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

— i,

OftelarPtitc Commens q Postcards from Lee & Dee Bowker, David L. Cunningham,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ‘3‘ b and Aaron Hinz

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3446-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an a_ssurpption zi:_»oul the argount qf water _th_at could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislation 3447-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wjldlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Alternative does not go far enough to . s ur: .
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem. 5 2 3448-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

MName: \&J
Address: : . & Dee Bomwipr
Tr By

City/State/Zip:

Qfficial Public Comment 3q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science ad study th.ax o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the d s were limited Py
n assumption about the amount of water that could be available i:or t[:e river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and s.ddl_tlona_i legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandsted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, o
Name: Doy L ComeisGiim
Address: a35gp. Lt BASADA

City/Siate/Zip: LeGunh fMGue, " 8& azenn

el

-

.
3
-

TP Official Fublic Comment q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members? *

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

Thank You,

Name: fg&(‘d n H’rﬂ T

Address: _,qug é-'\'DVB{- R&-
City/State/Zip: Rlve L«‘m&; A Gss s
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Robert Radtke, R. N., James T. Wolff, and Alison
Benedict

3449-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3450-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3451-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. Oﬂ'ciaf Public Cmmm 546 o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of oo more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the Hver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wikllife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enongh to
achieve a legaily dated jon of the

Thank You, ¢ W’W&-‘T%
Name: < T jess

Address: 622 Silove
City/State/Zip: SE_CA G-zl

+ « Offtcial Public Comment 3“5 ‘

: Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a divetsion of no mere 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 fiver.
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 dees not go fac eneugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: A:& =" @e negféf'

Address:

City/State/Zip: ;Brf ﬁ g% ﬁ Esf 3?’

w . > 4
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 3'—‘5 Postcards from Tonya Sovereign, Gene Curran, and Brenda R. Grant

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

frotn the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that 3452-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lirnited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3453-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiatien
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversicn of any water . . . A
o the GV, Therefore, the Preferrod Atveroative doss aot g0 far enough to 3454-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.
Thank You, g

Name: 1,9

Address: £

City/StatefZip: _Fxew [4:3 S50

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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 I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal lagislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: /ﬁfu_. A

Address: Pr B, A5

City/State/Zip: Boe AT Rawet E6 Fo4727

Official Public Comment 3q i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flew Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Traity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: 8 -
Address: PO Bor 14/
City/State/Zip: -
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

it

Dear EIS/EIR Teamn Members:

' S ;?;" Offcat Public Coment qus Postcards from Lauren Gibson, Al Sheahen, and Thomas R. Coriell

I suppor & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanursl water flow 3455-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . " e
an assumption abour the smount of water that could be available for the river. 3456-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiskation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water _ i titled “Fisheries.”
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enongh to 3457-1 Please see thematic responses ¢ sheries

achieve z legally dated restoration of the ecosy
Thank YI-JH, )

Name: ﬁx\l %N G’ \BS DM
Address: 135 TS #iLL 2D,

City/State/Zip: EVREEA (A 555.:4

———— r—

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

I sopport 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 amoont of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiskation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far encugh w
achieve a legally mandated restoration: of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ' ’/41— fﬂé—ﬂ #EM/
Address: ﬂo gox 2'?_04
CityfStatelZip: VAW Nuyy <A G40

— — . Official Public Comment % i

Deal EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Triniry River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations wers limited by
ap assumption about the amonnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Toank You, - Ff enwef-

Mame:

Address: I¥s (2id ST
Clty/Seae/Zip:

(=T X
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pablic-Comment qug Postcards from Stein E. Coriell, Teri McHegan, and Glen Haimovitz

Digr EIS/EIR Team Members: -

1 suy a diversien of no more that 30 ent of the natural water flow . . P .
frmzl:p:genTrlnjty River Basin. While [ Suiffm science and study that 3458-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3459-1
Legislation creating the Trinity River DHvision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority over the diversion of any water . . . .,
1o the CVP. Therefoze, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to 3460-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally m: ted restorgtion of Ee LCOSYSLem.
Thank You, _é‘ <
Name: Sjg in £ Corell

Address: = 124 S

CitySwaeiZip. _Anvveadn OA qesay

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

B

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

1 support 2 diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the s¢ience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the mecommendations were limited by
an assymption 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
# 10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far emough to

achieve a legally mandated regtoration of the ecasyster.
Thank You, JEU )’Wj—"g”‘"

Name: T ﬁ;‘iﬁwh SM mi’
Address: 438 P}he/fg(gg ﬁi ‘_____éé_w_n_\é___‘_‘
Ciry/SuaielZip: S O ASD6H e (ot m

: veuh 7

oo Official Public Comment q bo
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the 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
cleardy gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Theok You, o

Name: ﬁ@h Hgﬂ;}ﬂov’ r‘f‘ g

Address: /25 Wafer S Sui-tﬂ B
City/State/Zip: _5.€. L4  gSPhb o

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

Officiet Public Commens 34 '0‘ Postcards from Terrie McClelland, Chris Hammer, and Judith D. Creasy

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natura] water flow 3461-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

i"xﬂpﬁﬁgu?ﬂﬁﬁfm ot conld ﬁ“,‘;’;ﬁ,;{ﬁffmh”“ﬁdn‘;’;, 3462-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . s .,

clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water 3463-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go f&r enough to
hieve a legally mandated iom of the ecosy

Thank You, ] -
Name: Teccie MeClalland
Address: Y7242 3|l Rd

City/State/Zip:  _Smo 4 ;}_g et . (o .
o f

75

Qfficial Public Corment 3 H bL
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
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
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does aot po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, -

Name: PATIRY HO\MMU/
Address: ﬂl‘;- "’i. 'F 11 S{f
CityrState/Zip: ; ﬂkﬂ- C A 55 30\

e,

R Official Public Commaent q bs
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - )

I support 2 diversion of ro more that 3¢ 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 eceating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fer enough to
achieve a legally mandaied restoraiion of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Mame: SN w i i? C_peASy
Address: Yoo 5&5&“1n ST

City/State/Zip: ~a R TYNY

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

e 2 3 l ' ‘ Postcards from Arthur J. Bettini, John Coonen, and Corinne Frugoni
- Qfficial Public Comment H

‘ Dearttlsmm Team Members:
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow _ 3464-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and séudy that . . i .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by 3465-1 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 . . “p: s
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the dversion of any watcr 3466-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame:
Address:

- City/State/Zip;

- . Official Public Comment q b
Dear, EE_SJEIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the pamral water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legiskation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh tu
athieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, —
Name: JO}H'! Coone.n
Address: e Sampa L9

CityState/Zip: Arealag (o TI5H!

. il Official Public Comment L\ bb
" Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that coeld 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 CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does oot go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Greownd FRUGQM\
Address: 1928 AL Ger Avd

City/State/Zip: _Arin . P QST 24

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

-~ - -

: Official Public Commeng q 1
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members; e

T support a di}'ersiun of no mote that 30 percent of the natvral water flow . Py P
from the Trinity River Basin, White | support the science and study that Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Postcards from Aaron Utman, Bryn P. Coriell, and Dennis Therry

3467-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

prodced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wtey limited by 3468-1
~regislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional leprs 3469-1  Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, )
Maime: A

Address: 507 .57,
City/State/Zip: ARCATE oA arsiy

. . Official Pubiic Conment q bg
-+ Dear EIS/EIR Team Memberss-

[ support 2 diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the namural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
Produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Thank You, 51417,.,*??'

Name; Sg’m E Cov ey
Addregs; Fr o=y jz% e o)
City/State/Zip; &E@ t, CA ﬁ@ !

Official Public Comment 5 q b i

‘Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -
’ - 28%

. -
I support a diversion of ne more that 3 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormm jons were Hmited by

an assumption ahout the amount of water thay coiiid be zvailable for the river.

Thank You,

N ‘. . -
Name: I 2,5{5[[5 z&Egg)g
toe7ss T

Address:

City/State/Zip: %—CA—;@L

. v ¢4 \.’;A D3-1409
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

S " Official Public Conment jq—l o

Dot EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from John Peters, Dorothy Gallagher, and Nick Dunlop

! ’[' support & d.iversion- of no more that 30 perceat of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 3470-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ebout the amount of water that ¢ould be available far the river.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinicy River Division, and additional legislation 3471-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water

to the CVE. Therefore, th i . . e
achiove 4 logally mandutcd Freferred Alemative 'f'm not go far enough to 3472-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank ¥ou,

MName: - ! Qh& ieﬂf -3
Address: gy Aush, Ly
Clry/Srate/Zip: ﬁﬂ:g:lg, Ch Se83)

-

- 34.[ "

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

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

Thank You, . .

Name:  §. LDQQQI HY Q ki REHER

Address: h Ijl‘q SEIQEND -—D@--_
CiysweZip Vg cro, Ca GI590

Offictal Public Cormment q ; Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membeors:

I support a 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 Evaluatisn Report, the recommendations were limited by
an ption about the of water that could be avsilable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additicnal legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, thz Preferred Alternative does not go far eaough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

} hank You,
MName: ;
Address: i&@ mcbgéig CJ??}E—_—

st SCWEONN 0B Tt
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Cecilia Danks, Wendy Gurwitz, and Joseph Bigas

3473-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3474-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3475-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

7

— Tl

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that |
produced the Flow Sveluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an pticn about the t of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona? legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish 2nd wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve @ legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - ' .
Name: We QYGUTW\J[*”Z_
Address: 4740 Mol R4

CityrStateiZip: _ Soamtba, Wosa O .

2540f

Officinl Public Comment 3q 13

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percenr of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Alternative does not go fir enough o
achieve a legally manddted restorati f the ecosystem.

Thank You, 2
Wame: C5 & P R/@)ﬂ:(
Address: LXE La Lra o

City/StatefZip: 5.4?;& ey FLO 72

v ) 1 D3-1411
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

e -: “ﬂ’“"'“""""’*’i‘”"'"""‘ 3‘-, 70 Postcards from Wendy Crews, Josh Boyce, and Mimi Quan
Dear ElelEIl“l-:_l.’re;am Members: .

1 supperf ‘s 4iVETEion of 1o moreThat 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3476-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by ) ) e o
an zssumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river. 3477-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity .Riv_'er D'Evis_'mn, and addi_lion.a_l legislation

f.ie?]iy&lrvlfs !["T[::?fo{}:h ;’;dﬂ":}f;i‘T{‘ﬁ‘;i;l:}‘l‘:f;;ﬂfif?,?i:‘;ig?ﬁ’ 3478-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name;

Address: 57 <.

City/State/Zip: 9\’%& 2 GIES Y

. Official Public Comment Sq 1 ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagiz. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the armount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation cteating 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 ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Josh gOE}CvC.‘
Address: ikﬁ F Sz:jféz

CitysueiZip:  Avcats  CA 9597/

s

Official Public Cotment 3H 1 ?
Dear EIS/FIR Team Members: :

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

Thank You, .

Narme: Ay P f

Address: __3HTY Peram oA
City/State/Zip: Pusas rtod oh aqe ¥y

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

Postcards from No Signature, Marilee E. Coriell, and Joseph Dunatov, Jr.

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3479-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . “p s
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fiver, 3480-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water 3481-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem.

Thank You,

Mame:

Address: Pa’ﬁk /067
CityiStatelZip: (Y€ TCTi o0, 523

T

Dear EFS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a divarsion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatians were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alwernative does not go far enough to

schieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You, %ﬁaﬂza Coritt

Name: g& A ['1 fgﬁ E . QQ[ 156{
Address: Bs J7H S .
Coyrswezi: _Arratn. CA G52/

o Official Public Contment 34 3 ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: _Jesepn Dowadey, T,
Address: T.o. Box 125

- CiyiSuteZip: __Bloe Lake  CA 95525205

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

- omlaruucmn; ' 3‘-' 82 Postcards from Marie Kelleher-Roy, Mike Rizza, and R. J. Kula

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aatural water flow i i “Fi ries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scienct and study that 3482-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

. produced tI}e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 3483-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water R i i “Fisheries.”
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3484-1 Please see thematic responses titled sherie
achieve a legally mandated r ien of the ¢co

Thaok You, .
Name: NAie ¥ E;;gt@—écy

Address: XD e pes Q
CityStaterzip: _~Tgpw gan (A G55FC

o7 . Official Public Comment ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne 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 Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
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.

Thank You,

Name: & 7 G;
Citstaerziy: Biatfouts-, (A F55Z7

R A N

O - ' ey cial Public é\mmt q ?q
" i Dear EIS/EIR TeanrMemw - oo ’

a TR . o .

" | support a dim & that 30 Fe¥nl of the natural water flow .. .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by
an assumption about the amonnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, )

Name: ?U:— 4&’ f-s"'?'

Address: te [PeE %ﬂ'

City/Staie/Zip: Lo ExA & M~y

g e TR ORmBey L Lty
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Oficat Public Commant 3]_' 85 Postcards from David Dolphin, Gail Lucas, and M. L. Maynard

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3485-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that :

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . PR
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3486-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legislation . . ,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water 3487-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandargd restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, -
Name: oAb Dot
Address: +.0. Bog 2957

City/StaterZip: L OMITA, SA  GpT7i7

Official Public Comment 86
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank ¥You, . —
Address: dooe s Noavmady [/

City/State/Zip: el e U 56D

e ]

Official Public Commient 8 7
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislatien ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversien of any water
ic the CYP, Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yaou,
Name;
Address:
CitylStaerzip: /D oo Hmers, Con.

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

Officiat Public Comment 3('8? _ Postcards from Janet F. Huss, Brian Bray, and Michael Mierzwa

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow _ i i “Fisheries.”
frors the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science &nd snudy that 3488-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the récommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3489-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Lzgislation creating the Trinity River DHvision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlile priority over the diversion of amy water 3490-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You, -
Mame: ﬂﬂé"f‘ ~ He o~
Address: 1LY e AP

citysaerzip: A (e gro, (A THSID

Official Public Cormment 3q 8q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no moere that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .
NB!'{!E! ,-zxm ggﬂq -
Address: 2YP AMiowag .

City/State/Zip: Afarpianes, A4 94/€83

Official Public Comment Sq q o
Dear EIZEIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils [ support the science and smudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the récommendations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water thai ceuld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: MI Ml:.

Address: o Ei Commrs _ME #2467
City/State/Zip: PN A 9561l

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

e Pt Comment 3qq ' Postcards from Allen Harthorn, Terry Fountain, and Eric Resener

Prear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aatucal water flow 3491-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scignce and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . P .,
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3492-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3493-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daes not go fir enough to

hieve 2 legally dated r icn of the ecosystem,
Thank You,
Name: A’”—Qh H“—"’P{v\.diﬂ#\
Address: EB3MZ {a P[n‘.}a_,&;-.
CityiState/Zipz _CAad cw C A FS52H

Officia! Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouxt of water that could be availsble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Frinity 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.

Fhank Yo, —terrs Powntain

Name:
Address: e bx 3
CivrsueZipn _PPoaTa ol 455(8

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

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amocunt 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
i0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, —_
Name: ?ﬂcc. ﬁ-ﬂf’bn}w—'
Address: =, nd I?of .
CiyiSwueZip: CpfFmsp  (orope G
7 4742y

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

- Offici IIPHM'CL‘C .mment ..
Dear EIVEIR Toum Members: (3"’ qq Postcards from Christina Pate, Alan George, and Roberta Mehegan and
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow Gladys R. Mehegan

from: the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assunption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3494-1 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

1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough to 3495-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ’ ) ) . o,
~ gk You, -3 ' 3496-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Name: L CHrmsTes PAE

Address: A3 WeagySuekie 2,

City/State/Zip: Eapfieen  (a, 14532

N

Official Public Comment 3q q 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of ng_ more, than30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, _ T
Name: ﬁ/zn C—c.un—L R ‘E

. L4
Address: I¥sa . Ay ff, /f;/

N - - J -
City/State/Zip: A Rafia_Co FRA77

Official Public Comment 3 q q b
Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

[ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
sraduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomimendations were limited by
in gssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
-egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
Hearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifz priotity over the diversicn of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
whieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Fhank You,
Jame: o} E .Méy'f @,
Acldress: ] I
City/State/Zip: A 2o
e S
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. A A X
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . .
1 supprt a diversion of no moe that 30 percent of the natal wter o Postcards from Robert & Sharon Melton, Carla Harris, and Pat Harris
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an jption about the of water that could be available for the tiver. 3497-1 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 . see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the' CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3498-1 Please p

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,
Thank You,
Narne:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

3499-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Commeny 3 q q 8
Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frotn the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
in assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
lo the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does net ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Cotvn Vioams
Address: 4397 Taun, WA

SityStae/Zip: o micos Cf I2129

Official Public Commens 3 q 99

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: :

. support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
tom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
»roduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recc dations wete limited by
m essumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
~egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
Hlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prictity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
wchieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You,

Jame: ?M Hgm &

Address; v
City/State/Zip: & 2129

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

Official Publtc Comment 3% Postcards from Norman L. Stevenson, Tom Lae, and Ms. Jo Kitz

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 3500-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amonnt of water that could be available for the river, 3501-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3502-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - N -~ .

Name: Atrmay A, SFESYEay

Address; el CORRANVT LARE

City/State/Zip: _MACAWRLE OF FFL¥T
Sl e M el ey

Official Public Comment 35u

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frorn the Trinity River Basin,. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
i assumption about the amount of water that could be avaijlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiena! legislation
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: E]m %

Address: iE”ﬂ &%]z&l
City/Stte/Zip: _(oSEVI e O ASIHF

Official Public Comment 3 5 0_2

Jear EIS/EIR Team Members:

support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
rom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
woduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
. ption about the of water that could be available for the river.
_egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
Hlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
chieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. :

[hank You,
Jame: : MsTTORAZ"
. 6223 Lubea Ave )
Address: : Woodland His, CA 91367-3%
3il¥.l'SlaleJ'ZiB:
) N ° s
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fjicial Fablic Commeny . dv b
Dear EISEIR Team Members: Postcards from Pamela Posey, Janice Bedayn, and Nineveh Spaulding

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

produced the Flow Evalnation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3503-1 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 . . urs P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3504-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemmative does not go far enough to . . . .,
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3505-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Narme:

g ‘
Addrass: 6\3“'; (.ﬂ' @Lﬂ&{& Qj‘,
ciystateizip: _UHhtd CAASISK

: Official Public Comment 5 M
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membets:

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

Thank You,

Name: ,

Address: [ ‘Efﬁmcz;b&as_

City/State/Zip: : Yermukard  gEISS

Official Public Comment 3 5 %

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the ratural water flow
Yom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
sroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by
in assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
-egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
whieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Tkank You, )

Name:; !gn)ggéﬁ :'ﬂﬂhmm}b
Address: l;’l.ﬂ EM 'Dix
CuySaeizp: _GHRT, (& 95652

<~ v =\
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Official Fablic Comment o ' N D
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . Q

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

Postcards from Laurie C. Kayl, Kathie Joyce, and Janet M. Hack

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by 3506-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an gssurpption aJ:_nout the ameunt of water th.at could be availzble for the river.
Legtslation creating the Trinify River Division, snd additional legislation 3507-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3508-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Neamz: Lﬂ..ur'u:. C ka:;f..

Address: Y i

City/State/Zip: Duawille TR Qusae

Official Public Comment 3501 )

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, .
Name: Kabhme Sowe
Address: | 5&0 jﬂ(l\)ﬁ‘i'ﬂﬁ\L AVE .

Ciysuwzip: _Felaluma, ey 4495 22—

Offcial Public Comment 35 w

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the emount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
tchieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name:; Jaret M. Hack
hddress: F0ite Surdlowsr e

:ity!Ssate!ZiE: iﬁln_h- C 0 syda;

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

Official Public Comment bw—' Postcards from Elise Benveniste, Nancy Marie, and Sandra Sauer

Bear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the notmral water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 3509-1 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. 3510-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priotity over the diversion of any water . . e .
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to 3511-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeonu,

Name: EZ( ﬁ{f H %ﬁjﬁ M‘éﬁ §

Address: 724, wAE.
City/State/Zip: : ! E
Official Public Conument 35' o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science snd study that
produced the Flow Evaloation 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
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh w
whieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Mame:

.ﬂ.ddre'ss: l‘ ?‘ / 37 ja o !f’?
Sity/State/Zip:  fokyr :a‘J—!f\‘ CA. §352¢

an assuraption about the

Legislation creating the Tt

slearly gives Trinity fish and

10 the CVP. - Thercfore, the Prefe
@ legally mangated régt
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

- Official Public Comment . ' wf L e . .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from Dave & Tammy V&Igser;dunk, and Mark Riegel & Valerie

' lege

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the ratural water flow g

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

preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by ~ e thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption bout the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3121 Please se P

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ; 3513-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

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

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

Mame: .
Address: Dave & Tammy Wesenduni Save Stcethed

City/State/Zip: Snkos,CASSTIS Habdat J

Official Public Cormment 5 l 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppoert a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the hatural 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 gssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermnative does not go far encugh to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: AAERIES A & \paiae Ve
Address: Lo Sunter Rp

City/State/Zip: _Bowpew CREEK, CA 95006
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Ufecral Fablic Lomnte; . .
ie Glotfelty and Paul Raffaeli
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: m Postcards from Elsie Glotfelty

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the naturs] water flow 3514-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that ) . o
pioduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormmendations were limited by 3515-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the ziver,
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. fon e Preferred Al tive does not &n
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You, ' .

Name: E {52, (:(QT{E AV

Address: L kY y

,:[: é !_.4=S N eoinaS
CiyisuteZip:  Walny ¥ Greak Chadsed 3D \Ll

(A

IS Lu”

Official Public Comment
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
producex] the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assutnption about the emount 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 CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Pav RAFFAEL)
i Addrese: 29327 Boaghuio (A
 City/State/Zip: -

w . N _ﬂ
V O D3-1425
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

- ' Postcards from Ronald W. Thompson/Donna M. Thompson and Ralph &

: ' - __ Official Public Comment 3 5' b Nona Kraus & Family
Dear EIS/EIR Team ?i[e_mhers: o

X l’e.ssh'ﬁw.-}d cow " 3516-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of re-mere—that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 3517-1 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.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t0 the CVEP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the gcosystem.

Thank You, -

Name: WM@M@

Address: 320 bt Hzel :

City/State/Zip: M%Mss/ .

Pladty, hens 110 Hiveigio i ), AL s
% /ﬁ,@ sonds By - Maﬁ. wnﬁi%

J g, - Offfcial P.ub!.ic'!:'am'menr 3 i ‘ '
.7 Dear EIS/EIR Team Me .

mbers:

¢ Wsupport a diversion of no more that 30 pércent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. WhileW*Support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assamption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the Hver.
Legislation creating the Frinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosyster.

Thank Yo,

Neme: ' # y _

Address:

CityState/Zip: _Epsreka 04  F55p%

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

Official Public Comment D v' a

Dear EIS/LIR Team Members: Postcards from John Barry, Dave Spaulding, and Carl L. Chatfield
1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . s o
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3518-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an a.ssurpption about the amount of water that could be available i_'ot the river.
Legislation creating the Trinicy River Division, and addifional legislation 3519-1 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 docs not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of {he egosystem. 3520-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank Yon, 6

Name: Jo C\U o Nﬂf
Address: Ie

City/State/Zip: &e’sg;zz Az 52;‘393

’ -

Officiat Public Comment 35 lq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

" support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
Yom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
sroduced the Flow Evaluation Beport, the recor fations were limited by
1 assumption about the amount of water that could be avaiiable for the river.
_egislaticn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
:learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
wchieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu,

Name; DyE

Address: z ¥ W
City/State/Zip:  _(am T, ofy  I6bDL

»

o ogciu:?ﬂ:fwc Commant 20
Dk'nr EIS/EIR Teami Members: =

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

wme  Cort L. Clinttof
24

Address: X here K,
Ciry/State/Zip: 74"(1’ i s2f

RDD/TRINITY3446-3571.D0C
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

. ] Official Fablic. Comment ) Z'
Desi EIS/EIR Team Members: © 36 Postcards from Marsha Davenport, Zak Shea, and Les Clark
[ diversion of that 30 f. the natural water fl
sors the ;ﬁf:rt;mk?:er Basin. Whie sug;f:tn:hz science und study tuat 3521-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

aroduced 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 Trizity River Division, and additional legislation 3522-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .,
‘o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to 3523-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Naimne: LJ{L aig D(]H_‘%E ?ﬂ
Address: QUEA A\mﬁl :

City/State/Zip: ?,umf'ﬂ} R G952

Lavpport a diversion of no more that 3 percent of the natural water flow
Tom the Trinity River Basin, While ] support the science and study that
woduced tI;e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by -
I assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
,egwlatl_on creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
dearly gives Trinity fish and wildife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far encugh to
whieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

“hahk You,
lame; Za¥ S hea
\ddress: 1398 Fester Ave

“ity/State/Zip: MM‘
lidustdubdadidmlfiahf

e A st ararers.
Official Public Comment 35 2 3

Jear EIS/EIR Team Members:

support 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
tom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
woduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
i assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
-ggislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
dearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefote, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
whieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Jame:

Lddress: )545' R Y o
e e i

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

Dear EISEIR Team Memmarnr 1 W n O~ § Postcards from Dennis Doyle, Robin & Barry Latham-Ponneck, and
‘ ' Jeromy Fielder

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recornmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. R . n titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation 3524-1 Please see thematic responses € sheries
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does nat go far enough to 3525-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, = - 3526-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Natne: M
Address: wtss M. Camha Bpusy H¢oq

City/State/Zip: Mm;_

Official Public Comment Z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

n assumption: about the amount of water that could be availsbic for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
zlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water ~
0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
whieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You,
Name: i Y m ‘-?OYNC((

Address: 2.
City/State/Zip: s

b e watias o Hhe Triaty )

Official Public Comment 35 2&

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: Qﬂhﬁ@.ﬁa@ﬂ‘
Address:

r

PN TR T

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

. Official Public Comment = . .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: a JCH Postcards from Craig M. Dahl, Barbara Allen, and Rick McAleeson

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 . . “p: fac
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limsited by 3527-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . o .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . 3528-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o 3529-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )

Neme: C\re-_lv\ W, Dcx\;\\_

Address: E}s‘ﬁ fAOe e B‘r .
City/State/Zip: AN \,"o..'t\e_,..j S CA 499y

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Oyfftcial Public Comment 3 ’ 2 %
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

MName: B u&;mm._ ﬂ
7

Address: b&s&@gﬂﬂﬁa
City/StaterZip:  _ Mgayete Lo 94947

swcirscomnns 32

dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

support a diversion of no imore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
tom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science end study that
woduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
i assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
-egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
learly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
chieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

hank You,

Jame: ;éj‘: —M( @_O_EM_
vddress: Yoso Loy AR ,%3/ st
S it e S L o

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

ifficial Fublic Lomment d W
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: J Postcards from Bill Lynch, Pamela Perry, and Erwin Bol

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 3530-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Triztity River Division, and additional legislation . . P o
dlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion. of any water 3531-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3532-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, .

Narme: gILL 'Egme H

Address: 65 Balthne

CityState/Zip: _Sondar i) 8 AT HTE

Official Public Comment 36 3\
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

Mame: ? ’)
Address: F43 AST g'f

City/StateiZip: (L blond £t SHEOF

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura! water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
sroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recoramendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimity River Division, and additional legislation
slearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legelly mendated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Natne: Erwiel 53¢
Address: T Pecan ol

CityfStateZip P emci v Tom (A s Yy

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

Officiaf Public Comment D J J J

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Steven Bull, David Katz, and Jerry L. Aikman

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

produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by 3533-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availaﬂe fo;' the river.

islati i inity Ri d additional legislation . . . .
?ﬁﬁ?:a:?ﬂ:&%:gﬂ?wﬁﬂg Ex}izggn;:; the c;iversion %:?my water 3534-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to . . s o
aehieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3535-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, e
Naime: STEVEY Sury

Address: BTIRES ELLEN WAY
City/State/Zip: A APH L9 Q4SS8

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

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natvra! weter flow
from the Trinity River Bazin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reconmmendations were limited by
zn 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 znd wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
hieve a legally dated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: =
David Katz
Address: 2152 Orchard 5.
City/State/Zip: Samma Ross, Ca. 95404

Official Public Comment " " 3 ;
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendztions were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available fot the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
cleariy 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
achiave a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: \/ L ; il

Address: 2205 Zpiy —
City/State/Zip: . CH

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

Official Public Commemnt ' a . .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Member:- ) D OD Postcards from Steve Grimes, Owen S. Tulle, Mark R. Wilson

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

. . urs P
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3536-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) ) - o
Legis]aﬁi creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3537-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Prefemred Altenative does not go far encugh fo

hieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem 3538-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally manqal TeSorallc] .

Thank You,

Name: Steve Grimes

Address: 530 /audyu) Ov

City/State/Zip: Oewy T4 I56(L

Offtcial Public Conument 5 3 ,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that 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 Alemnative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Naroe O BT Ml
Address: /418 Leadly :.Qﬁg_l{_,( -

City/State/Zip: S gt (der , P47 4

Official Public Comment 3 538
Jear EIS/EIR Team Members:

support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fom the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
wodneed the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lmited by
R assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
-egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
» the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
chieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

‘hank You,

Tame: )hﬂr' R 743 C{/l/ Sz”‘\
wddress; {3\ 3‘2 g;‘ égg g;! gf"l"b &
£ a 28

e Tio. e

v ‘ VV D3-1433
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Olpicial Public Comment 555‘1 Postcards from Charles F. Ivor, Richard Sawyer, and Richard Simmons

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 siudy that 3539-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reoommgndations_. were limited by
m asswnpeion sbout the of water that could be available for the river. 3540-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Altsmative does not go far snough to 3541-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Caeize & 720k
Address: I f??fDDCFt{/éfD}@ .
Citg/State’Zip: ZeN0 ﬂ?ﬁ; ad. 9<%

e 3540

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abous the amount of water thar could be available for the tiver.
Legislation ctzating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefere, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosy
Thank You, L
Narme: IP"l E’{W‘:D (; AN ‘{m—»

Address: Bed \opmad v
City/State/Zip: __SonMA  rm O e,

Official Public Comment 3 ’ q ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural waier flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. Whils I support the seisnce and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendsations were Hmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaflable for the fver.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsnative does not go far encugh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, s -
Name: )‘2&/%”/ . jW
Address: 295 Burcrdmle af

CitySatelZip: _Soromm g 5 SIS

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

CMficial Fublic Contment D J ﬂ ‘

Dear BISELK Tewm Members: Postcards from Sara Myers, Dennis Hinrichs, and Michael Matthews
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
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3542-1
an assurption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river. -
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Iegifslation tled “Fisheri .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water g matic responses title isheries.
tw the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3543-1 Please see the p

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You [N

' - PER LA
Name: q,‘f [ "i‘f Ve s —4._ f’(’/?ia/d
Address: AL B mvEse And [l
City/Stare/Zip:  S{lugs £os z,'i{ [ 5_’1’0 i

Official Public Comment 5 u 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

| support a diversion of no morc that 30 percent of the natural watze flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppon the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report. the recommendations were limited by
n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, end additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative docs nat go far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You,
Name: % ALi< L’L&!MI"&‘%
Address: = Usamon Do Dpive # 305

City/State/Zip: waifg“g% Qp 494

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3544-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Qfficial Public Comment 6q q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: M| CaeC Mo YEPSS
Address: PMA 4l reda FRN DL ST

CityiState/Zip: S pb T Ao, o, L)
g4t

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

. Offcial Public Comment 35‘-'6 Postcards from Elizabeth McNamee, Carolyn Nuban, and Steve Hoyt
-, Diear ERS/EIR Team Members: . '
support  diversi 0 percent of the natral water fl
[ﬁum the '?rdn:.lvt:'lsl;.lore: %‘Z’;mm%ﬂ.'ﬁf support e science and m ‘ﬁ(;tw 3545-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recormendations were limited by
an BsTD "?"“‘th“f.r m_éﬁ;ﬁ&ﬁ?ﬂmﬁbmmﬁ 3546-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

to the CVP. Titerefor, the Prefecred Aliomative docs not go far enongh to 3547-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally dated ion of the ecosy
Thank You,

Address: 2283 FBea ¥ 00
Cityisune/zip: _Smn Fanescee G pHIC
Yease b nalt -
e Rae Fo any +er
T Shiy £05 Moghng 55l Fankru.

_ Official Public Comunent 3 6 4 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 science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Eegistation -
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsmative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally dated ion of the 5

Thank You,

il

g

Name: 4_'..-.‘,114‘ / L4 M
Address: Yoo !ME -#59/_

City/State/Zip: MM Of 9003

i

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

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations: were limited by
an asgumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildiifs prierity over the diversion of any water
ta the CYP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legully mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: &4—0(-_. tl:o;}d:
Address: 1502 chdorgpont O -

City/State/Zip: EZ@,[\'S c 44 olﬁ &t

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

Offtcial Public Cmrmu
" -Dear EIS/EIR Téam Meibers:

Postcards from Leif Christiansen, Fred S. Bonati, and Friends of
Alhambra Creek

1 support & diversion ofuummihatj_()pemmtofﬂunanmlwu'uﬂw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienre and study that

. produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the ‘i"' were limited by
mmmpnonabau:ﬁeamnuntoftherﬂmaoul be available for the river, : : “G; o
Leelation the Trinity River Division, and edditions! logislation 3548-1 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 doss not go far enough to 3549-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally dated oFithe iy X

Thank You, - 3550-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name; © Ledt i EH:
Address: 244 Ly, |4k ef

CieyisaeZip: - Dawis €A asnib

Official Public Camment 36 qq
Dear EFS/EIR Team Memhers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalt Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amounnt 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
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afternative does not go far enough to

hieve a legally dated ion of the ecosystem.
Thask You,
Mame:
Address: Y4273 SERRATE Ry
. City/SuaeZip: ' il

irs 355D

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Isupportadwersmnofnomme!ﬁatmpaoemofﬂmmnlwalerﬂaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the d were limited by

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

Legislation cteating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
" to the CVP. Thwefom.the?refmdﬂﬂnauvedoesnmgofmemughw

hieve a legally dated ion of the ecosy

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

. Citysmc__fzip:

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

Official Public Comment 366, Postcards from Christian & Monica Vigneaud, Dennis M. Doyle,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: d and A|an Matsuno

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

produced the Flow Evajustion Réport, the recommeadations were fimited by 3551-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabile for the river,

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionz! iegislation . . urs P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3552-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefmgd Alernative does not go far enough to . e .,
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3553-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You,

Nams: Clnliszians e Voot
City/State/Zip: _Slgarrg Fosd Sl DSutae

Officiat Public Commens 3 =, .> 5 2
Dear EIS/EIR Tesm Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
fiom the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the tecommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amonat of water that couid be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating. the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish sud wildlife priority over the diversion of any waser
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .

Mo awus M. Dhes

Address: 10455 M. Oourem By . #1009
‘Do, X 75231

City/State/Zip:

_ Official Public Comment 3 65 ; 5
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 scieace and siudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona legistation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildfife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally dated ion of the Y L
Thank You,

Neme: Alaw Matsuno

Address: - _ 5333 Pogpy Blmsom fuil

City/Seaweizip: _San Tose A 45123
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

= Gfficial Public Contment d b :) e .
 Dear EISEIR Team Members: L' Postcards from Virginia Barrett, Robin Rabens, and Douglas F. Barnes
a diversi percent water
;:-?Pl::Tmny R;o:e:fB:zmmm;‘h?]:‘ lzguppon tb:fsm% study g:‘tv 3554-1 Pl : . u: sV
duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimizcd by - ease see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation 3555-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

- clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far epough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem. 3556-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, —_

Name; "-/ LAl

Address:

Cltyi'Stale!ZIp é‘_. . ﬁﬁﬁﬁcﬂ { é g&ugs

Qfficial Public Cmm:i 3 6 5
Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:

I suppeort 2 diversion of o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow,
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppors 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.
Legislaticn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trmity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

" to the CVP. Thﬂreﬁ)teﬂ:e?refen&edA!mnmvedoesnotgoﬁaremughw
achieve a legally mandated restotation of the ecosystem.

L Official Public Conument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ;

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fromn the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Repors, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the cver.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearty gives Trinily fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Tharefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legalfy mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaak You,
Name: . Qézqu_‘L_EmL
Address: 563 QF!“E {ireds

City/StatefZip: ng Dimags Cd. 2 1713- i560

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

R Official Public Comment  #). g g Postcards from Marilyn Knock, Paul Westberg, and Suzy White
. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - . :5
lsuppmadwwsmn no more thai 30 percent of the natural water flow
'from the Trinity River Basin. Whlle support the scmnee and study that 3557-1
p d the Flow Eval ¥ ions were lntited by

abomthcamuun:ofwamcrthat ould be available for the : _ i : “i ioc 7

i ptica the Trinity B3 D1v1.smn‘,: et lzgm’mm““f 3558-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearh Trinity fish and wildtfs the di of . ) . o
o sheygfvlfs Th;mrteyfore, the Prefm'::dp.:lm::rdm n:l“;lom&r eﬁgﬂf 3559-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the coosystem, .

Thank You,

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

.

Name:

= Pdprad
City/StateZip: _&mﬁyf_mﬁq?or
e 3568

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whlelmpponthesclenoeandsmdylhzt
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by -
an assumption aboyt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thzrefore,dwheﬁmdAlmxm:downotgofaremughw

hieve a legally: dated ion of the ¥
Thank You, .
Name: P Wastben
Address: Hgow 1 24

City/State/Zip: CpnTrunciste, CA MUY

EY-Y-Y-

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
rom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sc::m:e and study that
_produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the werellm:tedby
an assumptior about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
chtslauon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
hieve a legally mand, ion of the ecosystem.
Thaok Yo,
. Name:

Address:

" City/State/Zip:

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mémbers:

Offcial Public Comment 35 bo Postcards from Whitney E. Davisson, Allen Klahn, and Charles Sauer

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the nawral warer niow . . e P ”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar 3560-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the r daticns 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 3561-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the divarsion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far encugh to _ : : “1 3 4
achieve a legally mandod restomtion of the ceosystem. 3562-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, (A/fye £, Daviegsen
Marne: y
T i agre (orT-

Address:
CitySre/Zip: _ (Dbonides £ A4 E6 2

Official Public Conment 35 b ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of a¢ more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tririty River Basin. While I suppert 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
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water

0 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does rot go far enow

achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: ﬁé( Eal AE &&KJ

Adiress: ) .
City/State/Zip: o
P60

-’29 assumption about the ar

- Leislation’ creating dhe Trinity River
fearly gives Tririty fish and Y, \fer
. fo the CVYD, Therefore, the P:m
" mchievé a l:gally mandawd

V O D3-1441
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Ol Pl Comment 5 oS Postcards from Tom Bennett, John Bennett, and Stephen P. Walker

Dear EES/EIR Teamn Membrers:

1 support a diversioi of no more that 30 percent of the naw:alwaner ﬂm_ur
fﬂ%m‘fr posin. m’&wm scicce w&gw 3563-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
ﬂslslﬂﬂw xﬁt&emﬁgﬁﬁmﬁmwmm 3564-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
e a 1ol mataten et o o et g0 fur enough to 3565-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Name: Tonm demﬂeﬁ

sdiress P43 A bl

Cuyrsueszip: frescorry A2 620X,

Offcat Public Comment 35’09

l)ear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 perceat of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, Whils I support the science and study that
produced the Flow E jon Repart, the recominendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
‘to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, — .
Naine: \_}OLMJ &NMTT
Address; ;
City/State/Zip: r 3
Official Public Comment 356 E ’)
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the sclence and study that
| "ﬁmF]uw" luation Report, the i werellm.ﬂeﬁby
ption about the of water that could be available for the river.
Leg:s!auon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecogystem.

P

Thank You, ]

Name: %"—f 0‘%‘!
Address: /7 GQSFORD €T
CiysuelZip: _Szn) Wwe Lo 95T3F
CoE

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

Official Public Comment 3 566 Postcards from Janu Jeffery, Earl Wachtel, and David Burghardt
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

LZ?E?Z‘FEJ!;“&??J%?%"&? 13 L‘;Z’:ﬁ“ :th:fs?m]z:maﬂ ?é?; i‘;? 3566-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by

an ption: about the of water that vould be avaitable for the river, _ ase see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Lepislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislztion 3567-1 Ple p
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go for enough fo 3568-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Name:

Address: ) N 4

City/StatefZip: M% ’M 261

Official Public Comment 35 b 7
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 I support the science and stdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ovec the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: (Dﬁhﬁ @Mw

Address:

City/State/Zip: S&\[/mi CH g

pyy

Official Public Comment 6 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 | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Beport, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion 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
apdaze he

achieve a legally m 2CASYSLem.
Thank You,

MName:

Address:

City/State/Zip: I A 9¥7%0/

<~ v =\

T b D3-1443

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY3446-3571.D0C



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

Oficial Publc Comment 3sm Postcards from Stan Thompson, Edna Simpkins, and Eleonore Boese

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow o _ ase see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support fhe science and study that 3569-1 Ple P

praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river. 3570-1 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 . . "y s
1 the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fr cnotgh t0 3571-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

o [ Hlmon
Address:

- Sian Thompaon
City/Stare/Zip:  _ ?‘ 125 Pauf Witke Drive
Heaidsburg, Calf. 95448

Official Public Comment 3 5 1 o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natutal water flow
frotn the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and srudy that
produced the Flow Evaluaticn 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
to the CYP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: [:.c’:e\ o Fimpkiag
Address: “35 5. I(Je//ﬂ. ceel Bhvdl.

City/State/zZip: & bons oA FEZ 40

Official Public Comment 3 ; 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. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
&n assumption about the amneownt of water that could be available for-the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
eleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any wazer
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally dated = ion of the ecosy

Thank You,

Name: £i I.'E’Me; P {@gg
Addess: 7as? TiDikelive ot P

CitySuiciZip: SV Jose, ca. F512S
ééé/"/@e Ared Yo on OopSede. S 40

<) v Y -s
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