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

O, ‘m” P BB
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppost the seiznce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report. the rscommendutions were liniled by
an assumption about the amount of wuter that could ke avuilable for the nver,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division. and additional Tepistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiorizy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternotive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Nams: et C o
Address: Sl

Ciry:State/ Zip: dades TGRS

" Official Pubiic Comuant 3 ', 1 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent af the natural water fgw
fram the Trinity River Basin, While ] suppor ihe seieace and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repert. the recommendations were Timired by
an assuruption zhort the amount of watar that could be available for the river.
Legsslation creating the Trinizy River Division, arnd additianal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish 2nd wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
1o the TP, Thersfore, the Prefered Allemative daes not go tar enough to
achieve a lezally mandated restoracion of the ccosvstzm.

Thank You, ye
e
. ~ i b 7P A

Address:
City/State! &, Syae S 95U L .«

e [Zeqlsy Aleed ey AEZP ,/

Official Public Comment 35 14

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppost a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fron: the Triniey River Basin. While I support the science 2nd swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water tha: could be available for the river
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Divisior, und additisaat legrslation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildbife prierity over the divetsion of any water
Lo the CVP. Therefpre, the Prefermed Altemnalive doss not go far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated testaration of Lhe ccosystumn,

Thark “You,

Name: _Eumf_'nfﬂ:ML —
Address: Jﬂ&aﬁ_{g_&l‘—
CityiState/Zip: M&M o
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcict Public Comment 3515 Postcards from Ella Trussell, Gary Dickenson, and Bruce E. Duncan

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Triaity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3575-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendgdations were limired by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . P . P
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation 3576-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water ) ) . o,
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to 3577-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, .
Name: Elila T év sspf
Address: _re S (liwsa 0y

City/Seete/Zip: _ £ oot [Rose da Fawog

¥
’ Official Public Coamment 1 1 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 rec dations were limited by
am ption about the 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 CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - i
Name: !:-gt;ﬁ !Z&@aus:m
Address: 3

City/State/Zip: _Sanm Rova € A5Ye|

—

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

achicve a legally dated 1 ion of the ecosy
Thank You,

Narme: BroetE £ dnfegy
Address: 340 occmma. £p

City/State/Zip: it e W X e L )

<~ e o D3-1446
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

-
it Pubic Commess 3518 Postcards from Rudy Lundberg, Gary Turri, and Roy R. Glotfelty

DeQr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow _ matic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 3578-1 Please see thematic esp

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .

an assumption abous the amoun? of water that could be available for the river. 3579-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislatior creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3580-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

ta the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alemnative daes ot go fer enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame:
Address: (25 6.‘_: 2 a:‘ .

L

City/State/Zip: Epafes VAL‘MS_.
Lty SyLye

Offecial Public Comment 35 1 q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturai water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
peoduced the Fiow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the =cosystem.

Thank You,

Name; GM\,’ _-.‘—:Lr'l";
Address: 55 Rauibeos Br-attp. Lk
CityiState/Zip: S, Baimgn, Ca. G5

i
OfYicigt Public Comment ' 35 8 o
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 suppott the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abous 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 prierity over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve @ legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R .
Name; /R"\f R.ebﬁ‘?&”\f
Address: 043 06 N &G

City/State/Zip: \15{.‘14'\&5 "-a-ec'.K,CP_\' Q“b/ﬁf)

RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C =\ v > -’3. D3-1447
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Commeny
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

o . . . ups I
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3581-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

o ascompion s s el recommendations were liited by - ic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of that could be available for the river. 3582-1 Please see themati p

Legislation creating the Trinity River Bvision, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifegrierity over the diversion of any water 3583-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemartive doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoratiéh of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: (J : m/l/ 09 d 73
* Address: ﬁ % M/’é@-ec o
CiryiState/Zip: ¢ & 4 o, O 5.;;5-/7

= Official Public Comment ‘ 36 8 z
¢

Dear EISIEIR Team Members:

358' Postcards from Cecil Wasworthy, Bryce Hall, and Robert Brownstein

TI"support T diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the nanwral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amouvnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Iegislation
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of amy 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: @R‘{CE. UCH—‘-(—- .
Address: fo“ Sﬂ?ﬁ&ﬁ.&c& % L\

City/State/Zip: Mmjgﬁ_q% 58

Gﬂ'uia.! Public Commenyt %gg
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 sciencs and study that
preduced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the rec dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thar sould be available for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1 the CVP. Therelore, the Preferred Aliermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Ropast (6"‘0\4.-»_;1—!0-.
Address: 127 Fan Yol Ciecls

City/StateiZip: M <a T o (,q‘ 5o

- ~ AY D3-1448
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

el Pubiic Comment ; . l-l Postcards from Fred Gere, Richard Wesendunk,
I?ear EIS/EIR Team Members: L § %% and Robert K Creasy, MD

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils [ sepport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . .
an asswmption about the amount of water that could be avaiiable for the river. 3584-1 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 . . ur P
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternaiive does not go far enough 1o 3585-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. . PP c
Thank You, 3586-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

—-"‘/ -
Narne: Fred Geve
agiesss  _5064 (anm Aee

City/State/Zip: _&zvla&,_cg_eﬂ;y

[]
Official Public Comment 3 585

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an ption about the t of water that could be available for the river.,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional I2gislation
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

achieve a legally dated ion of the Y
Thank You,
Narme: _Kl(lur(? Weosenduak

Address: 225 Raglf-orc] - Dt:

City/State/Zip: &Mlpbef! cA gs5mf

- - e e

Official Public Comment 35 g b

Denr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of nc more that 30 percent of the natural warer 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 ption about the of water that could be avaiiable 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 Prefecred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally doted jon of the ecosy X

Thank You, i

MName: éedeﬂ?_‘éi { :gg‘gﬁéz; M’b
Address: %06 Sausac,ro S
City/State/Zip: o tsﬂéégfq Cair P Pgas—

L XY ) e D3-1449
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

T Mm‘]’ﬁ:’dmﬂ‘f Comment 3591 Postcards from Matt Shogren, Ted Morrison,
p— and George & Carol Burkhardt

I support a diversicn of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Rzpo%t::: recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of ¥iter that could be available for the river. 3587-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivegivision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifg priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVF. Therefore, the Pref Alternative does not go far enough to 3588-1
achieve a legaily mandaied restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You, 3589-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Name: [‘_Jfg ﬁ L %ﬁeﬂ
_ipzo fomovia. Hve

Address:

City/State/Zip: &ih“mf {;g N Efr'_'zrﬂfg

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment 3 5 8 8
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members: el

{ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natuea? water flow
{rom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced ﬂ}e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
2n assumnpiion about the amount of waier that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: TED MoRRLE I
Address: 07 Gl DE

City/Srate/Zip: _SIH LOSA CAH FSFoX

’
Official Fublic Comment 35 m
1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of a0 more that 30 peccent 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 iimited 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 Preferréd Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally ted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
MName:
Address: g;ogge&wmmsmm -
City/State/Zip:  Nawark CA R4560-1418 R
RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C = v y Ay -’3. D3-1450
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

it Puli Commens 35&0 Postcards from Keep the Sespe Wild, Ron Seba, President, Lauren Ward,

o - and Alasdair G. Coyne

I 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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . “p s
an assumption about the of water, that could be availsble for the diver. 3590-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity-River Division, and additienal legishation

clearly gives Trinity fish and Wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water i i “Fi ies.”
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far cnough to 3591-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, KEEP 3592-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name: ETHEQ amg;; e ’mm Eﬂ“\l 5?5@& Y, PQB’IW\-T

Address: CA

City/State/Zip: (805) 6465950

Official Public Comment Sﬂ '

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 ption about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifz priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandsted restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Lowren (Nard
Address: P Pox 1SHS

City/State/Zip: O{Oi, Gk 5024

=)

Official Public Conment 3“2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the naturel water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that

. produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
2n ption about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mapdated ion of the ecosy
Thank You,
Name:

Addres: L) ALASDAIR Q. COYNE
Cliry/State/Zip: U b 913502234
RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C —~\ V 4 .’A D3-1451
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment % 3 :—' 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mesbers: Postcards from Lynn Boyer, Adrienne Carter, and Richard J. Stanewick
1 suppart & diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
f,’,‘;‘fiu?,ﬁ‘,‘;‘ ‘;‘ﬁ’ﬁiﬁiﬂn ﬁﬁﬂ;‘&?&i’;ﬁrﬁ;‘d‘iﬁﬁis““ “f;ﬁ?,{,;&gb, 3593-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be availzble for the Sver.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additional legislation 3594-1 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 to . . . .
achisve & Jegally mandated restoration of the scosystem, £ e 3595-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Name: i

Address: b9 srmews CT

City/SutelZip: _{Suutnius Q¥ 42220

— e . Official Public Comment 13514

DeatEIS/EIR Team Members: —,

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the laticns were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watet
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Hdr;ehng: C.:"lrigc
Address: 1003 Lo, Dy, BT

City/State/Zip:  Fop g Ca  A5840

it o | 566 S

Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:

" Tsupport a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nZMWEl water fow
from the Frinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limtited by
an assnmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address: 3 i
City/State/Zip: ¥ BEVERLY BRIVE
RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C — V ® -’l D3-1452
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

B “Dffeial Public C 1 & . . .
Dear DSRIR Team et 3 Postcards from Aspen Madrone, Brian Basor, and Christopher Ellings
- .I.‘s.l;p;ort a divmit?n of no. more that 30 percent of the natural water fow . . )
mﬂ%g’:ﬁo?ﬁgﬁzﬂ nﬁ?ﬁl‘aﬁiﬁﬁﬂféﬁ&ﬁfﬂi&ﬁiﬁi‘b, 3596-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver. . . . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation 3597-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to 3598-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, -

Thank You, ‘ -
Norne: Asper Madl’ow B ;5 T
Address: PO Loy 52 ——_—
CipSweizip: _Acedn, (4 G551 &us fzsmﬁd“fﬁm

Amata, CF .

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

—

Official Public Comment sm 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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatiens were limiled by
an assurmption ebout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating tite Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waser
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

RESEIVED
Thank You,
Address: 2880 trac b Fa A ?‘\‘\C;'c Wilgii

City/State/Zip: Al‘c.o.:s@f cA 1S 52{.

o 6 ficial Pbiic Comment Esq 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: —

I support 2 diversion of no more fRiat 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scisnce 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 Hver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional Iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go fr encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

‘Thank You, .
Name: gm‘gi‘a!o&&v’ C‘:.f(\'ufj < AEBEIYS -
Address: £ ,60 v HAEA nE[\ P r 193¢
CityStaerzip: _Hveatn O 550 IS Fa b Wildife ..
. . / S A h
AN\ 4 > _’l D3-1453
RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C V
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Oficiat Public Contment 35"‘1 Postcards from David Ross, Rachel Canving, and Gary A. Jensen

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ suport 2 diversion of o mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3599-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

roduced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
In assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3600-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

1 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fac enough to 3601-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandzted restoration of the ecosystem,

Thask You, REGEIYED

Nasme: /| .4 AEC 27 1580

Address: 22 /’ML_ EFr i Fe w Wikdife Sene,

City/State/Zip: M(kn‘)}d&;, e ¢ 4_ e A

Fepse 753579 .
Doul sl T 7 Awes Buanes QW-F

Official Pablic Comntent 3 boo

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. ‘While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repot, the dati were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legiclation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - JECEFYED

Name:

Address: A usé!, ) EG 27 1869
City/State/Zip: %9 Cin & ‘Nﬂld!é;\e

Gfficial Public Conunent 3@0‘

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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptien about the ameunt 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 CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to

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

- Mr s o
Name: AR - ST L g i

Address: 71 e oy Ao A EV
- CipstateiZip: Alameds_ G G450

<\ " ) :A, D3-1454
RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C v by
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

- el i Commen Bboz Postcards from John T. Doran, Ali Freedlund, and Brad Klaas

-~ Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow ) . . o
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sclence aud stucy fhat 3602-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wm’efhrmmd by
tion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . o
a[igaiisl:ri?n creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additienal legislation 3603-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water

e eroruion of G coospanr T far enough to 3604-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mi

Thark You, JERERYE T

Wame: - o~
John T Dorn . OEG 27 1890

. PO Bor 1196

Address: Wiow Créek CAGSETH-188  ——— 52 Fier &

City/State/Zip: —_—

Official Public Cortmesnt 3bo 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 Evalustion Report, the tecommendations were Nmmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does net ge far enough 10

achieve a legally mzmdat/ed resteration of fhe ecosystem.
Thark Yeu, 3 Wﬂ“&”""é__ REPEgYEY
Name: %& Al Freed b:uJ A

Address: P& Fok |

City/State/Zip: &M{g CH ?SS‘SS/ wuu:.f’e Sew

Official Public Comment 3boq

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 eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditiona] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . -
Name: %mm REGEIWELD
Address: 23 _So. 5 TEC 27 032
City/StaterZip: _5F |eal9ny 3 Fish & Wildlife Sertic
arcata, CA
g > - D3-1455
RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C <~ V ‘A
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment Sbos Postcards from Vincent Peloso, Dawn Ermatinger, and Shelley Johnson

Dear EISEIR Team Members:

I support & diversion -7 more that 30 percent of the natural water flow _ . . "y . ”
from the Trinity River B¥S eI B Satence and study that 3605-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evalualio.n Report, recommendations were limited by . . s . .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3606-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaticn
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
o tho GV, Thersfore, the Preforred Aliemative dods nof g0 far enough (o 3607-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . Ei_gf 1gET
Name: MﬁO_ -
Address: Lo gowq - o7 1999

CityState/Zip: __AALATA Qo QUXT7§~ 7 Thifesers

Oﬁf(‘:iﬂ! Public Comment bob
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppori a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nanural water flow
fratn 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.
Legislatien creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority cver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative dees net go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated rstoration of the ecosystem.

RESEIVER
Therk You,
Mame: BEC 2 7 1939
Address: K2 twck ST JS Fish & Willife Sarc-

CiySatZip: __Pephn GBS q3§2(  Areew Ch

j‘ oﬁg,_-m! Publie Comment Bb 07

2T Dear BIS/EIR Team Membirs:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
prosduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does net Eo far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ) _ REGETYES
Name; ‘5)’14/}41-7 :SOD(JH"UO/? — "
Address: It & f/“.}—‘ﬁ 5‘)‘ Det 27 1990

CityfStawiZip: _fArea—ts,  CA 35T F ¢ ;’f"‘“g: Semis

RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C =\ v Ny Ay -’A. D3-1456
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Deac EIS/EIR Team o 3‘008 Postcards from Cheryl Beers Ash, Harvey W. Carroll,

. I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aataral water flow and Andrew S_ Thompson
" fraim the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
ay assumption about the amount of witer that could be available for the river. . . P .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and zdditional legislation 3608-1 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 . . . " P
achieve o legally mandated restaration of the ecosystem. 3609-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, .

Namer GVW/LI{ Beers fish

Address: e Ribelrp bn IEc 27 1999

Ciy/State/Zip: _Fopada, OA ABS2] oo s vikiie Seriic:
Arcaia, CA

HEBEIYED 3610-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural waier flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tece dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ersating 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, - j:‘gEJﬁEi"
Name: ot f BED 27 1999
Address: HinS sle Lonse

S Fish & Witdiife Seqic.
CiySuteZp: _ M asoelmd On 95547 aream, ca

o , omdﬂab;ac.mmm %‘o

Dear EIS/EIR Te_:in Members: iy
- 3 e

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

Thank You,

. RECERVED
Name: e 12 ~
Address: fﬂ ED% éoﬁ . NEC 27 1998

CitysmerZip:  zavbrv, h‘e/ a %oij IS Fish & Wildiife Seci

Argata, CA

RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C =\ V > .’A D3-1457
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Melissa L. Moore, Bev Prosser, and Barbara Eller

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

3611-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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 aod study that 3612-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
i ion about the amoant of waier that could be available for the river. 3613-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife pricsity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP, Therefore, the Prefsrred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, P . )
: IEBEIVER

Name: I

Address: #‘35'
City/State/Zip: y

_'E.:r-Oﬂi;‘Ial Pabhc Comment 3@ l z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1)

isiv 2 Wildlife Seriic-
4reaia, CA

L support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amount of warer that couid be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. !
i T IESEIVED

Thank You,
Mame: gfﬁ/ @“ ML JEC 27 1909
Address: /A5 7 Y- SF 15 st 4 Yidlite Ssrrc

City/State/Zip: - Arczia, CA

N - B '“;_.
.* . - Oﬁ‘cm’ Pablic Comment 3 b ' 3

Dear EISIE[R Tean Members:

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

" an agsuraption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lcglslgtl.?_q TEE
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of ahy water ~
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, 195
Thank You, 3 m,ma@ Q. Eoten 4%, Fisin & Wildlife Sz
Name: * . freats; CF

- Bartarz Eller
Address: - ‘bﬁ“ 281 E, 3t
: : ot City, CA 95531-4232

Cli‘fStatm‘ZlE:

<\ " :A D3-1458
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

e BSEIR T Mot 3“"'} Postcards from Jane Bothwell, Joan Cole Eppen
and Shopan & Fred Entesari

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 abous the amount of water that could be available for the river. R . . " .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3614-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough ta 3615-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yon,

_— : : REGEIUZ 3616-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Address: %?E%&% !E%gﬁ ‘HTS._}EI? 27 1989

City/State/Zip: qu a=havd, o8 ?ﬁ’ﬁwﬁdm Seir

Artata, CA

Oﬂiahl-:PubEr: Comment 3b ‘ s

Dear EISEIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere 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 datiens were Limited by
an assumption abont 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 priesity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You, ) FESEITEY
Name; E.J?w" Joan ' AE A
Address: . il e 27 1999
City/State/Zip, CA91362:1906 i# ~ish % Wildlife Sgreip:

Arcata, GA

Official Public Comment b ' b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

support a diversion of no mere that 30 parcent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science snd study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not g0 far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, CEREIYEY
Name: s
Address: w ShopIn Entesan & Frad Ereanan 2 gan
- T s
City/$tate/Zip: s EAS13s. ; _u.c:f::i’g: e
RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C v . A -
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 3@ (1 Postcards from David Eppen, James I. Stone, and Christina Williams

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nature] water flow 617-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppon the science and stdy that 3 p

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . ug: P
an assumption about the smount of water thar could be availahle fot the river. 3618-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . s .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water 3619-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You, ] . RESEWED
Name: TQE&..LE‘;_TE_ DEC 27 1000
Address: 7742 Calle Apel|maan a widie seicr
City/State/Zip: “L . Arcata, CA

G/ 562

Official Publéc Comment 3“(8

Dear EISEIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, REBEIUER

Name: Tpes L. SIRUE i
Address: B Efsman) W i Sigh & Widiite Seriies

City/State/Zip: N2 arcate. OA

e

diversion of no mord tHaTSO 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 agsumption abour the amount of water that could be available For the river.
Legislation ereating 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 go far engugh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, S EEHE—T;
Name: Crodfe sa Wttearpee .

Addregs: Kagesfod FALL Sﬁr-..v',:.r.f_ o o _mgg_
City/StateiZip: 30 (88 it AYE. 0 Wit ser

Claiestm# 4 91 1y

<\ " ) = D3-1460
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pablic Comment 3‘0 20 Postcards from Craig Williams, Lisette Singer, and Jean Cooke

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

e rt a diversi £ ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow - . . ups e
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suiport the science end study that 3620-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amouvnt of water that could 5e available for the Tiver, 3621-1 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 wa . . . . les.”
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go. g.ﬁ‘ggif é§~ 3622-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries

achieve a legally mandaig toration of the scosystem:.,

-t 'R
Thaok You, ‘]EL 27 1gg-.

* P
Name: Pty C‘-) LY A g Fisn & WUETE 55
éjam%!;!!!& T Mt e
Address: / 7// 5 7
KING
— RN BUTIERS DRIVE ——

City/State/Zip:
OAXEAND, Cs. fdgie

Official Public Comument %L\

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
feom 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 priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mendated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address;
CityfState/Zip: <
. “fy 8 Fish & Wildlifs Seri
Clalepdng (A 9171y 3 it

Official Public Copment 3b Lz

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhbers:

1 support # diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating 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 Preferred Altlemative does not go far enough to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. I
1AL ER

Thank You, O C ’
Name: \.JG'OM . JEC 2T 4900
Address: _j{). Pof 8 13 FisH & Wildlife Sor.

City/State/Zip: Mﬁw_ Arcata, Ca
Q<=0 /7

R N s D3-1461
v 2
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Pablic Comment 3913 Postcards from Garold Mcintire, Eleanor Jones, and Marilyn Allen
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a fi.iyersil_m of 1o more I.!lxat 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I sopport the science and study that 3623-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the r dlati s were limited by
2n eseumption sbou the amount of water that could be svailable for the river. 3624-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P .
to the CVP. Therelore, the Preferred Aliemative does nat go far encugh to 3625-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . c
Name: E‘;gmfﬂ- (V) e sesevss
Address: ‘O-%UJ{ OB

Cite!State/Zio: DEC 27 1998
ityfState/ i L -S Fisn & Widife &l
96572 “1DR Arcata, G
Official Public Comment 3 b zq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
praduced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the & dations were limited by
an assumption abont the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem.

Thank You, .

Name: lf 3 FECEIYER
Address: P28, 'aid o7
City/State/Zip; . JER 27 1909

J& Flsh & Wildlifa Sermie~
Areata, CA

CH 98s27

:i Officiat Public Comment 3@&5

Dear EIS/EIR Tea embers:

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

Thank You, i H]
Name: WHRILIp ALty HESEIVRS
Address: Bi22 & sT JEC &7 1998
City/Stare/Zip: Euvicka oo 75563 & widite seric:

Brgata, CA

<\ ) L D3-1462
v 2
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

W ra oy

P

R i ommen 3 bzb Postcards from Joe & Pat Dougherty, Judy Sears, and Chris Peterson

—
- ])ear'EISJ‘EIR Team Memtbers:

I support a diversion af no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . Py . P
from the Trivity River Basin. While [ support the science aad study that 3626-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reco dazions were limited by . . .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3627-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Leglslatmn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
ciearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3628-1
achieve a legally mandated cestoration of the ecosystem.

FESElYz .

Thank You,

— I
Name: M&E_m%lmw‘h‘ QEC 27 1384
Address: {580 Genss ST gk g wigr, Sar,:.

City/State/Zip: Mb#m&fc_ﬁ_‘i_\fg 19 Arcats, ¢

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Officiai Public Comment ab Z?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more thatr 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sclence and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the 1 d: were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be avaitabie for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Divigion, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not %u far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. BEBEIVED
Thaok You, e Lo

’ W 2y
Name: & \UJ«V QeM': a2 Wi 11999
Address: (20 ) &t~ M"A— * grcagénét: Serlic

City/State/Zip: MML(

Official Public Comment 3us

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tee 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 legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally dl ion of the y - AEREIVED
Thank You,
Name: LUM..’C; S~ BEC 27 1388
Address: 225 L (e o5 e & Ve Sargc
cata,
caysuaeZipn _ Fogechrlle CA e A
g5y L
-3672.D0C —\ g > .l’ D3-1463
RDD/TRINITY3572-36 ~S
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

S Officil Pubic Comment 3b1ﬁ Postcards from Carol Masterson, Ethan Jankowski, and Johanna
) rEn Team Members: Schussler

I siipport 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,, 3629-1 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 CVP. Therefore, the Preferted Altemative does not go far enough to 3630-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,  (Caaed. “FacTtrer/ EREIYET 3631-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name: Q&ﬁg‘-_&m‘éﬁﬂ s i 1999

Address: ~ga HARSGR SHBY Le L sE

City/StaterZip: QAL LocTA oA 9ASS28 mca

Officin! Public Comment 3 bso

Drear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 3@ pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin, While I suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaleation Beport, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thenk You, i rAEBETYES
Name: Edlan denthewsl -

Address: EXLr \‘-‘f‘iﬁpi"}"\“ AthL = e
City/State/Zip: E‘\.H'ULC\ ; G‘\ qﬁ%’ﬁhaggogf e

m——ry ——p—

a gg@@i}; Comment sbs ‘

Dear EISEIR Team Memberse—

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 ef water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priesity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: T M
Address: Hyte 5™ st " DEC 2 7 1008
City/State/Zip:

UE Fish & widiife Servce
Arcata, CA

<~ e o D3-1464
v 2
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

D oficial Public Comment 3'.32 Postcards from Jennifer Monahan, Walt Guilbert, and Ron & Kim Pruyn
.- Dea%SIEIR "Team Members: 7

{ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3632-1 Pl thematic r n titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that - ease see thematic responses title 1sheries.

produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the ¢ dations were limited by . ) ) ]
an assumption about the amount of water that coulg be available for the river. 3633-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10 3634-1
achieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosy:

Thank You, .

\ Ser Taea REQEIVED
Namse: )
Addross: A H SE Bok B BEL 27 1990
City/State/Zip: _ﬁmaAnfCAJﬁ.’ﬂl— LIS Siah & Wiinlife Seric

Amaiz, G

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

'-Z_'\ojacw Public Comment 3“33

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mémbers:

1 suppert a divession of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
foom the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legislaticn ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversien of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does n;pil ﬁoﬁ fé:i;&qsqgh o
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the scosystern!3 £ v

I S e

Thank You, =
s gES 27 1998
Name: Wiy 4w Les i :h N \:M e Ser
18 1l g H ESEiaisod
Address: 319 digser  EEEE e
City/State/Zip: P ok & :

Official Public Comment 3&34

Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

1 support 4 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 11:39 Flow Evalustion Repont, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditional legizlation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion. of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, th‘c Preferred Alternative does not go far enaugh ta

hieve a legally di ration of the ecosy .
Thank You,. e
Name: EQN%]ZTM PRuva) RECEIVED
Address: A9 CHeSTER DR pEp 27 1899
CiyiStaieizip.  PENNGROEE  0A i & Wil Service
qua< Ascata, CA
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 3b$5 Postcards from Lynn Wasserman, Dave Larson, and Tim Yamauchi

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3635-1
from the Tiinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . s .
an assumption about the amount of water that covid be available for the river, 3636_1 Please see thematlc responses tltled Flsherles'
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3637-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You, --'E””'T’VW

AL LR [YaE
Name: Lyw hAsSSe M " =
Address: 8855 PemesTO  jrp o,
CitySmte/Zip: A0 FRatisee, CA A2 05 7er 2 vegita —

Arcata, CA

Qfficial Public Comment 3b 3 b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the 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
e the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go Tar enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thack You, _‘EE%E“!EB
Name: & Uc l—‘lé ‘1 T2 ? 19%
Address: h—o § Tish & Widle Seriies:
CityfState/Zip: Hf:,‘t?!"lf (4-’ Arcata, G

Qfficial Public Comment 3 w 3 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
trom the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of eny water
to the C¥P, Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far snough to

achieve a legally mandated restoraden of the ecosystem. SR
TESEIWEY

Thank You,

Name: TG Yarmauoey JEC 27 1998

Address: Veh SreaTson) B J% Fish & Wildlife Sergic

CityfSlatelZip: Convs beeomas,  La Areata, CA
-
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

PesREESHTR W8n Members: Postcards from Morton Gothelf & Candace S. Dekker, Joe Hamilton, and
e oot Joan Forster

-ﬁsgﬁ%ﬁr rversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tririity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendalions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river. _ ic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3638-1 Please see thematic resp
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

HRILEY - ¥
ha Official Pabiic Commen_t 5 U ’ v

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to 3639-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You, PRI | CreFhe Cardace S, 3640-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name: Dek[ce.'
: A
i
Address: /2 G 579 Fillwwr
=

City/State/Zip: —&Mﬁf ey
e O
CMM 2 M '% 3

Officiat Public Comment 3 b ﬂ

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 sbout the amount 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. Therefors, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, e o
Name: sloe. Harm, /T REGRIY =
Address: %% Desy Ren_egr DEC 2 ¢ gt

City/State/Zip: _ Sewny 51.:.@1 Ca.55:134 35 Hsh & Wiiants £
frcata, CR

Official Public Contntent 3 b * °

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

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

* prodoced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assuraption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additiona legislation
clealy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, ihe Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

fhack You, HEREIVED
Mome: m_ iy
Address; Moy Sevmomd Y L A WE
CityStaeiZip: _(ormty Yoo Con g Fish & W 550
anary A ©

<\ " ) = D3-1467
v 2
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiai Public Commens 3[5‘-‘ ‘ Postcards from Greg Wasserman, Tomasz Sosinowski,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Dave Graham

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 Repoit, the recommrendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of Tater that could be available for the river, 3641-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi_tional legislation
olcarty gives Trinity s and wikllife prierity aver the diversios of any watey 3642-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. H—{eiﬁ—g-ﬁ

Thank You,
Wame: (22&'6 Wﬂ;&eﬂmg PEC 27 1999

Address: LESS Perce ST Mibys men & wikdife Service
CitySratelZip: _SAw FRawecte £A qf1a3  Poaia CA

3643-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

' Official Public Comment sbq z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Menthers:

I support & diversion: of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an assutption sbout the ameunt of water that could he available for the siver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally L 3 of the ecosy.

Thank You, SELEIYED
Name: ToMMAST  SOSIMOWSE )/ o

Address: 429 LNl N Bl AY EC 27 659

City/State/Zip:  SAN FPRANCISed5 CA 442 2380 & Wl;dlgzsﬁﬁ‘*
SOCANE,

-
Qfficial Public Comment 3b * 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

JeRRIYEL
Thank You, 3 EGE !

Namg: DﬁNe Griorm : T g9
Address: g g & Wiife Seryics

- s v
City/Sate/Zip: 4, 48¢=fa,, Ch J563) Argaia, CA

— ) AY D3-1468
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

o iﬁcf.,,mmc.m.m 3‘9“4 Postcards from Patricia Graham, Edward Howells, and Sandra
ear samt Members: Stevenson

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fror the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppost the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could he available for the river. 3644-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife pricrity over the diversion of any warer

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3645-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

: : “" : : ”
Thank You, ‘ FEFTIE 3646-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Name: Pﬁ fATAY.] '\Qﬂﬂm T )

Address: Ziﬁgl &,-_Q ol [
Ciry/Stateizip: AN, Sageamann Ch 9569\

A Oﬁidn{?nbﬂc Comment 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: * )

~ I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by
an agsumption 2bout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation oreating the Teinity 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 encugh ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. -+ 41YEY

Tk Xow o it Hoeils

Name:
Address: qotD {q-f\ &t .
City/State/Zip: 5’~4¥f‘nf—l$ca,l A ey

Officiat Pubk’c. Comment 3 b 4 b

Pear 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 legisfation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity aver the diversion of any warer
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally dated r ion of the scosy
Thank Yon, nER =
Naeme: Sandyre Stevensna _— e
Address: 2639 Yerbg CULF anf"“:_ o |: .
City/Staterzip: _Saut Jose ~ CA R
e Lol ke I
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Comment 3@‘{1 Postcards from Brian Good, Dave Fisher, and John Wyro

Dear EIS/EIR Teand Members: =

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow 3647-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by . : : :

an assumption about the amount of whter that could be availihle for the Tiver. 3648-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
l_,egislal:il?n creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3649-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thark You, . REFEIvLe
Name: Briang Gumil —
Address: ’3% H*i 8‘} ﬂ'A— . it f:ervlc
Ciyswezio: _PUCAAR. (A o561 B ;;;;_‘IJ i

"

A

— e -
Official Public Comment b ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scienee and stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendstions were limited by
#n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rives.
Lagislau9n creating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrcd Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration, of the ecosystem. :

Thank You, EE%E]‘H%
Name: M . .
Addr:ss: 65 & !"gQ frye AEC 27 1998

City/State/Zip: Mﬁ“‘"ﬁﬁfﬁm

Official Public Comment quq

Drear 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
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumnplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation crgating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislatien
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far Eﬂﬁ?‘w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. (3 58 14 L

Thark You, -

e ol WD R
Address: Y0 VAnEY D, s i
City/State/Zip: og,lgnn, Py 3

<\ " ) = D3-1470
v 2
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiat Public Comtnent 3050 Postcards from Edward C. Pope, Barry Klaas, and Patricia Howells

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . . o
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3650-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

. produced the Flow Evaluztion Report, the tecommendations 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 3651-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity aver the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Altsmative does ot go far enough to 3652-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally dated of the ecosy .

X ¢ LB
Address: S Lennere (gL HEBEIYED
Citysutezips __(yrnde  LF g 86 BEC 97 1000

7€ Tsh & Wiidiife Servis
Argzta, CA

Cfficial Public Commant 3“5 ‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the 7 dations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversfon of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, i ) s
Name: &&QM Qens FESEIUEY
Address: MY v Cady dane OEG 27 B

City/State/Zip: (o5 Groms  OA 500

0 pish & Wildlife Sariv.
#reata, CA

. .

Oﬁicfal-;;bﬁc Camment 3 usz

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 Aiternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, 2k ﬁé‘}iﬁ‘ﬂ:
Name; A—F@Cﬂ‘a [J@,JC [[S o L4
Al _Gos® Jr S 4 BEC 27 1900

CitylStatesZip: _ Dan Flone Tocr  CA¥ Jﬁ-%?*cgﬂ‘g’: Servic
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 3063 Postcards from Joe Tupin, Theresa Chavez, and Edna Sow

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. Wiile [ support the science and sy 1 3653-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the rew:mulfin:anons_klw;mfhmtjhwd .byﬂ

i £ ailable for the niver, ) ) . .
ﬂgaslssi:m? zggxlieﬁm}rﬁ;ﬂtﬁzﬁ;&; " aditional legislation 3654-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water

e ety man: thde s M;eurfaﬁ "&ﬁi:m“‘“ o fer caoneh 1o 3655-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the e
JEREIVED

Thank You, —

Name: ALR 1\993

Address: 4 e Sl

City/State/Zip: Tl A
Ferb

Official Public Comment 3 m

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

g Fish :&Cwmilf\g;

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppor the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefcre, the Preferred Altemative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: /féetﬂ&zz { Eéglﬂz_.-

Address: HIT fabe Glan !!@4 UL :
Clry/State/Zip: Sz [i& IR 2> 1S fisn & wadiite Seilnn

Arcata, G

Official Public Comment 3”65

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: R

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

Thank You, . FEBEIWAD
ad S Eish & Witdiifs Ser.-
City/Stateizip: WSy, L G518 us s m:at: ::T:
RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C — v » :l D3-1472
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Doar EISIER Team Memmer 3t Postcards from Daniel Hale, Terry Spreiter & Jay Franke,
- ot and Jim E. Lewis

" I suppart & diversion of no more that 38 percent of the natusal 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 . e .,
an assumption. abous the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3656-1 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 . . urs P

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Ahemative docs nof go far enough to 3657-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. tled “Fisheries.”
TEL L] - Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank Yor, RECETVED 3658-1 p

Name:

Address: &[ ZH3 DEC 27 1840

City/State/Zip: é&ﬂfqaﬂg (. Fpo72 - 274 Fen & vitcite Serc
Arcata. TA

c

OfFicial Public Comment 3 Us 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thet 34 percent of the natural water Row
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaination 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 watgr
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough fo
achieve a legally mandated mmorasion of the £cogystem) ,

Thank You, S ) ’,: b ’
Name: e 4 preiler Ay

Address: Taile Ol Shake Afiway {FIB53Y000
City/State/Zip: Ovicle i q 55,&2 4% Fieid & Wiidtife Servic-

Arcagz, Ca

Official Public Comment 3 b S 9

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an zssemption about the amouni of water thar could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clsarly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priocity 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, N
Name: }/-; ):Z’ EEQE:H!E:‘
Address: S PRI ¢

¥ :.
City/StatelZip: TS &0 e . FQECQ. 1090
' 9342 T "“A&m V::dlgf Serre

. ' > - D3-1473
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

oparnccommet HODY Postcards from Patti Howard, Britt Phillips,
Dear EIS/EIR Toam Members: and Robert W. & Nancy S. Breslin

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 Evetuation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3659-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assusmption about the amount of water that conid be available for the river.

islath ting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . o
ln:-ii?:iy g?feﬁrﬁniﬁ, fish andtii]dlife priority over the diversion of any water 3660-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

o the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred altsmative does not go far enough to . . P .,
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3661-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Name: Dﬂnﬁ L‘\ﬂ\ﬂk\&h
Address: ?D '\l(h( qq"i
CrysweZip ALy CA

rl

Offcial Public Comment 3 b 00

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that couid be available for the rivet.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversicn of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thaak You, RETEIVED
Mame: BRITT PHILLIPS =
) —ZUT TRAFFICWAY — AT
Address: ARROND GRANDE, CA 53430 FEL 27 1999
City/Sate/Zip: 22 Tmh & Viildife Seriics
aroeta. Gh

el

. ' Tr
. Official Public Commenz

a0 tﬁﬁlgsﬂ':[k Team ]‘%ernhers:

iy

1 suppost a diversion of no more that 30 per?enl of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Ahemative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame: &é v ﬁﬁ! . Q N &'/gkv‘i;:: 5‘35]1{5]‘;
Address: -ﬁ@.éb”_ﬁﬁ_ TED Y1900

City/State/Zip: Wﬁ' TE - . hiedife Sarde

EET o 1Y

RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C =\ v > -’3. D3-1474
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

' Postcards from C. Wells, Tom Roff, and Tom Roff
Official Public Com

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of 3662-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scisioe and o . PP c
produced the Flow Evatuation Repert, the recommandations wers 3663-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption shout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation . . . ups P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the divmm s 3664-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not g " gim ’

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

e 8 I DEC 27 1599
o , C - us FfshA& \':ﬂ'l'dgfe Service

me: * reata, CA
Address: 323 Yl S5E

City/Stare/Zip: w}} . .
N Qane abmittha Teinityy — H Isof niiond
-‘a‘i‘ﬁmw. P&m&ﬂ?mwm" L
Official Public Commen; 3 b b 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils | 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 mver.
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 does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame; Tt Roff FEREIUED
- Address: PMATEY (2o duiimamo. v, BEE 93 1990
itvr - . oL hot
City/Stte/Zip: g s &4& cn——oﬁ—‘f&-—_;s Fish & Witeilie Servic:
fa. CA

Arcats

Official Public Comment 3 bbq

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 Bvaluation Report, the recommendations were lmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish 2nd wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Nare: Tow Rals IEBEIYED

Address: Pudde? Lo Puivtaco ok Ep 57 e
ChSaEie: moce Ray Co 9364 g, WildliFe Ser:.
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 3‘9"5 Postcards from Britt Phillips, R. Fowlks, and Shane A. Sevey

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3665-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomimendations were limited by . .,
o about the 2mount of water that could be available for the river, 3666-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an Ls
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation

f;%ﬂeyg\t;;s Eﬁi‘l’ffofi" tzzdl’vrz;‘::lrg:ilﬁ?:mﬁ::rdt:;ﬁ;?;ogfe?oigwhar 3667-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: BRITT PHILLIFS JESEIYED

Address: ARROYQ GRANDE, CA 93420 JFEL 27 1090

City/State/Zip: i3 Fish & Wildie Servicr

Arcata, GA

Official Public Connsens 3b IOU

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 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Replirt, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount ofwater that covid be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditional 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. R EBE{YI .

Thank You, - c

Name: -_T\“’ Fowouioy EEE 3” m:gs,:
i ~ 2 Fish iletlife o

Address: [ 20 1RO Bareata, G

City/State/Zip: Lhelele  beelseoss
SR AT

s
3
-

3 ot comnen 1
i 2ol

..l..'

' 7 Dear EIS/EIR Feam Membersr:
= . - RS NN
I support a divetsion of no m&% 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 recommendatians were limited by
an ption about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not 2o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, AEGEJYED
Nome: Stoinse ff  Spoer; EC 27 190
Address: figé&{ é!]ﬂ o3 2 -+ P M Fsh & Wildiife Sarvic
City/State/Zip:  Lenre fr o A _eSsey freata. CA

<\ " ) = D3-1476
v 2
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Paul Petterson, Gary Maganaris, and Jan Clarridge

Official Public Comment 3 V“s

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ) ) ) )
diversion of that 30 t of the nafaral water flow 3668-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 suppert 4 diversion of no more thai percent o

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and stdy that ) ) . o
prodiced the Flow Evaluaion Repor, the recommendions were lmited by 3669-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be ?yaiiable t:or tl‘w fver, ‘ . . o
Lfgli-an?:-‘::r‘?r:?tgyEil'::hT;n?iu\!;rdll‘:g E&ﬁ?&xﬂdﬁcﬂ;igwffﬂ:;?"wm 3670-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Ciear]

10 the C:BVP Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

: HEGEivEn
Thank You, -

. Name: @t\ul— Perreess DEC 27 18
Address: 69 S. MiavrAre I Fish & Widite Sen.:
Ciisaerzip: _ DAY G A W05 i ca

- ’ ]

OQfficial Public Conmeent 3 b w

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support = diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturai water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an essumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addizional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority gver the diversion of any water
te the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w©
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thark You, )

Name: ﬁﬂﬁ)‘ rﬂA&MARﬂS
Address: ﬂll’- BJW\JtEYJ JQV‘E IEC 27 1888
City/State/Zip: Ssum;\a—.-} A, Thoo s Fir & WIS Sors

LT R NS

AEFEIVED

Official Public Comment 3 b ., o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L suppoct a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
. an. assumpzion about the zauns of waler dhat coutid e dvailahis (G-l rvar.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additioral legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thetefore, the Preforred Aliernative does ot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated jon of the scosystem.
Thank You,
Mame:

- g > - D3-1477
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— : — = Letter from Marc Robbi

‘ _.Lm'm"-dl—‘]"ta- it cp..r,kii
‘,&m a@;th g,;lustw\_a’:n F?M\_ _

3671-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

RDD/TRINITY3572-3672.D0C & Q 7~ AY D3.1478
L

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

I Tl bl Letter from Scott Stevenson
3 b _ z 3672-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
- _ _ Dec. 18 (429

o Sm.H" S'\'M«Sc\.\ -
_ 2683 Nanbe CLEE 3
Son  Jose (A 9120

Wur. Joe Polosg

A8 Fush & _oNlAlfe Sewvide
Vs (6t Se. o 20§
_Breate oL T5S2

Duw e, ?nie;’

_ _L. “SMPW—" o A.;Ul.rg:h of ns miave Afaa. 3o

of e mhm\ wale, {lams frem who Trinidy Rive, 3672-1
 Bacin whde, T 5&(){0‘1-\- e s 3&\2,.,\._-_,_ an A s'(-udl..,.‘_

P Ak [)fod;-\c,e_.el oo Flows € valuwaten, Q&.Po—d— 'l—C\L .
e da S s otee. | wacked by dn acsiom phe—

. Gbout  tha avnoek of ,,wd—% Aot could be

T oradlable £or dhe rwe lwl—uh\c,v-m_*‘wj o

S T Roiye, Dwmu\ a...A addituwcf leﬁlsfa:l-u\

L (;lwt:] chs T’vm:T._., (:151.\ & wllAllCQ PHW"Hl aves ¥

Y - S U ¥ of _amy water to Y QUP, Thueﬁow. s
. -HM- Pmpe,rre.i R'.-i—u—na-kwe_ _does v\& o Far -
Lo 2troughh Yo o edivere. o legally mandaked
I . veslorahion of ¥lhe ecosysle. . _ BEGEIVED
— e DEG27 1990
e 6 tw t,Uuz., -A3 Fish & Wildlife Seric
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