L"*"-’ & n the Toron A 15.\.\ B

\ L 5
Fr Qr 4_%:‘:_2\“;{;61!\4 rgm‘;né:ij‘gij reslora n

Official Public Comment 3 Iq u

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I Support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnption about the amount of water that could be 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 Prefirred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, .
Name: ("l%rA "“" - OQQ(\
Address: ACV ﬁ'— Z \gc S0

CityiState/Zip: T?.‘mh{/ Coatec CA eauly

Official Public Comment 3 \q 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 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 Triniry River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Ttinity fish and wildlife priodity over ihe diversion of any water
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enongh to
achieve a legatly mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip: &!&ﬂ/éﬂ/} DA fﬁdﬁ/

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 3[‘1 8 Postcards from Mike Bryant, Mary Carolyn Stafford, and Jack Alderfer

Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and snudy that 3198-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommiendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. R . . “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legisfation 3199-1 Please see thematic responses titled “F

elearly 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 3200-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: %k&/ %"“Ha’ﬂf
awdess. LE0q Brad dadde

CityStaterzips  Eurela, COA. 45503

% -, -

A4

< Officiat Pub!zc Comment 3 ‘qq
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

I support a dwerswn of no more that 30 percent of the namural water flow
fiom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and stdy 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 {zpislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to

achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, M C« W&
Name: WaryCarolyn Stbend
Address: PN SZ'

City/Suate/Zip:  Tuthafpd CH 5503

LN ]

Official Public Comment lm
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhcrs g R

1 support & dtn ion oi no more that 3 percént of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ghout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly grves Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Thereforc. the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to
aciiieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, —
- Name: - QL\< AJ&QJ“FQ_{\
Address: (236 Buvarfy Driv=

City/Staceizip: Mcaly , CA lgss2] -654%

<~ L vs
RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C e D3-1264
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' -

1 support a diversion of mo more that 30 pescent of the nafural water flow Postcards from Robert D. Botley, Tom Lisle, and Heather Rawson
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study that

produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations wer¢ limited by

an assumplion about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river . . P .,

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation 3201-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

s the CYP. Thezefore, the Preferréd Alternative doss nat ge far enough to 3202-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank Yeu, ) , .
Mame: ﬁgé@"‘f P 134)11[197 W!f /50“5%

Address: JGig D6k Place
CiyfSuateizip: MM Hoitley v e, €A 7559

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3203-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

»
Official Pablic Comuent 3 ZO z
¥

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

.

I support a diversion of no mote that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppont 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 {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, :
Name: ’7;’1’)4 LIS £€

Address: 257 Coclivga AKX
City/StateiZip: _Ate ik {g\?;, Mo, €A FsTfF

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

;rzlg;:;;l?rgiyemﬁqn of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
Pl o ;:tfl WIE{?F Basin. While I Support the seience and study tiat

o e a&:m »}a‘llualmn Report, the recommendations were limited by
Legisiation creatin:rﬂ[ﬁze"l?aoi:?}{?‘ie‘:a];eii'mm c:;s?’]?davaﬂabm kil

o 1ing Riv ision, additional legislatj
Iculeta}.‘r‘l:y Cg‘l;«;s ?P]:mi); fish and wildiife priority over the diversioneﬁ?fr:;ro?uatcr
st B erefore, the P:eferrled Altemative does not go far enough to
egally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yau,

Name: - Y

Address; %/c?é /Mﬁct Aie Fe
Ciy/State/Zip: /5 )7 Q:aés 7, A

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C g
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- it Peic Comrn 320“’ Postcards from Kathleen Bentler, Robert K. Soost, and Richard Long

. —_—
- Déar EIS/EIR Team Members:.

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While £ support the soience and study fal 3204-1 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. . . . .
Legislati(?n creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Iegislation 3205-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

o the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3206-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: E oA &ﬁﬂ ff [of 24
#Address: 8 mariye 5t
City/State/Zip: th(m[e»i uitle \CA 85517

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

[ support & 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 assumpticn abous the amount of water that could be available for the fver,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok Yoo, —
Name: /(, (.'fi‘f&f é _24_‘[ S é;m’@—"

Address: 2o 'de Se7

City/State/Zip: wg 7

Official Public Comment 5 2 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 T support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an a_s:sump[ion about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation cteating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over Lhe diversion of any water
10 the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of tie ecosysten.

Thank You,
Name: e,
“'&°  Hichard Long
Address: K7 azsBechsl
+  Eeary, B

Ak AlD
. . QroER
City/Statei Zip: W ’74
(- A . ST - / E

< Ve

R D3-1266
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 3'2 o l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science 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 ereating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prictity over the diversion of any watet
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: Qs
City/State/Zip. 7

Ann Turner MoK bben
222946 IIAREE Drve
WMorena Valley CA G2557.5403 B . 2
HHficial Public Comment 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trmity fish and wildlife priacity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Prefered Altemative does net go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Name: S MMOM
Address:
City/StatefZip:

Official Public Comment 3 Z oq
Brear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could by avaijlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not o far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Postcards from Gary Hasenstals, Ann Turner McKibben,
and C. Albert Moreno

3207-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3208-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3209-1 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

-
Offcial Pettic Comment 5 Z ‘D

} ' ® Deai EIS/EER Team Members:

Postcards from Gisela Rohde, Coral Fulkenthal, and Dennis Rael

1 support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by 3210-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Dilvigion, and additional legislation 3211-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priotity over the dwersm? of any \;amr
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to . ) ) )
avhieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem. 3212-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,
Name: - ""

. Gisela Rohde
Address: — - 1931 Asthur Lo,
City/State/Zip:  __, McKinleyville, CA 95519

. Lo R ’ .
. Official Public Comment z ‘ ‘
Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

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

Thenk You,
MName: C o / m- {5/9“"9,[1/
Address: P G has e

Ciry/State/Zip: anaggﬂ C A Hit2e

Qfficial Public Comment 3 z ‘ z

H
. Dear ER/EIR Team Members:

I'support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avuilable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinily fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystermn.

Thank You,
Name; h g, p"“’:/
Address: ’0}"‘!’3 Z Gnabgn f?b{
CitySuwizips _ Bayseds O

7 ’ iz

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

Official Public Comment

32Q3

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhe_t:s:

from the Trinity River Busin, While I support the science and study that 3213-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of waler that could be a\_;allable ifor t}lle miver, 3014-1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

w0 the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs not go far enough to 3215-1

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystarn.

Thank You, e
Name: 1] il ey LQ
Address: (01 Adyes Gead

City/State/Zip: m'*!'\'ic\\aj'\:‘-ilp CA g5

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

o 3 ffévéal Public Comment 3 z ‘4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Memberg :
1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the narural water flow
from the Trindty 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.
Lepisfation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity lish and wildkife 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: f\;-ﬂl%t R a '&/
Address: JTb 7 i3 *+a

Aok, C A FOoey

City/State/Zip:

T - Official Prbfic Comment

Deir EJS/EIR Team Members: 3 ‘

1 suppori 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.
Legtslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ro
actueve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, 3l rfue =7 foichir
Name: ?n e zﬁp\élt{d{c

Address: L.-f“_AQ(D L S+

City/StateiZip: Areade (< o

Main TOC

Postcards from Kelly Guilfoyle, Isador Rael, and Paula Rhude

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

ey b

Dear EISfEIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trintty River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

"*Lr(urfif;_-D?r’!:aﬁ—‘OYkﬂ
G204

Thank You,

]
laaloh™s 'l"t{“r
: A

Official Public Comment Zl 1
Dear EIS/EfR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the di¥ersion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does gt zo farenough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosy

Thank You,

&Egsmxm
ALLEY, CA 54942

Name:
Address:
City/State/Z1p:

Offtcial Pighlic Commient ! ! ‘%
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural waier flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the scienee and study that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislacion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: 5[&1}’ w:‘//?é‘

Address: ﬁb & Q@wﬁfﬁk}f 2 HSET

City/State/Zip; el Vmwf ¥t

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Postcards from Lauren DeLaTorre, Elizabeth Jennings, and Suzy White

3216-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3217-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3218-1 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

IR Official Public Comment Z ‘q
" Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
ftom the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppori 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.

Legisiation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diverston of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Allermative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandarcd westoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You, )
Name; !Q.A\/m,;,ﬂc F {{(ﬂd,y\
Address: Zla fmmkun RA 30/

City/State/Zip: bdac;fm Yy 19087

Official Public Comment 3 z zo

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of na mose that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion 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
ta the CVE, Therefore, the Prefarred Altemative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You, / \
Name:
Address: Cfb "H'be

City/State/Zip: J’:hﬁé!_&@_cﬁ’_ C{\gg}[ﬁ\

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Official Public Comment 3 zz‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

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

Thank You, .
Narne: T ?r"?ct_
Address: PO, Bew 323832

City/State/Zip: Lo:j, Beacl,, CA FOog32-T383

Postcards from Raymond F. Regan, Troy Vought, and Tim Price

3219-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3220-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3221-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
S Y
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 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 asswmption 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 wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: o

Address: "L"')’,’(‘. S AN i
City/State/Zip: t;:?/! AR 7 .’ﬂ-' Lfllb\g?‘ 3/

bbbl unbdbbbadatle bl lddidib ol

- _
Official Public Comment 5 2 1 L

Official Public Comment 3 z z3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppont a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt 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 Freferred Alternative does not go far encugh ta
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ~ 3

Name: Ih Q.AAM .

Address; lo” Geig Zoe

City/State/Zip: Dt Lot lyrs, LT
I¢Les

Official Public Comment 3 Z z q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scicnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addivional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alermative does not go far encugh to
achieve z legally mandated resteration %e wStent.

Thank You, -~ -
Name: MARCIA ML ER
Address: P o Bex }570

City/State/Zip: __LAY 7o bie e e 75¢57

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Postcards from Jennifer Geddie, Mara Cesaretti, and Marcia Miller

3222-1
3223-1
3224-1

Main TOC

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

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

Officiat Public Commaent . .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -l ceae  Locrt u;c, fm Postcards from Ernestine I. Smith, Ed Brush, and Matt Tucker
P e sl

= SIS A WAL S SERNCE
! 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 3225-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river. 3226-1

Legislatipn creating the Trinity River Division, apd additional legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and v.u]d]lfe priority over the diversion of any water

"o tire CVF. Therefore, the Prefered Alternauive does noi o far_enowgh to 3227-1

tehigve a legally mandated sestomtion of the ecasystem.
Thank You, MM’Z‘:A-Q_. M

Name: .
Address: e (’t‘..‘ ’
CitysStaterZip:

é&% S 2 T, /;q,,.u, / Pav

Ms. Ernestine [ Smuth
1512 Fair Oaks Ct
Santa Resa, CA 95404

Official Public Commaent 3 z z b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. Whiie 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repest, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhfe priority ower the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enovgh o
aciieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: -é{ &‘J‘f ~

Address: &2?4 Liu ﬂ/f d/@/

RDD/TRINITY3113-3227.D0C

Official Public Comment 3 Z z l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evalvation Report, the recormendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creuting the Triniry River Division, and additional lepislation
clearly gives Trinily fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You,
Name: ﬁ?ﬂ 7 { Z;kﬁr
Addregs: M&ﬁm&h& -4

City/State/Zip:
: ‘é@fﬁﬂé“é—% /2_(}/

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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