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

Offcial Public Camment 2 28 Postcards from Chris Medinger, Christina Rudospy, and Joe Wilschinsky

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawrat water flow . . . . L
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that 3228-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumptiun about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . P .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation 3229-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . s o
w the CVE. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go Far enqugh to 3230-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve # legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: (nl—\ U ked o k]
Address: 173 Lekosbe® N 4g

it raraiTing LA TP S B N YA

Official Pubfic Comment 3 2 z '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of noe mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water thart eould be available for the river.
Ligiskation creating the Trinity River Bivision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altcrnative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem,

Thank You, - .
v, CA N .\.osgw)
Address: [ v} q Ni “ ‘ ? .
City/State/Zip: h—“—\ﬁ—‘m
i3-S

Official Public Comment 5 z 3 o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Busin, While T support the science and study that
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommmendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additignal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
e the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough o
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the scosystem.

Thank Yaou,
Narme: For3 U\Jliigt bouSler.
Address: TE0 T¥ae St

City/State/Zip: S?/E:ij_gﬂ‘ (ﬁ G’Sﬂ?
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Conment j ‘ ; ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from Elizabeth Payne, Harriet Burgess, and Lamya A. Kamel

[ suppurt 2 diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trnity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evailuation Report, the recommendations were linited by 3231-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimity River Division, and additional legislation 3232-1

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3233-1

Thank ¥You,

Name: Ef{mlﬂﬂ‘t‘f‘( PAV’VLE_

Address: Kide (44 AL - Setigpi Coliesg

City/StatelZip: W)D fhl winale N{_
Clalcendd; CA A1

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Comment 3 2 3 2

Dear EISFEIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, .

Narme: fw W
Address: 795 f?mmw-gff(}!’
CityiState/Zip: (D k ﬂMLn[} Cﬂ'cf‘f bl

Official Public Comment 3 2 3 3

Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Tow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluztion 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
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: LGt i/ 8 Ao gz /
Address: /930 Catamndasa Shp nggw)u}?. =

CityiState/Zip:  (laprpnenyd, (2 G717

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

Oificial Public Comment 3 7.3"‘ Postcards from James Pepin, Linda Moscatello, and Nelson Kass

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no moze that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P . .
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 3234-1 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 dver. 3235-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .,
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enowgh 0 3236-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a lepall andate};rsloration of the ecosystem.
Thank ¥ou, ol

Name: ‘Jﬁmﬁ's &P/M
Address; FLY Comn LT
GinssweZi: Kedirnts LA 9( oo

Official Public Comment 3 z 3 S

Dear EYS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While | suppart the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ar assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the fver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, I :

Name: ; {V\CA—C\_, /\’I\‘OS CO«‘\‘@\\O
Address: >l 8‘6%- Gy O
City/State/Zip: “QP CLCLR‘.#\\(B OJB\ & [Fele] [

B it T

Official Public Comment 3 2 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 I support the seience and smudy that
provduced 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 legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mamdated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: _A}_g j{a/\a’ Ahes
Address: o Bad 233

City/State/Zip: d(‘capp;/ {5 4?55‘/69

' - ’ L - ~ f
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Camment
Dear EFS/EIR Team Members:

9L ¢

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3237-1
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3238-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wifdlife priotity over the diversion of any water B
tg the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Afternative does not go f‘ar enough to

achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosysiem. 3239-1
Thank You, . .

Name: ééﬁ ALD F(/T”

Address:

%,L{f Quaker Hike R>
evasa Crry, G F5¥sy Mﬁw
ol

{31

Ciry/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Commaent 3 z 3 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 [ suppont the scicnes end 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 warer
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: %\f C (&x“QkSi’\&ﬁ\.L
Address: Cmn{‘b\ Lie EC{

City/State/Zip: le fweSen Ca F320

Official Public Comment 3 z 3 l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! suppart & 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 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 enough to
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

s S
Name: \/{f/{/ﬁf /2/// [
Address: Gl VS

City/StatefZip: L/jﬁ(_f#})@

o i As’—)ﬁ

Main TOC

Postcards from Gerald Fujii, Ray Cruickshank, and James Miller

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

WOLILERE £ UL LA R

Sen~
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppaort 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 Reper, the recommendarions were limited by

an assunption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3240'1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3241-1
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,
3242-1

Thank You, _ e
Name: :'Ijtz"-. \ 2 !"{’;’\5 =

Y .
Address: snani ) -

\"] -.
City/State/Zip: BRI L A

Qfficial Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart 2 diversion of noe more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfare, the Preferred Alternative dees net go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Natne: ghamz— Px&;&gh
Address: Bpx S€7

CitwiState/Zip: Leorwes, ffe G S£%5)

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Compient 32 q Z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppor a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislarion creating 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 cnough ©
achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You,
Newe: _doftorsirie
Address: W AZY T

City/State/Zip: @Q Cr G55z

Main TOC

Postcards from Andrew Reese, Shane Ryerson, and Robert Speer

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: J &

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

Postcards from John Westgate, Susan Valentine, and Jean Soost

an assumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3243-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water _ : : “R; o ”
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to 3244-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

: Thank You, . -

i Kame: S—?z)ﬁ:: /7%/7;./&
Address: /,l 3F . ﬁ,/ 5'5."’“"
City/State/Zip: PopTigudd, DL PRI

3245-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

.‘- Official Public Comment 32,“ q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
. from the Trinity River Basin, While | support the science and study that
E produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
.3 an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwemative dees net go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R
Name: SLLS oD \{_.O..LE O n e

Address: ,Y?O EC}L {/JDSBLL
City/State/Zip: D) , Oa . 9206k

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

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aatural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whilg [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were iimited 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 aver the diversion of any water
1a the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ., A S eor.edy,

Name: AN Y
Address: A S sa8F

T e B e

— G
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Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

e Comene 51"(‘ Postcards from Rudy Knoop, Diana Lindquist, and Doug Green

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . P .,
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by 3246-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation 3247-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waser

L‘iﬁlif :?égairf;?;deéz::; 32Ligi;ffn‘ﬁﬁfﬂZisi‘ifim“" g0 for enough 0 3248-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: R wd i _K oo

Address: Ho >{ T7s

CiysaeiZip: W ilf Fs <A F5F0

Qfftcial Pubiic Comment - z q ’
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of o 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 rver,
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 Alterngtive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaged festoration of e kcosystem

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

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Officigl Pubfic Comment 3 2 qg

Dezar 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 study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout 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 aver 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 Yoeou,
Name: ,D'\ L @ng.,-\f
Address: 2 ) b Pw, #Zlﬁ

City/State/Zip: S n ,D_%Q 0, LA G236
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qffteial Public Comment 5 "ﬂ 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from Katie Barry, Richard Campos, and R. D. McGinnis

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3249-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation _ : : u: . ”
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3250-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferzed Allernative does not go far enough 1o . . P A Y
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, 3251-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You, )
Name: L“(CLTC € 4 3& (/‘(7/

A 7
Address: I7 e Q
City/State/Zip: yal @3

Qfficial Pubiic Comment 3 2 E .’o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a Idiyersion of ng moere that 30 percent of the nawral 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 aboul the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the siver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefurred Altemative does not go far enough to
achicye a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

T baiCiqee 7HAT € ew 7700} T,
Thank You, P [ 3 - '
. llenlet we (erwveal T 7oL

ame: TR o ok Ul et
Address: Ter Lo r—i-qg,(y CUEFCg pepes.,
City/State/Zip: E&éﬂ'iq..rl_ (?H Lu e <
= : -
= o MR e Rl

9%, PN k.“r’fff/i_"///_e/ Qﬁkg c}\f;‘_‘:/‘?

Official Public Comment 3 26 ‘

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 | 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 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 enongh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank Yuou, -
Name: R.D. MLt 8
Address: RDE SEAVIEW 2.

City/State/Zip: Wi TET I ORK A G589
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. g £ wosse vy b L D &
Postcards from Jay Underwood, Melinda Bimberg,
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow

fram the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that and Gl'ace Geyer Smlth
produced the Flew Evaluation Repor, the revommendations 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 priosity over the diversion of any water 3252-1
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystetn. 3253-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thaok Yoo, . . . . .
Name: bornirods 3254-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Address: FF27 //-Wofﬂﬂiﬁfc =74 ‘4?_}‘

CityiState/Zip: _gorbpm®, OF. Freve-zose

1Ekesimdletibesna bl Do fbedsas Bee il b

<L T B0V et diversim, |

Official Public Comment

Dzar E1IS/EIR Team Members: 3 z 53

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 bimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, W % -
MName: ’ E
Welinda Bimberg

Address: _ 7978 Hillmgrs 0
o . Oakland CA 948053539
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment 3 Z 54

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, W Zz % 4 “’ﬁé

Narne:
Address: Grage Geyer Smith

i - 1606 La Vereda Road =
City/Srate/Zip: Berkeley, CA 94709-1021

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

Qfficial Public Commeni 32 s ;

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fiom 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 legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
S

Thank You,{ ‘q7 7.7 % 7=

Name: STEWE ) ‘E-gg =) At
A% Cirsme go Ly

Address: s 2
City/State!Zip: _/ Tenir )Bﬁluu’c. e S o P
7

Official Public Comment 3 Z 6b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Thercfore, the Breferred Alternative doss not go far enough 10
achieve a legally, dateddestoration of the ecosyseem.

Thank Yeu, .

Name: %/‘54 4/1 Qé_.!/l'{

Address: / (24
City/State/Zip: = & GYI0]

Ofiteial Public Cam.mem 3 2 S l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion ol no more that 36 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the scienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendacions were limited by
an assumption abaut 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
0 the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Adternative does not go far enough w
achieve a Jepally mandated restocation of the ecosyslem.

Thank You,
Name: ﬁV/«tz 4/41}7};
Address: B BT LTI D&

City/State/Zip: "Da et A §85¢ 76

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Postcards from Steve Wakeman, Deborah Landowne, and Mike Whiting

3255-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3256-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3257-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Official Public Comment 316 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no mare that 3¢ percent of the namral water flow
from ihe 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 far the rver.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name:
Address:

MR, & MRS, A, 5. BRAUN
RIVE

City/State/Zip:
PARADISE, CA 55969

3258-1
3259-1
3260-1

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥Yembers:

[ 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 assumptian about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferrcd Altermative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢rosystem.

Thank You,

Name: W[ﬂ [[a i %‘ Vit

Address: 9\8\! ! 2:91* =&

CitvisStawiZio: St remmns, rd TSl ATLR

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repen, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife 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 ecosystem.

Thank You, -
Name: . Al b
Address: 10L2S Witged (oad

City/Stae/Zip:  Eilw Gﬂn\iﬁﬂ 96614
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Official Public Comment 3 z b l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppott a diversion of no mors 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

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 Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Teeel Tavgeool)
Address: Mlﬂ Mgaerrted  CiR0E

CipfStanizip: OMe6., OB 956623

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimnitv River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CV¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative does not go far encugh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

S Rt D

Address:

City/State/Zip: iﬂ[]}i W ( \}!5; 2 li ﬂ ;D (::0

Official Public Commaent 3 2 w t

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the recommendarions were timited by

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: /?’P?J LR Yoy i
Address: 2049 £

City/State/Zip:  _AnT5AYP op, 2337

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Comment 3 z e 3

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

3261-1
3262-1
3263-1
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Official Pubdlic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

3264

T support a diversion of no more that 30 perceat of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and srudy that 3264-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assurnption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3265-1
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3266-1

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystenm.

Thank You, %
Name: %’/ﬁ%ﬁ .ﬁ/,;ﬂ)%w‘——
Address: 2 ? o2 %V W e

City/Suate/Zip: ol (ot FEE T

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

fficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of oo more that 30 pereent of the natua] water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, ‘While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reeommendations were iimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinily River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diverston 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 Vou, Ve L

Name: LT ) l‘zg,b o—
Address: VIS e T Cand OV e

Faf%s'3'7b-—-

City/Stare/Zip:. 1 A C/b\f

Qfficial Public Comment
Deur EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support a diversion of no more thet 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
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
fo the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Allernative does net go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem.

Thank You, - —

Name: . : -
Address: RN =
City/State/Zip: ) \{__ P
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Official Public Comment 5 Z Q 1
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, Whilz T suppott the seience and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abaut the amount of water that could be available for the niver.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achteve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, __/ﬂ
Name: é e ‘
Address: {‘fﬁ"fl/‘ﬂ é’mrf'
City/State/Zip:  _Marrecs, Ga. 95356

Cfftcial Public Comment z @
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
fiom the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppirt the seience and Study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations werg limited by
an assumption gbaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
tlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyster.

Thank You, s A
Name; ied 8 feﬁs
Address: 2D @f{fh’ﬂ-ﬂldfd L4,

City/State/Zip: S’fféu(, Crn _ Z52109

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Comment 3 Z @q
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Postcards from Rodney Luchta, Lee Rivers, and Bob Sousa

3267-1
3268-1
3269-1
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Official Public Comment p & L/

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from Al Tschantz-Hahn, C. Javorski, and R. Allen Bok

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

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3270-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Lepislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additionat legistation

clearly gives Trinity fisk and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3271-1
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3272-1
Thank Yaou,

» —
Name: /j{ / %
Address: ?

- .

City/State/Zip: ST Tt 7

Official Public Cominent 32 1 l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the ratural 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 available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefory, the Preferred Alternarive does not 20 far enough o
achicve a legaliy mandated restoration of the ecosystam,

Thank ¥ou, _
Name: C \L}LDO?‘“ k
— -

Address: %@%Mr @y
CigrsateZi: Dy oear g N CA G457 ¢

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Comment 32 1 L

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I support o diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seicuce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption gbaut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Ttinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far znough to
achieve a lepally mandated restomtion of the censystem.

Thank You, . N
Name: t) ﬁfe)[;’x_’z.u fad T
Address: SETY ST g F)L’

City'State/Zip: _ oy 8.3y . 7450
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Cificial Fublic Comment 3 Z 1 3 Postcards from Rick Clemens, Rich Lanza, and Burton Kay

Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more thac 30 percent of the nawmral water flow

from: the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 3273-1 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. 3274-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniry tish and wildhfe priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3275-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Name: ﬁlok 6&74 o]

Address: 508 Hppnpdn Droe
City/State/ Zip: [ H&ﬁﬁ?" ’ GA ‘75‘5 7&’

Official Public Comment Z 1 4
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the seience and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recemmendations wers limited by
an assumption ghout the amount of water that coutd be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does pot go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem.

Thank You,
Name: L1080 L AN A4
Address: 27CET 5. COLRAL MLtk R LD

Ciy/Suae/Zip: _yARACY (A. F5374

Official Public Comment 3 2 7 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mentbers:

1 support 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the sciznce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the atmount 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 enongh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: £/£ )!M /64\;'
Address: SFEE Lk S

City/State/Zip: Loods [ FIEEE.

<~ V’“"\

T b D3-1289
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Offfcint Public Comment 3 Z 7 b
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 scicnee 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 watcr
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, K :
Name: Q’E B (/:\\ /Z—&;W‘——
Address: 1423 s ;f&r‘ Rt

City/State/Zip: 7o aex z LT L A

Official Public Camment 3 z 77

Dear E1S/E1R Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Jimited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemarive does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You, .
Name: L_'231";21(%{— Croer
Address: T (QA—BR iurc‘s#r’:‘;.‘

Cig/Stae/Zip: 41w ¢ ez, (U G508

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Comment 321 %

Dear EIS/ELR Team Members:

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

Thank Yau,
Name: E Rul =3 Vao
Address: 2 o ATPePA ST

City/State/Zip: _ SANTA € a2, CA “oly

Postcards from Roland D. Coleman, Patricia Steele, and Bruce Dao

3276-1
3277-1
3278-1
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LIRS L WL LUTHTRC S

Je v
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations were limited by

an assumption about the ameount of water that could be available for the river, 3279-1
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legighation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3280-1
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

- Thank Yeu, . 3281-1
Name: LoNE O k=l
Address: 333 2FMRmided Rb

City/State/Zip: D10 erown Lo, 9520,

Official Public Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the seignce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited 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 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, A .
Name: ﬂ“C, Co_.
Address: Q QQ f L aNg Ld\h o

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naniral warter 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 avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem,

Thank You, __
Name: 6/9/9 .Df L/ =
Address: Y o) EZ& éﬂz,:' e

City/State/ Zip: SZZQ&&I?Z Vi3 éé}?/;
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i Y X - T2

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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3282-1
Legislation vreating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3283-1
ter the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, .

Name: PHE KD
Address: .?%H’/ [BEIRED)  AE
CuyisweZip: JTUCTOV, (A Fpst/

3284-1

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Offivial Public Comment 3 Z % 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion af no more that 3 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 available for the river.
Legistation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Thercfore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, v .

Warne: D/a«.«. /@‘xéxfg
Address: YEds~ S%LW D
City/Swte/Zip: S ;uu! CA FESo73

Official Public Commtent 3 Z 84
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mzmbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 perent 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 gbout the ameunt of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far cnongh io
achieve a [epally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Narne: S
Address: A
City/Siate/Zip: ' e b
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il Pubitc Comment 3285 Postcards from Don Sevara, Thomas Luckonbach, and Nell Weatherwax

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3285-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumplion about the amount of waker that coulid be available for the river. . . up : ”
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3286-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

1o the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to 3287-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eco&ysi%"n.ﬂﬂv_e Rend ke,

Thank You, BTuOY rein Mol

Name: ’hm S(—,V\‘“Rﬁ T Tl prpeRR=0"

Address: 3535 £vt@es Ae TC T';:\L::;,,: :’Ta

City/State/Zip: W o T Crlegi( G 9 HS%’ ReESTe N OF
ok : m T‘J e, e ST

B | hadid T o

oo A LAR, IMjﬂr‘nE .

At mr———nn .-

o -l
Official Public Comment ’ Z %
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppart the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations were limited by
4n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional fegislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alernative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name: TRouias  Luckonatif
Address: 267 (Mouws <G

City/State!Zip: CANEEBNOED (R 4’4/:?;

Qfficial Public Comment 3 Z 81

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were timited 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 Preferred Alternative does not o far enongh 10
achieve a legolly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narme: '}\J € “ w{ﬁ +L‘ W O
Address: 1044, Rhiode island St
City/StatelZipn S [ [y /o7

é/ﬁ o :l
V S D3-1293
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Official Public Comment 32 88

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You, .

'1 Name: C r Kz
P Address: OZ .f G" .
City/State/Zim t i3 &

Official Public Comment qu
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 sciencs and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an agsurnption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the fiver,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, )
; Name: Dﬁmec D xeus
L Address: Zqﬁ,3 Ourdined {2

City/State/Zip: Semth {run A 15057

Dear EAS/ETR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no moere that 3) percent of the nawmral water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While i suppoert 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 legisiation
clearly gives ¥rinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You, B -
Name: A h C'C. Otea‘m
Address: 14

0% Colwabia Aec .
City'StateiZip: _CAQge mand, CA TAHY

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Cfficial Pubiic Comment 3 Z q o

Postcards from Breanne Gutierrez, Daniel Dexeus, and Alice O’Rourke

3288-1
3289-1
3290-1
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| ' o Postcards from H. O. Poitra-Chalmers, Gail Kenny,

and Rebecca Bonneville
Efoiel Public Cosument
e EISELR Team Members: qu l

1 sopport & diversion of e mens thal 30 prestitl 6 the saburs] wawr flaw
feoam. the Teinny River Batin. While 1 suppar te seience and iwdy thes ) . . . . )
B I B wors s ol ¢ S ble o e e 3292-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

toa abée] the amoml af wiier = v fie 1 -
Legisngn, et e Ty River Divien, znd sad iocal egiiain . . - o

I el Rt o ot o 0 Ao 3 3293-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

. jore_ fhe

;:hi:v\e » Iegally manlaied resticatye of Lbe apsysr=m.

3291-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Tk You, )

Tame _ﬂ'ﬁ_hﬂﬂ-‘ﬂ.&l_ﬂb

Address s Tns Glay Wi telewhe b .
ChywSenteiZip: LLM-,,;:; Pl ainrr .

. Officiat Pablic Commeny ﬁ’)\
Dear EISETR Team Memhers: . ]

} '_ urauﬂng‘_ the Triniry River Division, and d egistab ‘
;!r:;yg&es-‘!i]?:y ﬁsh{:n:dh“;i%d}ifu pnﬁh';nw ﬁxmlz ofaﬂyD:'m
e CVR. erefont, t!r_:ﬂﬁjfh;‘:ﬂhmdoesmtgufarmug&h
Thank ¥ou, -

Neme: Gl _lennu
A:id:ess: Pﬂ.lﬁm_qz,:—‘t
CityStleZipn _"1v|NiAds (& 557

spuaranccons BLAY

Dear E1SEIR Tesm Members

ot i fliw
diersicm of Ae moort thal 30 puzn‘urftrt sahmal watEr
:‘::n the ‘l.‘r;q- River Basin  While | sappee 1he giatme and u-@y]}u:
prdueed ke P Bt B, e o e
nmmwﬁculbmlmeupu_un:th.e_r]h:ucm n;:ul. o e 3
Lagislation creating dhe Tomity River Trivition, sod afitanal begisla
ﬁl, ives Trinily flah amd wildilife praciky 45t e mnﬁﬁf:ny \.-al:.:
Lo = CVF. Therefiwe, the Prefenmd AlTmatu doe: ool 3 far +nough
nrbigve o Legally marared Feditrinion of the cofavFiem

Thenk Yaw.
e JFrrﬁ.n,EEII l'!&j ::
_— orr g
x'mwﬁp: LOlagmond (1 F45% 3PP

<~ v =\
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rsmones 3294

Dear ELSEIR Tenm Membos

e Hhe 3 e Prefemed A v
ﬁmilmwmmhtxme ooy i 5 Lor coough 15
Than’ ¥, ’

Weme: F"'j-"'-"r"h".iﬂuh

Addrega: izk PE-LQ Lk s
ChySunip: \ydevs F 3 e

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

3294-1

Main TOC

Postcard from Adriena Solono

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 .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: zqs Postcards from Brendan Behan, Karen Hillenberg, and Sarah Boyer

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that 3295-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoert, the recommmendations were limited by

an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) . . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addiuonall legislation 3296-1 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 Altwmative does not go far encugh to 30971
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. -

Thank You,
Name: f‘ X O “

Address: Hmﬁa. ave,
City/State/Zip: W Ar 9t

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment 3 Zq v

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversicn 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 Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnphon about the amonnt of warer that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVFE. Theretore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough o
achieve a legally mandated restorabion of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name: m mr\j%
Address: /3 Jﬁa"t M' (ﬂﬂ_
City/State!Zip: 'ﬁ-&&»«m‘l Gty CA

¥ ERLIR

Official Public Conment 3 z q 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
trom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report. the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amaunt of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat [egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enouph to
achieve g legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: -RW{IJ’L ‘EDHQV
Address; 113 N, MOMRWRK 5T

Ciy/SweZip: _CHICRGD L. 0014

w p N .vl
v T b D3-1297
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Gfficial Public Comment 32 l 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Alexis Petrakis, Jim S. Gillespie, and Crystal Dickard

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppart the science and study that 3298-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be avallable for the river. 3299-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislarion ereating the Trinity River Divigion, and additienal legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P . .
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o 3300-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a begally mandated restozation of the ccosystern

Thank You, i N

Name: Blens ?Q‘\'To-k"‘ S 20

Address: Trankel Balt Sorieps u?%di‘{imbik e
Cuy/StateZip: L\AL priovy  CR G

Official Pablic Comment 3qu
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of ne more thay 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and seudy thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ampunt 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 C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystetmn.

Thank You,
Waime: ' . ; HC

Address: Hﬁ_;g £ SC-M.- i

City/State/Zip: iﬁj&%_&q‘_
7Y

foicia! Public Comment 3 500

Dear E[S/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
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Leygislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Frinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of 2ny water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
#chieve a legally mandated restoretion of the ecosystem.

Thank Yoau, . )

Name; C”ﬂi ')‘M D" "M

Address: fa?‘k/? ALL‘W.S}‘!.(TL& A/
City/State/Zip: M@tﬂ”ﬁ & 9‘5‘712__

= =

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C D3-1298
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Memiif:“! st Commen 3 30‘ Postcards from Patricia and David Epstein, Aileen Dansher, and Ruth
Morefield

1 support a diversion of ne mere that 3{ percent of the natural water {low

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. 3301-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lcgi;Wanon

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . . L
to lheyfV'P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o 3302-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

i achieve a legally mundated restoration of the ecosystem.

ank You Sy 3303-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
e Q00 P

Mamne:
Address:

. . Patricia and Diavid Epstein
City/Stare/Zip: @ "C.:E-}S Arch Streelps _
Ramsey, NJ 07446

L . M
| o Mficial Publi™Comment sw 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Me N

mbers:

I support a _ctiyersion of no more that 30 pereent of the natusal warter flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced tlzc Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
81 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fver
Leg1slatzpn creating the Trinity River Drivision, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefire, the Preferred Alienative dees not go far encugh to.
achieve a legaliy mandated Testoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City/State/Z i

. Qffictal Public Cosunent 3w3
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no :moce that 30 percent of the natural water Qow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppoet the seisnce and study that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recomunendations were limited by
an essumption about the amount of witer that could be available for the river.
Legislaien ereating the Trinity River Divisien. and additioral legislatian
clearly gives Trindty fish smd wildlife prianty over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore. the Preferred Alernilive dues not go far cnough to
schivve a lepally smandated resioration of ike ecosysienm.

Thank You, Fdceec Acudote. 12

Name: fgum‘_:, e Ae
Address; _)3‘1‘ I e s BE
CiveSuerZip: | Manee Pevwn s O A FATHE

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

O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: adv-l

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
trom she Frinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produeed the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption 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. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o

achieve a Jepally mandated resteration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, .
Narne: / L,Ja;u:,,; ‘)1’] u;}ﬁ.&ﬂ/
Address: Al Tacithe Oa, Bd -

City/State!Zip: _{Fuws P, LA T3 £FL

Postcards from Warren Morefield, Walt Miles, and Tom Antoon

3304-1
3305-1
3306-1

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I supper a diversion of no moere 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 Repori, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption ebout the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly 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,

Name: \f\-\lPﬁL.'l' .NI IvES
Address: S02% ] c)
Ciry/State/Zip:  ALEXNGDANY N B 2150

Officiat Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 perdent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Rasin. While [ support the seience and study that
prodused 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
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Aiternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated testoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: Tom_ Andoen
Address: IPO lg?hy- 527
City/State/ Zip: Eureta

P02

Main TOC

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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r’ TR WO L APATTTTESTE ' v v '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Nembers:

o Postcards from Michael F. Sousa, Elizabeth Kallenbach,
G e Timsy Rover Bacin White [ suppon he siesee and snoy s and Mary Anderson

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trintty River Division, and additional legislation 3307-1
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water -
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achicve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm. 3308-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, . . P .
Name: % v he &{ / 4§0¢ JA 3309-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Address: o2 (? /\5 C()M//’bﬂﬂ %ﬂ'——'
City/State/Zip: gﬁf/fé'fé“ — (Iﬂ-r!??g' grAe ?

Official Public Comment ; w?

Dear EIS/EER Team ¥embers:

[ suppart a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T 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.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoraticn of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name: zE/f M&J% éay(/ﬁhé&ﬂﬂg
Address: zgl = M/ S‘ft
City/State/Zip: Eoeys L (R ?j&/é

- g
Official Public Comment 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of na 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 Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity aver the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alrernative does net go far enough w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank Yoo, ¥
Name; N\:’lﬂ-{ &{Lb(ﬁ‘ﬁéyl
Addrass: 1B Il AU Dan=

City/State!Zip: )D'f VSE’ (L /4; (’[cjﬂ b

< Ve
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Gfficial Public Comment 5 ol 0

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fromn the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and smdy 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
clzarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

Narme: }éf / /ﬁ

Address: HE L2

City/StatelZip: _siadmia. Ben gt ks

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Qfficial Public Comment 3 3( (
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

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

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

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

Thark You, =

Name: ﬁ&ﬁ_, J@Mﬂ’—

Address: ZLY Fhemel St

CiyiSwteizip: F& eTow  CA TSR
7

Official Public Comrment 33 l 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & 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.

Legisiation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thereforr, {he Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restotation of the ecosystem.

Thank You, %
Name: Nebecca ()IDWQ il N

Address: | f

CityrState/Zip: ?)_(lf\\ifr\ (\MG (‘”‘ C\ED‘:’JU

Postcards from Ken Deaton, Peter Purtnker, and Rebecca C. Brewer

3310-1
3311-1
3312-1

Main TOC

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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LAfficeal Flblie Comment ‘ ’
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Ja

1 suppott a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nataral 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 nver.

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation 3313-1
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 ecosystern. 3314-1
Thank You, —

Name: STRUT  om b ¥ 3315-1
Address: x4 KBEL Dr.

- . SO
Stz SAMTA CRVT, Ch - TSR

Qfficial Public Comment 3 3 lq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smudy 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 go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Narne:

Address: r 0. Edeiss 2. Hotlinag
14388 i
City/State/Zip: et Heulikiarg, €4 9334z

Qfficiai Public Comment 33(5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percem of tha natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availeble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fist and wikdlife prierity 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 ccosystem.

Thank You, i .
Name: . : C&%W
Po. Fok $5¢
7 WA

Address;
City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Main TOC

Postcards from Steve Connick, Eloise B. Hoffman,
and Geoffrey D. Latham

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Dear EIS/EIR Team e o 33.- b Postcards from E. H. Killgore, Dougald Scott, and Clint Adams

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 Repott, the recommendations were limited by 3316-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver,

Legislatian creating the Trinity River Divisiow, and additional legislation 3317-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to . . . .
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3318-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, — )

Name: f-"-/lrl/(flz éﬂﬁf

Address: ATF ESpt ERRL I ﬂfq

City/Siate/Zip: 5= C’/J =4 ?{?M

Officia! Pubiic Comment 33( '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water feow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the fver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Narne: i k £%.

Address: -

City/SraterZip: gﬁ X, £ om LY ﬁg’o(a'-b
2

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Comment 33‘ 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, ) )
Name: /Z o7 /:7 07415
Address: VLY il DA

CityiState/Zip: _AR0yasrd e F¢73 {'c

< Ve

R D3-1304
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Official Public Connent a D “1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from Monica Duclaud, Toni Marshall, and Sam Neuwirth

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scicnee and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3319-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, aud additicnal legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water 3320-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecesystem. 3321-1

Thank You,

Name: Montch Do CLAvp

Address: g6l 2Np ST # 230
CityiStateZip: SAN FRANCSCo Ch FHIOT

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

QOfficial Public Comment 33 w

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 I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repen, the recommendations were Himited by
arn assurnption 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 prierity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Narme: Tore Mannhe Ll
Address: BBy Aswende  ajay TV

CityrState/Zip:  Hobign, CF F35403

Offizial Public Comment 331‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memberss

[ support & diversion of n¢ more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While | suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abgut the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislaticn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaticn
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
aghieve a legatly mandated restorztion of the sensystem.

Thank You,

MName: fﬁif ﬂ/ﬁd!.rumr"%
Address: o4 Or;i &-"ég a K¢

City/State/Zip: f‘wﬁlb Ca QSSQL‘;

<~ v AY
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sl Yo Y& A Postcards from Tim Higbee, Kathy Zvanoviec, and David W. Baker

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 : . u: sV
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by 3322-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . P .
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3323-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water

1o the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does net go far enough to . . uy: s
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem. 3324-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,
Name: —-l-r:-h& ‘-[LG;F:E;{:Z

Address: 2124 \EFFEral AV
City/State'Zip: BE%& 12 ¢ é
g 4303

Official Public Comment 33 z "

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

] producad the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumptien about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addilionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far cnough 1w
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: EQTF\-Y ?VAL].O\/[&__, i
Address: Z|Z 4 JET Pt AV -

City/State/Zip: Mw:r
94703

Official Public Comment 3 ’l ‘

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 | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption 2bout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legtislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does nat ga far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the 2cosystem.

Thank Yau,
Mame: 'D{Lr/!dr L, B‘dﬁrﬂ-é’r/
Address: 5vF halferdoem Derpue

Cit}:’itatef%i—: ng/fﬂt.:_,‘?“s,v'?e- é;; i ?!{—{E—iuj/ﬂ%af' )

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

Official Public Comiment 3 3 o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from Walt Robinson, Pat Petersen, and Sean Craig

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

produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3325-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislats ting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
oty gives Trinity fish and wildl 3326-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go far enough to
achieve a Tegally mendated restoration of the ecosysiem. 3327-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, >
Name: Lt pCE QL,‘@Q

Address: \¥707 %j‘g] Al

City/State/Zip: S J c GsTizo

Offtcial Public Comment 3 ’zb

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcmbers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin, While I support the svience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assemption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Raver Division, and additional legislation
elearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh ta
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, zg)?é }é’ézw
Name: § o /
Address: a4 /

City/State/Zip: 5.0 3

Official Pubiic Comment 3 il I

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 assumption about the amousnt of water that could be available for the river,
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watcr
to the CVP, Therefore, the Proferred Alternative does not go fr encugh 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, - —
Name: wr Efd (A?.n 16
Address: 502 Cirap T

City/State/Zip: Rx:-eul wa O 35141

< Ve

R D3-1307
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pubiic Comment 33 2 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Toinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lirmited by
an assumption about the amount of watzr thar could be available for the river.
Legiskation erearing ehe 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 ot go far enough io
achieve a legally mandared resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

Name: /?[qcr )\I/?Jrfi‘

Address: 28300 Priy Creef K
NN 7

3328-1
3329-1
3330-1

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Pubiic Comment 5 3 : '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the seience 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 river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife prionty over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: w
Address: 515 Lrvelt S

City/State/Zip: S:NkTE\. CV\JZ Cﬁ\

A50kZ.

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membhers:

[ 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 Trinicy 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 does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ceosystem,

Thaonk You,
Mame: "PR’TN (-AN’%
Address: ZSﬁ* Q‘Dble.:-%-; Q,Q

City/State/Zip, _Venoa more. OATYSTE |

Main TOC

Postcards from Roger Klarer, Jim Gosciminski, and Patty Lang

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

UFICEI I 42NIC omment D - , , '

h rs: . .
Dear FASTEIR Team Members Postcards from Tim Pert, Curtis Lang, and W. Dee Crandall
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations ware bimited by 3331-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legistation

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water 3332-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
¥ 2 : P

ta the CVP. Therefore, the Freferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3333-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, o r4as

Name: ;1 -f"e’/""r -

Address: 2 Gl Marine
City/StatelZip: S a (/{’M&.‘é?{ i G767

Officivl Public Commeni ; 3 32

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basiu. 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 additienal legislation
¢learly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CV¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated sestoration of the ecosysterm.

Thank You, ——.
Name: CU( ¥it Lﬁr\eql
Address: T54% RQ bects ?o!

City/State/Zip: P‘-Mc\muc cA quas

ficial Public Comment 3 3 3 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppost 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.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: M_LL&@M
Address: 24F_Gusi] Hottap) s
City/StatefZip: _Ggf 7~ ¢ :1 s

<~ v =\

= D3-1309
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HARREOTIYTT

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Official Public Comment
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 fh_versi;n of o more thar 30 percent of the natural water Sow 3334-1
from the Trinity River Basl;n Vhile T suppart the science and study that
produzed the Flow Evalvarion Repart, the rezommendations were imited by 3335-1

an assurflpziun abeut the amount of water that sould bs avzilable for the rjver.

Legisiation creating the Trinity Rivar Division, and additionat legisiztion

clearly gives Trinity fish and wild]ik Friarity oves the diversion of sy warsr 3336-1
o 1}1& CVF. Therefore, the Praferreli Alizrnative does not ga far cno'ugh to

achieve a legalty mandated restoration of the BLOSYSLEm,

Thank You,

Name: !\}D oa ¢ Oopd

Address:

City/Swane/Zip: ﬁ gﬂ Ao TL0YL

3335

Offtciat Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a givemion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Rezent, the recommendations wers limited by
20 assumption about the amount of water that cou'd be availzable for the river
I_sg[::]a:lpn cresting the Trinity River Division, and additionat Tegislation .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs Priority over the diversion of Ry warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restaration of the BCosysiam,

Thank You,
pzd

thame: -
Address; / .. )
City/State/Zip: %{é’é’ﬁ éi. C-'é 7{(”5//

| supaort o diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from ihe Triniy River Basin. Wlile [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evatyation Repart. the recommendazions were Nmited by
an assutnplica dboul the wmeunt of water thaz could be availabie tor the rver.
Legislaiion creating the Tonite River Division, and additional legisiation

Qfficial Public Commtent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Jare. the Prefurred Allernative dos
achicse a legally muaminied restoration of the soosys

Thank Yaou.

nat o far eneugh ta

N pL AN s 4] [GREs -
1
Adllress; 4740 40~ me.

City State Zap: _fi{‘,LTD,___CI_DLU ¢ 3{7_:3

Main TOC

Postcards from Nora Coon, Jack Binns, and Carlotta Evgrest

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

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

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

S92
1 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 CWP Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go-far enoegh to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, —
Mame: TEH: L\Jl\-‘b‘:A
Address: 4700wt DELata, W,

City/StateiZin: _Rocwwn ,CH 35477

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of ne more that 30 persent of the natural water flow
frorn the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availahle for the niver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative docs nor go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

WName: ’ .I_fl CHELLE L‘&. DE LAl Gome
Address: bl}laﬂ CAZL 50N Q.um
City/State/Zip: Yu 553

Official Public Comment 3 3 3 8

Official Public Comment 3 3 E "q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no maore that 30 percent of the natwral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation 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
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the gcosystem,

Thank You,

Name: HEQ pen T . i) Besr
Address: L2 JRATELLS fit

City/S1ateiZip:  (ofl FOY AL FSD2LD

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

3337-1
3338-1
3339-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Jeff Wilson, Michelle Van DeWeghe,
and Herbert E. Nagel

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

Qfficini Public Comment 3 5 q o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Mike Powell, Mick Micheli, and Michael Carlson

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water low

trom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that 1 1 “Bi ies.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3340-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assuraption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,

Legisiation creating the Trinity River Divisior, and additional legislation 3341-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

tc the CWP. Therefore, the Proferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o : . up: P
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the €cosysiem, 3342-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank ¥ou,
Narme: VM i L{-f; ,Q;Wt f
Address: of Cocld rg—‘/{

City/State/Zip; {:; A58 2 {@ CrF G

P

0_5"' Teial Pub-’tc Comment 33q ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mernbers'

] support a diversion of no more that 30 percens of the naturaf water flow
from the Trinily River Basin. While |-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 river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nok go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: /%{C% %t/({/’
Address: J 3 ¥ o ){fae“l S'A
CityStete/Zip: S /7 nat Lo F350s

(ficial Public Comment 5 3 q Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppoert the seience and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dovs not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeou, o A
Narne: m' Chﬂdfl La&' 55v]
Address: 165 -515937( Dl"l NE

CitySateZip: _Preentwiood CB ﬁl‘—iéi}

) ) x ° s
RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.00C V TN
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Qfficial Public Comment o i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 3 5 ‘-l' ‘5 Postcards from Doug Thoeny, Robert Ransdell, and Thomas Donovan

L support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natera] water flow

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3343-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Tunity River Division, and adduional legtslation 3344-1
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water -
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go far enough to

achizve a legally mandated testoration: of (he ecosysiem, 3345-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, _
Name: Rf-m\ ] hf}ﬁ_ Y
Address: T : .

City/Stare/Zip: Spiits \”L\Zj (o 95062

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

o

Qffictal Pabiic Comment 53 q q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nanural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin, While 1 suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaunt of warter that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Name: ?c _‘;' fq’v\.'a eH
Address: M:S_S_._W_Qg,;gjga. #!7

City/State/Zip: Cwv7 073

Offfcial Public Comment 3 3 4 i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

¥ support & diversion of 0o 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.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ty the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Ailternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: _]Tﬂc’;mg @wm VA
Address: 2 +

CiyiSureiZip: _Sanfa 4020, Ctre §20b5

) N ° s
RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.00C V T b D3-1313
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oyficiat Public Comment 53‘-{ o Postcards from Vanaty McGibben, Tom Moffitt, and John Cook

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no more that 3} percent of the natural water flow . . . .
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 3346-1 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 avajable for the river. 3347-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative docs not go far enough to 3348-1 Please see themat1c I‘eSpOHSGS tlﬂed “Flsherles.”

achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

Name: AN - w .
Address: ) mmm

= = =
City/State/Zip: e, )/\’Zf/&, o Feols

Mficial Public Comment sgq 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water How
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divigion, and additiona! legislation
clearty yives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: TR~ 0N T
Address: Y| ?fﬂsm Qo s,

CiysState/Zip: T RAcean A G830
T

Offciat Public Comment 33q g
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study tat
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 pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Altlermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

o Sl b

Address: e _55- /fy'fa
City/State/Zip: %Ez:ﬁ (“Z ié_zzg}

<N v =\

= D3-1314
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Postcards from James O. Sheldon and Geri Carson

3349-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

33 q q 3350-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppoit 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 Fiow Evajuation 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 wildhfe priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Aliemative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legelly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank :!'nu, e

Name: \_\ hnE S (O C)HIEL[-DO"‘J
Address: 430 PREKSIDE A,

City/SateiZip: pw Boofelie OB, 75336

Qfffcial Public Comment 3 % o

Dear EIS/EIR Team }Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited 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 prinrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemalive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

Name:

w3l Address: - B L
City/State/Zip:

) ’ . ° )
RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.00C v «.> D3-1315
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Postcard from Tak Tsuchiya Dated December 20, 1999
MR, TOE PoLoS

e ee | - -
e H 57 ! //ﬂ.OOf"l / zoFCj 5 o 3351-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
HLs 16 :

ACLATA | LA 9552y

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members; . 335'

I'support a diversion of no more than 30
percent of the natural water flow from the Trinity
River Basin. While | support the science and
study that produced the Flow Evaluation Report, . 33511
the recommendations were limited by an g
assumption about the amount of water that*
could be avaitable for the river, o

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division
and additional legisiation clearly gives Trinity
fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any

_water to the Central Valley Project (CVP). .
Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does riot go
far enough to achieve a legally mandated
restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You

Name: 7AK 7 sues’vA /‘/ﬂ/_,éz
Address: /%20 ST 5 N

City/State/Zip: E/’IE‘RJ’WLAE) ZA ?;z{dg

REGEIVED
DEC 20 1WE8

g Fih & Wildife Sergica
- Arcata, Ch

@ v \:;A D3-1316
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Re—Frinifny Kve 10 rcambaor (494
Dzt Follss, i

Plazas tmy cpirion 10

Avarsim ot WQ‘!’E?’:‘ 1%‘)’/1;?’2:&& :’/f;n/f/
Zfe A
Rivar. Aftor (a27 :1@5} e e

copillze Dzzart,
/“frér.v Fivie LoW-
%‘iﬂz hé"?d/ p{f‘/@fﬁ(;’h
hazl 195
L’é"}—é o W?%}‘%g‘f;’ Thawk 4o

of DVV
Aé}:{mpguﬁéa w@/f-;gsm 11T s

3351 27 om A

AERE1Eg
BN 21 19gg

i Sergie

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

3352-1

b 3352-1

Main TOC

Letter from Olga Mandrussow Dated December 10, 1999

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

response is required.
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Letter from Steve Hasslinger Dated December 20, 1999

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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November 28,1999
Hon. Bruce Babbitt
Secretary of the Interior
c/o Mr. Joe Polos
Fish & Wildlite Service
1125 16th $t,, Am 209
Arcata, CA 85521

Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Poles,

Please restore at least 70% of the water flows to the Main stem ‘Frinity
River. The following are my reasons for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinity River Act of 1955, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and wildlife of the basin not be harmed. The Interior Secretary was
directed 10 ensure that fish and wildlife in the basin were protected. However, since
the dams were completed in 1963, water diversions led fo a nearly 80 percent
deciine in the fisheries by the early 1890's. The coho salmon now is listed under the
Endangered Species Act, and steelhead are a candidate for listing.

2, The federal govemment's trust obligations to two Native Americar Tribes

have gone untulfilled for more than 36 ysars because of excessive waler .

diversions from the Trinkty River. The ime has come for the faderal government o
begin fulfiling its legally mandated responsibiliies %o the Hoopa Valloy and Yu
Tribes. e o .

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the needed Information
1o make a good decision for the Trinity. While the stience and study that produced the
Flow Evaluation Report are sound, the recommendations were limited by an
assumption about the amount of water that could be avaifable for the river. However,
mere water can be made available since the legislation creating the Trinity River
Divisiom, and later legislation, clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority
over the diversion of any waterto the CVP.

RDD/TRINITY3228-3358.D0C

Letter from Jennifer Blackwelder Dated November 28, 1999

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
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Letter from Jennifer Blackwelder continued

on. B. Babbitt & Mr. Polos, pg. 2

4. When the Trinity is restored, the commereial and sport flshing, rafting, and
tourlsm economies of the Northern Califomia and Southern Cregon will rebound.

5. The Trinity River and its resteration program are completely independent of the
CALFED process. Rastoration of the Trinity River is mandated In the 1955 legislation
authorizing construction of the Trinity River Division, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildlife Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project tmprovement Act
{CVPIA). The CVPIA reaffirms the Trinity's unique position within the Central Valley
Project (CVP) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinlty is to he
considered Independently from other California water issues.

6. The federal government's promise {0 maintain 2 healthy fishery in the
Trinity River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past legislation
mandated a flow decision by the end of 1996. If these legislated promises are not
finafly fulfiled, why should we believe any promises developed through CALFED? A
restored Trinity River wilt allow Californians to have faith that the ongeing CALFED
negotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our state's water policies.

| respectfully urge you to restore a minimum of 70% of Trinity River water

to the river, iis fish and wildlife and to those of us who use the river for recreation
and our livelihoods. Thank you for your time and consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

M&&Mﬁu
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Letter from Adam Aikman Dated November 28, 1999

3356-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

November 28,1999 3356-2 Please see thematic response titled “Tribal Trust.”
Hon. Bruce Babbitt .
Secretary of the Interior

cfo Mr. Joe Polos

Fish & Wiidlife Service RECEIVER

1125 16th St., Am 209 DEC 2 0 1999

Arcata, CA 95521 3% Fish & Wildife e
Arcata, GA

Dear Secretary Babbitt and Mr. Polos,

Please restore at feast 70% of the water flows to the Main stem Trinity 3356-1
River, The following are my reasons for urging you to take this action:

1. Trinity River Act of 1955, authorizing the dams, specifically mandated that
the fish and widiife of the basin not be harmed. The Interior Secretary was
directed to ensure that fish and wildiife in the basin were protected. However, since
the dams were completed in 1963, water diversions led to a nearly 50 percent
decline in the fisheries by the early 1980's. The coho salmon now Is listed under the
Endangered Species Act, and steelhead are a candidate for fisting.

2. The federal govemment's trust obligations to two Native American Tribes
have gone unfulfitled for more than 36 years because of excessive water
diversions from the Trinity River. The time has come for the federal government to
begin fulfiling its legally mandated responsibilities to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok
Tribes.

3356-2

3. Two decades of study and scientific evidence have given us the needed information
to make a good decision for the Trinity. While the scierice and study that produced the
Flow Evaluation Report are sound, the recommendations were limited by an
assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. However,
mare water can be made available since the legislation creating the Trinity River
Division, and later fegislation, clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority
over the diversion of any water to the CVP.
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Letter from Adam Aikman continued

* Hon. B, Babbitt & Mr. Polos, pg. 2

4. When the Trinity is restored, the commercial and sport fishing, rafting, and
tourism economies of the Northern California and Southern Oregon will rebound.,

5. The Trinity River and its restoration program are completely independent of the
CALFED process. Restoration of the Trinity River is mandated in the 1855 legfslation
autharizing construction of the Trinity River Divigion, the Trinity River Basin Fish and
Wildlite Management Act of 1984, and the Central Valley Project tmprovement Act
(CVPiA). The CVPIA reaffirms the Trinity's urigque position within the Central Valley
Project (CVP) and clearly sets forth that restoration of the Trinity is to be
congidered Independently from other Callfornia water issues.

; 6. The federal government's promise to malntain a healthy fishery In the
: Trinity River has been disregarded for the last 36 years, and past legislation
mandated a flow decision by the end of 1896. K thess legislated promises are not
finally fulfilled, why should we believe any promises developed through CALFED? A
restored Trinity River will allow Calfifornians to have faith that the ongoing CALFED
regotiations will produce meaningful improvement in our state's water pelicies.

to the river, its fish and wildilfe and to those of us who use the river for recreation

| respectfully urge you to restore a minimum of 70% of Trinity River water
‘ and our fivelihloods. Thank you for your time and consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

Ay Biman
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Postcard from Zelli Sweet

Official Public Contment 3357-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EISFEIR Team Members: v

I support a diversion 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 Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to

. achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
MName: Qe bAr j W&‘Z(__‘

Address: J R34 %&“ﬁ, ,é Iy
City/State/Zip: A, ;Qgéﬁ, gz&f G4 5729

<~ Vv AY
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Dear wad/rdK Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural waber flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly 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 g legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: 6@ Efasr
Address: '_‘Ro Abtsring

City/State/Zip: gz LK A2y
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