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

N | N Postcards from Leo Prosser, James Clarke, and Michael Golden

Dear EIS/EIR Tezm 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 3673-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

jon f water that could b ilable for th . . . .
an ascumption about the T o e 11750 3674-1 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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh to 3675-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. fa4igE

SRR R
Thank You,

MName: Z!D %05}&( A G
Address: JAs™% Fark St PP :
City/State!Zip: ﬂr’odiL CA 4¢3+

Official Public Comment 3 b 7q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thaok You,
Name: e ( I (1-"'((
Address: 270 €N Pase lA'Jc.v Fzo2

City/State/Zip: _Claig o Ce ﬁsﬂ 13 i

’ Qfficial Public Conrment b ' 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: :

I suppoit & 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 armount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional izgislation
clearly gives Ttinity 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: b e (oo gt
Address: F38on tooo

City/Stateizip: A Reai, 4. I5378

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

e ESEIR Team et ublic Comment jb O Postcards from Gerald Dickinson, Carol Cruickshonk, CNM, and
Saskia Rymer Burnett

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

an assumption about the zmount of water that could- be available for the river. 3676-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity R.iv;r Division, and additional legisiation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . o .,
to the CYP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3677-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the scosystem. JEREIYE
Thank You, j mEBRIES 3678-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Name: M D Whﬁfv\}ﬂl— JES 2% oG
Address: iy n/'l&«a"\—_l.l_ qu '?SE,& V{;Id‘ij? EES
City/Saee/Zipn _DAVIC (i G616 - FTEY

-

o Official Public Comment ' 7
" Desr EISEIR Team Members:

““T'Slipport 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 tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additicna] legisiation
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 mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yo,
Name: [4 ,:,CJI { g,,;:k Shm‘)‘- CNM‘QE{:
Address: S Frche e Hiyt Ec&

City/Sue/Zip: _fircatre €A 9582 }

Official Public Contnent 3 b 78

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 recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
MName: Ms SASYAA T By mEE. BT T AABED EER
Address: 1537 H‘M‘{ el o .)Ei: o
City/State/Zip: S¥TH EW’% A aGsGe7 e ‘__' .

15 Tis & W

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

Offecial Public Comment %1q

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 Fiow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the niver.
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 not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem. 1% B 13

Thank Yeu,

Name: JER 3 as
Address: ek Ay o
City/StaresZip. ?6-272 .

. Official Public Corumenr 3 w o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural weier flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lirnited 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. $2EITY
CEGENT

Thank You, )
Name: Slevs Hasslinee BED e
Address: ?5 Po‘( S-Gl > 3 “ :

Official Public Corunent “ % '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no mate that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaiuation 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 Gsh and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o lhe CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern. 1ERE 1WED

Thank You, )
Name: ¥ . . QEL 28 99c
Address: _ 2245 Westem Ave seruicr

PR Arcata CA 5521535 35 Esﬁf;c::'

City/State/Zip:

RDD/TRINITY3673-3758.D0C

Postcards from Cindy Kuttner, Steve Hasslinger, and Mark Andre

3679-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3680-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3681-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Offciat Public Comment 3b8L Postcards from Jacu Best, David Wileander, and Gustaaf Vogel

Dear ETS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural watet flow 3682-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from theé Trinity River Basin. While I suppor the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

. . e P
an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be avzilable for the river. 3683-1 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 3684-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

rgaE i

Thank You, ) i
Name: 3LM I&E

Address: R PN S
CiystaterZip: " 1dusos TTX TEzES

Official Public Comment 3 b83
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 assumption aboul 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 Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . PEAE
Name: Dbiorigh b fzt.sn./-"'-_
Address: Ypty chbeiy pabt meae_ 00
G T B W
Cily/State/Zip: ,S‘ig,,.ef Cp. Fop p¥s==i’

Official Public Conment 3 bs q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evahuaticn Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thai could be zvailable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additions] 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. 2 F8EZIYED

Thank Yeu, .
Name: (5 S ARE %Gf(_ FEG 25 1988
Address: 2207 Sron€ Wepn ¢of TR TEHE W

Breatz
CityiState/Zip: _ M) Jul€ Srn Se577 2
7
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Pubiic Commaent
Déear EIS/EIR Team Members:

: 3‘085 Postcards from Susan Ohlson, C. Schmitt, and Jennifer and
John Anderson

I sepport 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 . . Py .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3685-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amouni of water that could be available for the river, . ) — o,
Legislation: creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3686-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

Iretnative does not go fa h to . . . .
taoclic\rt{:: :Téga]l-ryﬂr?;?}r:;l‘::f iﬁfﬁi‘ﬁnﬁr‘e he 22’25;33.1”" g0 far enou 3687-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, SEIEL
Mame: é«mmﬂf)w- nge

Address: 12500 S Hron 0 e .
CitySuateizip:  Bloow Beldl, CA opig ToF .;:c b

Official Public Comment 3 bs b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversicn 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 Reporn, 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 legiglatien
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,

Natne: (. Sedhony i

Address: W L ke & = IF Esh & b
City/State/Zip: T loedwnce anfr AT,

tdse help mate fre Tomly & medet
3& Official Public Comment b’z'crg"%-}

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more thar 30 percent of the narural water flow
froms the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repori, the recommendarions 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
elearly gives Tonity 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: Tennifer aed Tinn Ardessen
Address: 290 Sirnas ?!fm[ o
ciysaeziy: _Sontd Cewls G- QEOLTEL 28 B

U5 FisH & Wildiife =
P, s

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

Official Public Conunent
Dear EIS/EIR Tearmn Members:

3@88 Postcards from Roberata Sparkman, Amanda Sparkman, and
Adrienne M. Graf

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3688-1
an assumptien about the ameunt of water that could be availabie for the river.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislati?n crea}ipg the Trinity ‘Ri\‘rer Dilvislion, and addiltiona_l legislation 3689-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clealy gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity aver the diversion of any water

;iﬁ:::vf :Tég;?; r;f,‘;ﬁ;é‘h"ii‘:ﬁi;i?ﬁ,.”;'é?ﬁ;‘“;!ﬁ;?&?' g0 far encligh to 3690-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, EEL

MName: ]LVY?

Address:

City/State/Zip: &

Official Pudlic Comment %Sq

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 recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preffrred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared rest@¥ation of the ecosystem.

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

. Offtcial Public Comment 3m o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 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 could be avatlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, EEEET‘HE?]
Name: -

JEL 9%
Address: Po fox Sgu - 244 SCOTT IE_QJEC TQEE
City/State/Zip _{ DTUS /4 GsEs| ’ .“Sh,-;%rv : 'I‘\"fte\ Sors

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

Offcial Public Comment 3bq‘ Postcards from James R. Stone, Laurace Laugarbaugh, and Pumuri Hall

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members:

[ support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3691-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Hasin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by R B B “p sV
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the civer. 3692-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water 3693-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. IRCEIVED
Thank You - -

’ JES 25 1998
Narme: , ZE: Wé:f ﬁ 5?‘"% . gg

=2 Sigh & Wildlife Servic-
Address: Areata, ©2

Ciry/State/Zip: ﬁ;mmm. &4 ﬁﬁﬁf

Qfficial Public Comment 3 bq z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
L.egis]ati.un 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,
MName:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Commtent 3 bq 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 petcent of the. natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced ll?: Flow Evaluaticn Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferfed Alterative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You, At

- AEEEIYE
Name: q‘wa &y HﬂFH-(_.
Address: 5&!5@.1.:_53'&:”_”0.&, aﬂiﬂ; P ngl
City/Stete/Zip: Ram ELSEELO O 9230% b5 Rk & Witdite =
Arcata, G2

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

Offctal Public Comment abqq Postcards from Garry Hodson, Richard Gasparini, Jr., and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . Dore"e Morgan

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by 3694-1
an assumphion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Tvinity fish and wildhfe priority over the diversion of any water 3695-1 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. . . . .

" d o SEDE 3696-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, ) HEES
HMame: Gaeey  Sonsens
Address: L5360 4fFE e £ Home

e
CityfState/Zin: Sgar Toce, & Samrir

’ 1
' .
3 bq 5 Offfcial Public Comment 3 'ﬂ;

A0 722 -1f
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
prodiuced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
2n assumpticn about the amount of warer that could be available for the rver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, o
Name: Ricttesy  GASPARWL SR
Address: 9EPY APT05 sy BEnw

City/State/Zip: _ oA~ RéAmen | ¢4 R

390 . agoEIEs

Qfficial Public Comment P
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: JEL 2 1950
iT TSR & Wildif 31-
I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water: flawe.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repory, the recormmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: Zp A #; [ét’/zfn A
Address: JL 6o L) Shar A < b o 5 Troee

City/State/Zip: fan -.70.(‘;;'. & 7 ?.5-//3

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

ogiciat pudic Commens UGV ¥ Postcards from Catherine Godwin, Stephanie Bandy, and Joe Dunyan
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3697-1

from the Trinity River Basm. While I support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 3698-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legisiation

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

o he Cup. Tﬁﬂiffo;_ the pmfmdi[;egmve does not go far eno!:;gh to 3699-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You .

! f! . .
MName: L K'{LM: Mg C—-ngl o
Address: ALY Swe Swdin b
City/SuateZipn Do Lspwond LA 95T .

s & Wiidive Sarea-
Areata. GB

Officiat Public Comment 3 bq 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
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 CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, Y .
Name: Esmjﬁwﬂ IM]M HEGEINET
(RuLe

Address: VIS S FEE 28 190¢
ciyiswezip: _(lagn (o Q702% ol T

Arcats, o

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

I suppart a diversion of ne 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 wers 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 wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Tor onener

Address: FO. fBoxr 7825

City/State/Zip: _CAn e Ca  $592F s mshi & witas

Arcata, C2 ’

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

o vasic conmen. 9 (OO Postcards from Bill Beoghly, Tom Atmore, and Ben Kirby

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . i’ : : ”
1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Slaw 3700-1 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 3701-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler 3702-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

w the CVP. Therefore, the Freferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
AEFIWED

Thank Yeu, =]

Name: Bill Berglly JED 23 1996
Address: VEOC ¢ urRUS AVE | e i
CityfSiate/Zip: Chio oA <5820 sengin, 0f

Officiaf Public Comment 3 70‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral 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 assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Altemative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of #2 ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Tom Atmare
Address: ) 3y é'ﬁﬂl Tetom 3235”’5?2
City/State/Zip: biws & o
Y b 23 3ED 85 gg
S Tmi g

Aroad

Official Prblic Comment 3 702

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

2 Saryies

{ 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 stdy 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 encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu,

wme  fen Kiegy AEGEY S
Address: [050 WABNERST: JEC 28 195
City/Suate/Zip: _ o CA. F55 28 S Fish & Wikiite 5

Arcata, CA

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

Official Public Comment 3 703 Postcards from Roland Allen, Michael Connolly, and Scott A. Gailey

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . s c
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3703-1 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 3704-1 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 ) ) ) )
cloarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any weter 3705-1 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 ecosysiem.

Thank You, -
Mame: AOLANG /J Liep

Address: /566 myrseeey. ST,

City/State/Zip: _£A#1€0 (A, TY428

Official Prbifc Comment 3 7 o q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

- Thank You,
Name: Mitanse Cowmowy  3gpEivED
Address: Bp. Boy 1363 - .
City/State/Zip: _ CuSeq ¢ 9%¥2y DEC 25 1998
iE Sish & Wiidlife Sersics
Arcyia, O4

Official Public Comment 3 ’ os

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppost a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptics 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
te the CVP, Therefore, the Praferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, S‘ v RECEIVED
. < AL (G N
Name: Goaler a0 g
Address: fie S i S
; Vifdiife Servic
City/State/Zip: C,L\-'@ & cf ) s An::rig. ‘KI:n. e
H

<~ v AY
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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:

37 ob Postcards from Carol Helms, Chris Iden, and Patty Moriarty

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3706-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study thai
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3707-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Tiinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 3708-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank Yot FECEIVED

‘ Darol Edolizs
Neme: BEL 28 1966

Address: . ; i
Ciity/State/Zip: (Zé_(ca' (4 FXAf I3 Fon5 Vildite Servc.

Cfficial Public Comment 3 1 07

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be availzble 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 enocugh to
achieve a legally mandated testoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, FEQEIY g -
Meme: CHrt 1D BEC 2% f90¢
Address: 9Ly KEEFER. RD OF Figh & WJI:'III .
City/StaterZip: _CHwd it 9¢557 arcats, £

Official Public Camment 3 1 o 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

. from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legelly mandated restoration of the ecosystem:.

Thaok Yau, FEQEIVED
%ﬁm e
Address: & Wildlite So-rir
City/State/Zip: _)_?’ Arcata. CA

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

Qfficial Public Cominent
Dear EIS/EIR Tezm Members:

3‘7oq Postcards from Kathleen Gaston, Richard Davis, and Pat Calium-Salofra

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3709-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
Do e o B R o toas sould b vl for he e 3710-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount=ef water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation ) . . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3711-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You.
. REREIVED
- .[{,gh\wn Caston, EIVET
Address: F20% Colemon. Revek BAED 28 1900
ciysweizips _ Clace Ot 912X 2 =i & viidite serve-
Arcata, CA

Official Public Comment a 1‘ o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thai 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 amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additionzl legislation
clearly gives Ttinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nol go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . ;' AEFRIFE"
Name: /% 4«% : 2
Address: ‘/nl ’ BEE 28 e

" . Davis LS Eish & Wildiife S -
Ciry/StatesZip: ! Richard, s
1y p ! "@ Box e Arcata, Ci

iz _

o e Pu oo 370

Dear EI;‘S}EIR. Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namgal 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 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 ecosysten.

Thank You, o IEREIY
Namse: i ("Laz;g_“w- S:_ﬂ BEL 9 190¢
Address: /N Cleea el /2 . S e lERE

i b 35, Fish & Widlife S
City/StatefZip: 7 7wt 274 C/zgf ﬁ"g A ?_("r?d Arcata?'cl:f: Se

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

T Offtcial Public Comment 3‘1 |2 Postcards from Billie Prosser, Seth Ricker, and Leonard Laub

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3712-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the stience and study that =
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of watér that could be avallsble for the tiver, 3713-1 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 warer . . P -
to the CYE. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enolgh 10 3714-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - L
s Bt [rossee. SEGEIVE:
Address: /q.(?" /%ﬁr— s BEC 28 98¢
City/State/Zip: M A5 FIsh & Wildite Sanvic.
Arcata, CA
7.3 IFREIYED
3 Offfcial Public Comment  JED 25 49g¢
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: JE TEh & VilidRfs Seric

: 2peaia, OF

1 support a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natura]cwatercﬂow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosy

Thank You, R
Address: . ]q.gpl M‘K—- 51—

City/State/Zipy: N(‘aﬂ’k fhs 48520

3‘"4 | AEREIVED

Officiol Public Comment  TEC 28 1008

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1% Fign & Wiidife Servic®
Arcaia. TR

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
pmdused the Flow Evaluation Report, the récommendations were limited by
ah assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: _LQ'J-‘HMM LH‘( fb
Address: ; C‘QM.."}'R/L» /ﬁ /

City/State/Zip: Q) LAAZ [ Ce Nzq2 3

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

3'“ 5 it s Gomment 35331V Postcards from Sarah Meyers, Yvonne A. Ascher, and Henry F. Meyer

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

SEE S8 . . . .
1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of mean%ur;,';l ;,12,9%0‘}, ) 3715-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support aw‘&ﬁﬁéegaéﬁig}‘@qﬁgtc; . . .
produced the Flow Evaluaiion Report, the recommendationi“iere tfmited by 3716-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water 3717-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alreenative does not go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: SARAL MEcEnNS
Address: JAIL N Rreel S g

City/Stae/Zip: _ & L8 Lfrtor/T _Cn T3/

31 ' b 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
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 Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

e s, A fsd

Addee: “5Y Yid AU
City/State/Zip: mw&q ¢A g0

31| 7 REBEIVED

Official Public Comment aEf 28 1999
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 5 migh & idHHe Seriice

~in, TA
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nahiral watsr flow
from the Trinity Rivet 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 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. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

e A e
Address: 0 Boxy A3/
City/State/Zip: 774

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

31D

ot Pt REBEIVED . Postcards from Bob Zamfall, Greg M. Stock, and James Blomquist
Official Public Comment  * o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: UDEL 28 956 . ) — .
' - Co 3718-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of fieTaituFal/Watele fiwwe.ic :

;;Do?u?;{hr:mgoiw}zfaﬁﬂgh ﬁﬂ;‘i’iﬁﬁﬁ'&mﬁﬁiﬁfﬂ?w 3719-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation 3720-1 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 Yeu,
’ L= N T
Name: P . CG"‘“’!ZLZT\

Address: ng 44' 5 &EW
i i naver G GHG) %

City/State/Zip:

31 [q PTYILID
Official Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Teamt Members: jl:‘ 23 1088

o, -

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of‘thse ng&‘ 5 w”c"m ow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and stm%: that
pmduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

iption about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legaslanon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemdtive dees not go far enough to

higve a legally dated r ion of the ecosystem.

Thank Yoeu,

Name: _éa‘aﬁ M. Stock

Address: 08 Grajkam, Wil 23
City/State/Zip: Sonks, vz ChA qm

3720 o azEEIVEY
Official Public Compront

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: BEL 28 mog

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the B hf‘:‘af"&gf;? figwic:
from the Trinity River Basin. While ] support the science 35d sudy thar
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 wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thecefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -
Name: ;-

Address: ‘3—( d"o

City/Siate/Zip: _ﬁr_zﬁ’g@.c,_a& Foees”

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

Postcards from Eleornore Boese, Robert Von Raesfield, and
Keasley Jones

372‘ Qfficial Public Comment RESEIVED

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: IED 28 1990

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the mammalwatsrdlowic - . ) . o,
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppert the science andztudy that 3721-1 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. 37221
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer . ) . o,
w0 the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 3723-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem. :

Thank You, ?ﬁ-ée 7{{‘-" é
Name: Elerwere iSo=g Alee L Jroeer”
Address: y{ %54 S}'Z’ﬂe&éwc ot /7&' L,P -/
CiylState/Zip: _SHe/dosre ca. 95138 .

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3122 Lo

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the namgal 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 tiver.
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 & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Fhaale You. AEREIYES

Name: 2, /% i

Address: = ok - y '!]Ea 2& 100

Clity/State/Zip: S rrors (K ¢57;§¥EA§C::'U Cap
e

37 Z 3 Officiel Public Corment

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 suppost the scfence 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 Allernative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Haanley Nores REBEI¢T
Address: 18io v &%ﬂ‘ 2L, e
City/State/Zip: Bm% CA ‘f"l“?ﬂé =&

FleR B Wiiclie~ <z
T Preata. LA
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Letter from Rudy K. Beran Dated December 20, 1999

3724-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Rudy K. Beran
1812 Overland Ave #101
Los Angeles, CA 90025

Joe Polos

1.8, Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16% 8¢, #209

Arcata, CA 95521

Dicar Mr. Polos,

naintain at Jeast 70% of its flow, The Trinity River is a great natural asset in an
overcrowded state where specics such as salmon have vanished for the most part. I have
never been to the Trinity River, but I will travel there eventually and I hope to see it
flowing when 1 get there.

Immnage.yontosnppmaplm&nﬂl?mnitym’wichwm'auwﬁm o } 3724 1

Sincefcly Yours,

%ﬁy J R A

Rudy K. Beran

Graduate Stodent Researcher
" Department of Microbiology and Molecular Genetics
" University of California, Los Angeles

L RECEIVED
S _ DEC 28 1999
: . Usﬂsi:&mldgm

PR CRET T =

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

- Official Public Comment ’ I1¢ J Postcards from Susan Van Norman, Suzanne Simpson, and Scott Beyer
D_gar EIS/EIR '_l'ellm Members: )
L support & diversion of no more that 30 peroent of the naturel water flow 3725-1 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 Timited by

an assumption about the of water that could be available for the river. 3726-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
ugjslam.m crentmg the Trinity River Divis_iun, and addi_tiona‘l legisiation
clearly gives Tristity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3727-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1o the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough o
achieve a egally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: . Susan Van Norman
Address: 21430 Bertr, ad -

City/State/Zip: __San Jose, CA 95120

Offteial Public Comment 3? z 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 smdy that
produced the Flow Evalnation Report, the recommendations were Llimited 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 sny water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

:ddress; 2 mwc&
City/State/Zip: _" F¢0LS _

¥ G e (4 727

' Officiat Public Comment 3 ?12 ?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

. support a diversion of no mere that 30 perceirt of the natural water flow
Yorn the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
soduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
Aearly 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
whieve 2 lepally mandated restaration of the ecosystern.

[hank You,

Yame: :
Address: éi" ’:-é") gjﬁ Pedee

PR e Y P AR e e
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiat Public Comment 37 4 3 Postcards from Jack Tolvanen, Alisha Stafford, and Valerie G. Donahue
Dur E]SJ‘EIR Team Members:
¥ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent Ofﬂ?'- natural water flaw ) 3728-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the sc}cajeeand stady that
R ion Aot e o e o e T e 3729-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) )
elearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorify over the diversion of any water 3730-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does sot go far esongh to.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

e 3729

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 pefcent of the ratural watet flow
from the Trinity River Basir. Whils F support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption aboui 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 pricrity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You,
Name:

Address: | H:‘Drl N

City/State/Zip: Neofa (4. 9552

ettt ustc conmen 9730

Dear EIS/EIR Teaﬁ Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from ¢he Trinity River Basis. While I suppor the science and study that
sroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
m assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
slearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Allerative does not go far enough to
iwchieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

[hank You, . -
ae: ALt SR priahene

sdaress: . 2 Pndensrefhni

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

LTFECMEE T HOUG \-UEnL o ' ' '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . :

Postcards from Steven Weisberg, Norma Sanchez-Hoxie, and

[ support a diversion of no fnore that 30 percent of the natural water flow | Valerie Dawe
frotn the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wete limited by

in assumption about the amount of water that could be svailable for the river. 3731-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
:learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3732-1
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enoruﬁ'l to -
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3733-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

urB Ao

ic Comprent

Dear EXS/EIR Team Members:
I support a dwers‘m.of no more, that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity Rlig_Basm While I support the science and study. that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repért, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption shout the amount of water that could be available for the river
Legislation creating the Trinity. River Division, and additicggl legisiation
elearty gives Trinity fish and wilidlife priority over the diw of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preférred Alternative does not g4 far enough to
achieve a legally-mandated rasﬁoratmn of the ecosystermn. 4

Thank You, _ .

Name: N'?mw Sﬂ.hc'f&t"l%
Address: ’{ql Bf/w B > f."*"
City/State/Zip: k_,cu,q"i’b‘v Izczsa Cf*%-‘%l

wmavesanss  SEENESNSAREININEEREN .

— ::_. ) Official Public .Cammem 37 3 3

MrElS.‘EIR Team Members:

. suppéirt a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the netural water flow
Tom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smdy lhat
sroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the r dations were |
it assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
-egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
deatly 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

hieve e legatly mand ion of the coosy

[hank ¥ou,
Jame: \A—\UH’J baWb
S rA‘\‘M Oﬁ ".'53?_ \

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

- ofciat Pubtc Conmens Y § Postcards from Kathleen Cleary, David Costa, and Russell Owens
D_fear EIS/EIR Team Memhers_: . )
;ﬂ‘iﬁ?%ﬂ%’;’ 1{?33?%’;2,1, Whils T wippon the sciem":ﬂ :::;:11,:? 3734-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evalustion Repof, the recommendstions were limited by

an assumption zhont the amount of water that could be aveilable for the river. 3735-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity .Ri\.rer Di.vis_ion. and addi.ﬁuna.] legislation
iﬁiycg\lflfs T;:;?ﬁ,'ﬁ:";,2";:}2,',{3Tﬁ;‘i{;ﬁ:‘;ﬁfgﬁﬁ;ﬁ;”;ﬁ;ﬁ:f 3736-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

chigve a lggally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.  LeF S, Fu.,
3’4»22 7&3 zy—emc;c e i};fa S Y -

fore o -7 E?f—/:«./f‘-‘z"& e

Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

- Official Public Comment 37 3 5

Dear'f,lS}'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 reconumendations 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 Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: N

Address: 3247 1€ =4

City/State/Zip: E, ﬁlgg C o 95503

Official Public Comment 3? 3 b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trintty River Basin. While I support the scisnce and stody 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 Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: g;y‘ésgﬁll { 2 e ns
Address: YYD Glenwiood Lone

T e

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

- Ofcial Puiic Comment ) f o & Postcards from Jonathan H. Dyer, Vic Emery, and Juanita Ann Pectol
Year EIS/EIR Team Members:

rt 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the netural water flow . . . .
rom the Trinity River Basin. While [ sul;port the science and study that 3737-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

wwoduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recominendations were limitad by

in assummption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river. 3738-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
.egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and zdditional legislation
dearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3739-1
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to -
ichieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

[hank ¥You, .

Jame: Tonamuan b Dvet
yddress: SER 8. LT poinTE fo
SityStaw/Zip: _Eenp AV RFSD F-ooof

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment 31 3 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 3{ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science 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 additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersforz, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Vie 59!432’}/
Address: T22; Ve & e.végo

City/State/Zip: __ S, &5

FHoe fosly Need yﬂr LLP .

" Official Public Comment 37 Bq

Dear EISIEIR Team Members

I support a diversion of no more ihat 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 prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecesystem.

Thank You, .
Name: M / i D "
Address: 5 £65 ﬁ (=2

s Clue ol G

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While § support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity 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, ¢
Narne:
Address:
City/Stare/Zip:

Ty542

Officiel Public Comment 3 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 Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an ption ahout the of water that could be availabls for the river.
Legisiation creating the Tonity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve # legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, :
Name: DD . ‘Zi“‘\‘iﬂ’.")
Address: J2 AMTHA A5

City/State/Zip: _SAN FRANCISCD CA G413

Officiel Public Comment ﬁ 4 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a-diversicti of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trnity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
aroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
n assumption abovt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
slearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
0 the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: / (WM ﬂ‘e}d’/’
4
Address: I217 T sSed Ave,

CitySaweiZip Mo, R FS5E R/

RDD/TRINITY3673-3758.D0C

Postcards from Dwight L. Johnson, David G. Emery, and Kevin Dreyer

3740-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3741-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3742-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

operrtc comment @ UV o Postcards from Jim and Marie Lynch, Suzanne Aubin, and Jeff Volk

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppert the science and study that 3743-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
sroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
m assumption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river. 3744-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionz} legislation
zlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P .,
0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to 3745-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Official Public Comment 31 4 4

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 scietice and study that
sroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
i assuraption about the amount of water that conld 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
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferced Alternative does not go far enough to
iwchieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .
Name: %W AWJ
8 ddress: 2%% 153 ol :H-A
Tity/State/Zip: AY_'[QL CA jS‘SElI

- Qfficial Public Comment 3‘]“5
Jear EIS/EIR Team Members:

- support 2 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
yroduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
i essumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
_egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
Jdearly 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
wchieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
dame:; TEF VoL
\ddress: "r"é? £. IKTH AE .

lipySiaterzip: EwgenE oR G744

<~ v =\

= D3-1504

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY3673-3758.D0C



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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 3 L 4 Postcards from Frank Hochfeld, Chris Faulstich, and John Hogg

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 3746-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiskation 3747-1 Please see thematic re sponses titled “Fisheries.”

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

. 3 d Alternative doss not go far enough to . . . .,
;i}ﬁ:.rf :Tega?ﬁf iii'ﬁiaéhf r?sggg?on of the e:osystm]l]. § ¢ 3748-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Name: FRANK Yocksel) (] feofplf)
Address: m 4{27\6{ H(){é .

CitylserZip: BN CERMCIS() CRUE 7H22..

Official Public Comment 3 7 q 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

- support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the netural water flow
Tom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
ioduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
i1 assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
~egislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
‘early gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far encugh to
ichieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

[hank You, . .
Jame: Ch ns %;U(%'f[h
\ddress: %%}& I"f%‘JH/
Suyisureizipn Yoo NN B9ST7

Offecial Public Commaeny 31 q 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Narme: {)' 4 M H & G——G_
Address: C/{)

City/State/Zip: JACKSON HEWITT TAX SERVICE

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 2N Postcards from Greg Schmidt, Andy Burk, and Marcus Weakley

I support 2 diversion of no more that 39 percent of the natural water flow
from the Tiinity River Basm, While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3749-1
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) )
Legislation creeting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3750-1 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 3751-1
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn. -

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Greg Schmidt
1800 Sullivan Ln. Apt 209
Sparks, Nv. 89431 '

Official Public Comment 3 1 5 o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditional 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 1o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )

v AP

Address: = [ b D
City/State/Zip;

Official Public Comment 3 1 5‘
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
sroduced 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 priotity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far encugh to
wchieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

vame:  MARGAS WEAKLEY
Sddress: 080_FAIRMEADE RD
siystateizip: PASADENA LA 9IRF

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

3162_ Postcards from Pete Sundnes, Alison Johnson, and Ross Taylor
Official Public Commtent )

Dear FIS/EIR Team Members:

3752-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
L 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 . . s P
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repodt, the recommendations were Ymited by 3753-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river. ) o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation 3754-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You,

Name: FPP-'}E 5 UNDNED
Address: IS¢ hgfeTed

City/StaterZip:  Remm@n wp. 94050

Official Public Comment 3 1 5 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from ithe Telnity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn abeut the amount of water that could be eveilable for the dver.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss niot go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the £cosysten.

Thank You,

Vame: Alison_lchnson’
Address: PO ﬁnx ua}
City/State/Zip: _‘:h_]_m_,_“_s_m

m

Official Pablic Camment 154
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a divession 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 reconmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated rsstoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: RosS TALOR-

Address: _&66 < M@C—E‘tﬂ. For AN
City/State/Zip: Mck/MﬁE(‘{UILLE LA, ?S’Sﬁ

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

Postcards from Anya K. Taylor and Robert Pound

3755-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3756-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. Oﬁbid Public Comment 3155
- Déar EIS/EIR Team Mel

mbrers:

1 suppert 2 diversion. of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Frinity 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 legislaton
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of eny water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystsm.

Thank You,

Narne: //ﬂ(/“b]d L?;/éz/
s [ Pt (e
Ciysmezip: cdisbeperit Lo, Load)

==rd

Offciat Public Comment 315"

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. ‘While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversien of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Almative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: M W“é.
Address: roz2 EL Cuitile, T30

City/State/Zip: A thaoll ik

) ’ . ° )
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L P T, -~

|

3. S Letter from Norman F. Weeden Dated December 16, 1999
3917 Sourdough Rd.
Bozeman, MT 59715

3757-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

December 16, 1999

Joe Polos

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
1125 16" St, Rm. 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr: Polos,

The science that led 1o the Flow Evaluation Report is sound, but the
recommendations and the Preferned Alternative fall short of what s needed fo } 3757-1
restore the legally mandated restoration of the Trinity River Basin ecosystem..
" The Trinity River/Kiamath River drainage is rugged vet beautiful country, and
many communities depend on the lower Trinity for their livelihood as well as
water supply. Significant populations of steelhead and salmon still ascend the
river o spawn, although not in the numbers that were present before the dam
was buitt. Diversion of move water to the Central Valley Project would seriously
impact the remaining salmen and steelhead runs. Please help prevent further
detrimantal impact on the ecology of the lower Trinity and Klamath rivers by } 3757-1
fimiting the diversion of Trinity River water to less than 30% of its naturat flow. cont’d

Normman F. Weeden

<~ V N/ vs
RDD/TRINITY3673-3758.D0C Rt D3-1509
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315§

3758-1
December 13, 1999

to: the members of the Environmental Impact Statement

team, Trinity River

Dear EIS/EIR Team members;

This fall, while fishing for steethead on the Klamath near Weitchepec, I learned
for the first time how much water is diverted from the Trinity River, and how
much damuming & water diversion has al.tered a magnificent ecosystem.,

I value the fishery in the Trinity, and am ready to contribute my vote & tax dollars
towards restoring water flows more favorable to not only salmonid fishing, but the
river as a whole below Lewiston Lake. '

Mauy past water-management decisions were made without placing a valae on
wild spécics propagating themselves in their natural habitat. Ibelive such
decisions should and will be altered.

Flow levels & consistency are especially important at low water periods to allow
smolts to not only live long enough to migraté downstream, but te ensure they can
move ddmrivér to the sea. The scouring action of high water in the winter is
neccessary o keep gravel beds from silting up; ensuring spawning areas. 151&&3&} 3758-1
support a water flow diversion cap of not mote than 30%. ’

Thank you,

3161 Primrose Ave.
Santa Rosa, CA 93407 -

RDD/TRINITY3673-3758.D0C
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Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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