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

Postcards from Erik Osbun and Tom Lipscomb

3759-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3760-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comatent 3 7 5 , !

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 ‘diyersit_m of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow i
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scieace and study that i
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
&#n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legls]ntlpn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferved Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: ER vrgwud

Address: =3 Be  MoLT avE-
City/State/Zip: EL CEnres, Cauif $22v2

Official Public Comment 3 7 bo

tear EIS/EIR Team Members:

support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
rom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
roduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were iimited by
1 assumption sbout the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
agislation 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 Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
chieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

[hank You,

Jame: '-m £ Pt
Address: 1A Lomoe e
Tiy/SareZips Sao Jeze A T3S

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

Offfcial Public Comment 31 wl

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 prority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restora}'_ion of the eposystem.

Thark You, -

Name: RO Ba

Address: 2527 ‘[‘\'A?G’WE DRWE
CiyiSate/Zip; 0SS fpncetles, o 10068

Official Public Comment 37 b Z

Dear EIS/EIR Teaw Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumiption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warter
w© the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

:;:: i E:mo ks Rpud 'j/%f A f:f / %X//

Address: 2y30 Dorl, Sr

City/State/Zip: Ihrﬁelgix A WTFeT

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more thanig percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Reporr, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the fiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does aot go far enough te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the eCosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: Sosty Wiihasas
Address: PP Mor n s b

City/Sate/Zip: _ a7’ Ao Gsia g

Oifictal Pablic Comment 3 i b 3

RDD/TRINITY3759-3842.D0C

Postcards from Richard Baily, Brooks Boyd, and Sally Williams

3761-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3762-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3763-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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 Tim Frahm, George Hagen, and Wendy Neander

Oﬁi;cial Pubiic Comment 3 7 bq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 3764-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P -
from the Trinity River Basin  While I support the science and study that 3765-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption dbout the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3766-1 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 to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, e o [
Name: [ aln-Yilts:
Address: ’51'5 ff;"" PR aT-T -

3 )
CitySuare/Zip: Ao (L2 /¥Taax Lf‘-"?-»J Colfd
Py 7

Offizial Public Comment 3 7 b s
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, _l-
Narne: G;O AL I+ ikal
Address: 2] Mac. Dem s

Ciy/StateiZip: _ MD-2 4 . Ca  94sse

Gfficial Public Comment 3 , b b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percént of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouat of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, 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, R
Name: LAE ¢ Mde [
Address: 20 B0x 14> .

CitySweZie 4 lend~ (R  GISYO

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

Postcards from Nel Gauman, Judy Hammond, and

Official Public Comment 37”1 David & Geneva Bold

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow 3767-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3768-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an qssurpption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Leglslanpn cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . s P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water 3769-1 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. .

Thagk You,

Name; P A AL ) s
Address: 5[6 ‘Scl 1{*‘ Steetb ’
City/State/Zip: Talg im* [ Q t/c( “F)QG

Gfficial Public Comment 3 7 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 T suppert 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 avaifable for the river.
Legtslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu, - .
Name: Q(U—«’Q‘-{ H_@M‘M”'"‘A

Address: (‘) PC‘ PER."“: 1597

CityrsuateiZip:_Cnaoatand Gt (A G553
Official Public Comment 3 7 bq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura! 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 prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: /
City/State/Zip:

é/\l v > -’A.

T b D3-1514
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from lan O. Gauman, Matthew Richter, and Kenneth Weller

Official Pubtlic Comment 377 o

Dear EIS/ETR Feam Members: . 3770-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I suppert a tl:li_versit.m of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . : ug; fae
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3771-1 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, 3772-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fich and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - g
Name: é\/\b(‘ﬁ P e~

Address: 1&7_@&
City/State/zip: T lewt [ OF Jawe

: Official Public Comment 3 71 '

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 Evaluafion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lzgislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandatpd restgrationjof the ecosyster.
Thank You, d&QT“ %&?

Name:

Matihew Ricktar
Address: . 1409 E San Antoato £
City/State/Zip: San Jos Ch 95016

Qfficial Public Comment 3 7 71

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Mame;
Address:
City/State/Zip:

é/\x ) :A.
v Tt D3-1515
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Mark Langner, Jason Crane, and Paul E. Blackwell

v Offivial Public Cominent 3 1 7 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - 3773-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow : : : :
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3774-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3775-1 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
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasystem.

Thank You,

Mame: .

- Mark
Address: F’Oﬂaxg§1
City/State/Zip: PO CA 935170591

Official Public Comment 5 z 7 q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more thet 30 percent of the natural warter flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recornmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diivision, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go for enouph to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Neme: Do Cone
Address: T, L

City/State/Zip: SM{A CROZ, CA  SEld

Official Public Comment 3 7 7 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ supporl 3 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 recommetdations were limited by
an agsumption 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 Preferred Allemative does not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You, m
Namae: \

Address: 'l'? AN YA \.».,\1 -

City/State/Zip: :
Etﬁ&&“‘\‘j \ Ay %wg

<~ v AY

B D3-1516
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

e

- Official Public Conmen: 3 7 7 b

Pear EISIEIR Team Members: 3776-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

.

Postcards from Tom Lewis, John Damon, and David Peltier

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scicnce and study the: 3777-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionz. legislation 3778-1
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative daes not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name; JO\“\ %«."Q
Address: 18 flakesles
CitylStaterZip: __FArcata, CA G552

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

o Qfficial Public Comment 3 1 1 1

Dear EIS/EIR Feam Members: : .

I support 2 diversion of no mere thal 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion gbout 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
t© the CVFP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, o

Name:

_Toue) Ddpga/
Address: S005 Dot YPALSE 0.

City/State/Zip: Mum}aug_@ 9582

- EI—

: OficiaTPubfl'c Commen: 3 1 78

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . .

I 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 reconunendaticns were limited by
an assugnption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaticn
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of sany water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou, ——
Name: Nt S Ties A
Address: o, By 207

City/State/Zip: TR v T FSE )

é/\l v > -’A.

R D3-1517
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

-,1q Postcards from Linda Tanferani Jackson, Linda Jackson, and
3 Calvin Hampy

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 _ : . ups P
produced the gow Evaluation Report, the recommendatiors were Limited by 3779-1 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 lzgislation
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 ko 3781-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narne: LHJD/% %FW 3 m&'l/
Address: SAof E’Q[A}Q&u)&.‘#‘gbﬂ 4

City/State/Zip: Z.w@z‘m Txts 72337 oy
Official Public Commeny 37 80

Dear EIS/EER. Team Members:

3780-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

I suppont a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I suppoit the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona!l 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, ) ) e .

Name: Liuna ,—JACKSCU

Address: 5943 R T SE.
Citytstate/zip: _Hesee (PkE 10494837

3

Official Public Commenc 3 7 8 l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membets:

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

Thank You, ¥
Address: Z éga @y 422
City/State/Zip: MW i i

<~ V’“"\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

] : Postcards from Rebecca Biglow, Randall J. Lay, and Chris Stromsness

. Official Public Comment 5ﬂ 8 Z

Trear EIS/EIR Team Members: . . . .,
3782-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
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 3783-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by B
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3784-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narme: Rebesea Bidne

Address; 5570 Fast 2ed 5z,
City/State/Zip: wet, £ 20,

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Pablic Comment 3 1 8 3

Dear EIéﬁEIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no mare tRat 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 Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, -

Name: ;i’,_’bﬂé !z_ [#
Address: 2&?{ é'z: é{ggz Aue.
City/Staeizip: _LL CewrRe (4 43

Official Public Comment 3‘7 8 J

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation 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. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: O{ﬂr(s ‘S'TI‘YMSMSF
Address: HA20 pfh e i Ley
City/State/Zip: -])Ltn Svnir ; C)ﬂi 9 Loy

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 Kevin Boyd, Daniel A. McGee, and Sequoia Harless

Official Pablic Comment 31 8 ; . . “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 3785-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natutal water flow 3786-1 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 3787-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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 priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative daes not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: K VAL ga UL‘/
Address: bosi A Sun S,

City/State/Zip: Sau Fray cisea €A 514

Gificial Public Comment s 7 8 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 Evaiuation 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 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: nigl A, McGee

Address: 14240 Castillo Drive .
City/State/Zip: Burlingame, CA 94010

Oﬁ’ict'a.l.Pnbﬂc Comment 37 8 J

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppeort & 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 Repont, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restordtion of the ecosystern.

Thank You, - ‘e

Name: & 6?%62‘(4}1 /W/
Address: ,{ .
City/State/Zip; £ ezamA . L’ S5osl

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

Postcards from Elise Navin, Beth Campbell, and Edna Watson

Official Public Commant ) 1 8 8

Dear EISIEIR Team Members: 3788-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

¥ 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 3789-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an asswnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. - . . uy: s o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] legislation 3790-1 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 o
achieve a legally mandated res}aoraticn of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ‘
Nawme: EHise N\
Address: '} %W‘(m—b’ <p#3

CiySune/Zip: oSN, MA (21123
Official Public Comment 31 89

Dear EISEIR Team Members:

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 snd 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 iver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearly 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
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Baih M

Address: Al Ll /d&u-uﬂ L.
CityiStaterZip: Uty Fas (17 g 7\3“.1/7?

‘Official Public Comment 3 7 q 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 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
MName:

Address: 5 & " sﬂsi éﬂ .,
City/State/Zip: ,&:e:m 2 5“ Ca QS S [

é/\l ") :3.
T b D3-1521

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY3759-3842.D0C



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

Postcards from Kurt Wangler, Ron Smith, and G. C. Tucker

- Official Public Comment 31 q '

Dear EISIEIR Team,Members: 3791-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a 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 3792-1 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, . . s o n
Legistation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislation 3793-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CV¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. .

Thank You,
Name: /@97_ %ﬂ/ CLEL
Address: oy S5 sS4

City/StateiZip:  £HEALA, CH Gz

- S TER
. . Oﬂi}éi'r;! Pu;‘;jfic Commant 31 q z

Dear -I?.ISIEIR T;am Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: ;
Address: L2 By af

City/State/Zip: _ Fgrsadete Op FITFE

. _ Official Public Comment 3 7q 5
Déar EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppott adiviéirsion 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 [imited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
cleatly 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 Yo, /..'-"“
Name: K., {iidan
Address: NBo A,  Ge., Fi-
CiyiSteee/zip: Q.o Nodpe : o F553E
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

o T Postcards from Duncan & Judy Burgess, Gerald Dickinson, and

" ogfcta Pbtc Commen 3794 Dan Sweet

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3794-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from-the Trinity River Basm While 1 support the scieqce and study ‘that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were timited by 3795-1 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 legislation . . P .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 3796-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve e legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: IUoian g SUpY BURGESS
Address: ?{5’ ﬁ 7.

City/State/Zip: ;‘ﬁ[ﬁ(’ﬁ‘fﬁ} £p. 95521

Official Public Comment 3 7 q s

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & 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
prodiiﬁ:ed the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
imption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
iGon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a [&gally mandated restoratioii of the ecosystem.

) 3
Thank You” .- ' .

Name: n ../"M D { C’A’Hﬂ S
Address: _ (i #}JD\M

City/Statel £5p: - Qﬂ Vi !ﬁ’ QEE~ 1T R~

Offfcial Public Comment 3“ q b

Dear ETS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namrel water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study thet
preduced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recommendations wera Limited by
an 2ssumption about the amount of waier that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
16 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ot

Name: pﬂ in S e e

Address: L Z 5 Hollrrens 4
CityiStateiZip: _(Dafpfaad ca  Préc <
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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:

3_' q-' Postcards from Chuck Dresel, Vincent J. Giese, and Craig Sandberg

_ 3797-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . "y P
priduced the Flow Evaluation Report, e et Wit Hoatiad by 3798-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3799-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority 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, i

Name: C[{m’.k _D!5J _
Address: 2168 TiHinos 2T
CitylStaeizip: Mape, CA, 94558

Official Public Conment 3 1 q g

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 ereating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal 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 ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name: _
. Vincent d Giese
Address: —- 4845 Proctor Aid
‘CityiState/Zip: U0 Valley GA 095481443

Officizl Pablic Comment 3 1 q ﬁ

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 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 additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority aver the diversien of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thack You, -

Name: CRQJC, S"'MD_@EN

Address: 2200 MEATRGTe Runo3 0B
City/State/Zip:  SEACYEACH (A Wk
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Dorothy M. Rosi, Ann Waskey, and Melissa Mortel

Official Public Comment 3 8 m

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . . . .
3800-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 sepport a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura) water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that R . . ur ries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3801-1 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 Divisioh, and additional legislation 3802-1 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 ecosystern.

Thank You, — T
Mame: {qru{\é_ )24 ferS,r'
Address: 157t jbakie Dr.

City/State/Zip: Cainefs fi( Ca 9ain7

Official Publie Comment 3 8 o l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namural 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 additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prisrity over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name: C:?dm C{’]cu_»élq
Address: eas -,Z‘:ﬂ/ﬂ ,7;
City/State/Zip: Sy %"‘a- [

PERsE

Official Public Comment 39 oz

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, B
Name: Shadheee Whated
Address: I AR e

City/State/Zip: TG O RS2

<~ V“"\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

- Official Public Comment 3 8 DS

_ Dear EIS/ELR 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 Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wikdlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thevefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, Q_\
Name: é&g‘ W

Addrags: Tﬂv\r : l
City/State/Zip: Ned: T 24

Official Public Copvnent 3 8 o q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

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

Thank You,
Name: ] bua, tb o
Address: abie  Pluddeth i?c,ﬂ

CitpfState/Zip: [ awcide (oo 35534
3

Qfficial Public Comment 3 8 05

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

Thank You, L.

Name: { LZ.D ({—l ‘I/'\L Whin oy

Address: y_vx‘ :‘[ ]

City/State/Zip: W\\ fonnd e ; (_a.f N F’ 5 X \S

RDD/TRINITY3759-3842.D0C

Postcards from Jeff Bue, Tina Davies, and Chip Tittmann

3803-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3804-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
3805-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

3 8 o‘ Postcards from Robert Masauka, David C. Stier, and Colleen Willmann
3806-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support 2 diversion of nc more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3807-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by -
an assumption about the amount of water thet conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3808-1 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 to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,

Name: R@&r@*—. M G.bq.dé:“-_}
Address: Lo S 'I,NQODE.T"' .
City/Stete/Zip: S = (il YISATR . CA-

93¢ss

Official Public Comment 3 s 0‘7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nov go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecogystem.

Thank You, . j >
Name: Dourich €. Srllew éi ; L%’

Address: 2630 Paclela . Fo

City/State/Zip: _Buanb @ roce. €A Y5062

Official Public Comment 3 8 os

Dear EIS/EIR Teamt Members:

T support a diversion: of no mere thar 3¢ percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption aboat the ameount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
0 the CVWP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough ta
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: § ::“e-@a. uil‘jukl'_\ﬂﬂ"\
Address: P Loy G472

City/State/Zip;  _ Setm Ra‘Pﬂel CA 7L/?f )\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

o Postcards from Gordon O. Stevens, Ed Jameyson, and
Officiat Public Comment 38‘)9 John & Becky Shorkley, Ph. D.

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3809-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppoct the science and study that

produced the Flow Eveluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3810-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3811-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thenk You,
Name:
Address:
Cliy/State/Zip:

Official Piiblic Comment 33 | 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 Hmited by
an assumption about the ameount of water that conld 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 [egally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: jﬁ:ﬁ‘

Address: o
JAMEYZON
CityfState/Zip: 434 PACHECO AVE
ty p nNEdF

SANTA CRUZ Ch $5062-1235

Official Public Comment 38 ' '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the reconunendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation 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, e
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

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

Postcards from Benjamin Bolt, Michael M. Parensoviche, Jr., and
Official Public Comment 38' 2 Peter G. Williamson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow ~ . . urs P
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 3812-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amonnt of water that could be available for the miver. 3813-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation crezting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water - 3814-1 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, J—
Name: W_

Address: Ben;amm Boli'
City/State/Zip: Falrfax CA 94930-1337
—_—

Denr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of ‘the nateral water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Tiinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife priofity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far erongh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restorat' f the ecosystern.

Address: 33 51- /ddc/aaee?&ff““
City/State/Zip: 57" 2003 (PG TTERS™

Official Public Comment 3 9 lq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natur! water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation 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 additions] legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority 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, _
MName: é& gg }é/,f‘gf H/(M rhen
Address: Py Race

City/State/Zip:  _doss 5% d Foe &

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

Postcards from Peter Navin, Mary J. Whiteman, and John Petts

o Officiol Public Comment 3 8 ls

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:, o 3815-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow . . . .
ﬁ-onl:}:hc Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scienes and study that 3816-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river, 3817-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: @Qb/ '}‘\U\/ln i
Address: -T Wm‘b‘/ 54‘ ﬁ*_??

ciyswerzi: Boghn NA 02D

Official Public Comment 58 ‘b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 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 Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, -

Name: n«?%ﬁ!/ j. LlthHMN
Address: PO ) 4 .
City/State/Zip: __ LUk \[ T T i Y70

Official Public Comment 38 ‘1

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 could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not po far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ‘._.\ t\‘\!\).'\ ?EH\S

Address:
City/State/Zip: q (2
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment 3? |8 Postcards from Donald Harlow, Kelsey Wolf-Cloud, and Hal Fione

Dear EIS/EIR Team Rembers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3818-1 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 3819-1 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 Divisicn, and additional legislation . . - .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3820-1 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, -
Name: DO na&.‘lén ‘H‘Q\/‘ LDUJ
Address: - 477 MNanew

City/State/Zip: go-v\ \')\v)‘la C!\— %"X%

Official Public Comment 3 g . q )

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amouat 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 warter
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,

Name: ’ 6&!5%;2 I‘lcﬂa;}boé
Address- ?—?\Lf' ~

cuyrseszip: s, LA, 336/6

Qfficial PRblic Comntent 38 2 O

Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no morte 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 CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, -
MName: ;
Address: b N Skred
City/State/Zip: Paas oA asblb
R P _A
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

382'| Postcards from Sybil Harlow, Angela Harlow, and Penny Wells
Official Pablic Comment

EIS/EIR Team Members: . . . . .
Deae 3821-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and sh.lclly _thal 3800-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the g:omﬂ??ucn;]\a;?et}lmged by;r

i unt of water that co e available for the river. . . . .
E;::gﬂﬁg:gg;ttﬁeﬁ?;w River Division, and addi;iana_] legisiation 3823-1 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 legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, T

Name: QU:}m\ I\-\szi«bbb

Address: j;g! R MQL% lgg

City/State/Zip: wgfo@ Z

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

tfficial Public Contment 3 g Z 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 Bagin. 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 avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ——
Name: &!1%{\&. Howrlews
Address: 47 Mancw, T

City/StaterZipr  Thaun pm\dof Ch_ A4R0L

Official Public Comment 3 g Z 3

Bear EIS/EIR Feam Mermbers:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aatural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that coutd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity. River Diviston, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver 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 ecosystetn.

Thank You, (P —

Name: Qs U&Q/

Address: Lt

City/State/Zip: : f/?a /
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Postcards from Carolyn Gates, Geoffrey Smart, and Donald Flemin
Official Public Comment 582 4 y y g

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: . . P .
3824-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanual water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that _ : . "y P
produced the Flow Evaluasion Report, the recommendations were Liited by 3825-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river. . . P .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3826-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity 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,
Wame: .
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Gfftcial Puf;lic Comment 38 Zs

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Official Public Commen: 3 8 2 b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a Fliymic_m of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While Suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ar: assumption zbout the amount of water that could be availeble for the river.
Leglslanpn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o t!1e CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern. :

Thank You,

Name: EN’A{?O %{M

Address: %@M
City/State/Zip: _ﬁi@_&%b—\?
F
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from Deane Shenk

3827-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Commen:
r EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

1 the Trinity River Basin. While | support the seience and study thaf
uced the Fiow Evaluation Repory, the recominendations were Linited by
ssusnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
islation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

riy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1e CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
eve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

nk You, - ' 7//4./6 /ﬂaéyi
ress: /év 53 d}/,{,(,{ ﬁz' W /Qﬁ//‘-—
fuatelzips S Py §FI0S /

b fime - Tpmaris e i,
Gl S it

K.N y Y _’l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcard from Katherine Monahon

3828-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Piiblic Comment 3 8 2 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team NMembers:

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

Thank You,

Name:

Address: A2 ”ﬁl gf
City/State/Zip: Aregls CA 45821

qu V:‘*" :1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Tom Olson, Marie Bernath, and David S. Angelo

Official Public Commemt 38 zq

- i onses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 3829-1 Please see thematic resp
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3830-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3831-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and 2dditional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemmed Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: i VA
Address: 4554 rd 7&5;4%7&‘

Cirystterziy:  Moarsfo tllan Lencl Cof SORE L
Official Public Comment 38 3 o '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the revommendations 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 enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame:

“ Maria Berriath
Address: w 214 Eagleview Ln.

Forl Ludiow, WA 48385

City/State/Zip: * _ ‘s""haﬁ

Gfficial Public Comment 3 8 3 ‘

Dear EIS/EIR, Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendstions 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 watér’
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough. to
achieve a legally mandated testoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
MName: )ﬂ\l‘ Ib < L ANCELD
Address: MFF JSTLE. CT,

Cly/Sute/Zip: _[FAnyeere 04 VT3

<~ V’“"\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Phyllis Fabo, Eugenie R. Yaryan, and Erik Kramer-Wells
Official Public Comment 3832 E yil ugeni ry i

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
3832-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

I support z 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 _ i i “; ieg ”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, lhel’fmmmm it e 1ir3:m ol by 3833-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . P .,
Legisiation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3834-1 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 o

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

—
Name: c
Address: 22Dl (4T

CityState/zip: Ll L>J.‘g§,- ~ 4 so59

Official Public Comment 38 3 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memtbers:

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

—

Thank You, y

Name: 2 A
Addr.css: L8 OATALFPS A #’7
City/State/Zip:  Aits. LALE &E PeFes.

Offtcial Public Comment 3 8 3 q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameount of water that could be available for the river.
LegisIati9n 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, p—
Name: ﬁ’ﬂQ( A’fa,m}ﬁ- ﬁﬁﬂ
Address: 6674 Lrrle G’IW( Rots

City/State/Zip: o5 C,
7

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

) 38 35 Postcards from Edmond A. Mandin, Rob Rich, and Lora Cox
OGfficial Public Comment .

Dear BISEIR Team Members: 3835-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
T support a 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 3836-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werefhmu.ed hy
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . P .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3837-1 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 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - -
Name: f{ﬂﬂ’@wbﬁ %A}
Address:

Chty/State/Zip: 050

Official Public Comment 38 3 ‘p

Dear EIS/EIR Team NMembers:

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 chat 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,
Name: o Tes
Address: 54 Heapy o

i
City/State/Zip: _SAN Fpaseizes, cA A4

Official Public Comnrent 3 8 3 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow .
from the Trinity River Basin. While 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 wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred alternative does not go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated restotation of the ecosystent. -

Thank You,
Name: Zrﬁ? a:/(

Address: /ff S &Qﬁjﬂzé‘ /@

Ciry/Siate/Zip: Cho s ks 5 87" edin

<~ V“"\
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

_ Postcards from Ken Mannshardt, Doug Hamilton, and James R. Fullerton
Official Public Comment 39 33

Deaar EIS/EIR Team Members:

‘ 3838-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and smdy that 3839-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionel legislation 3840-1 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 w0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. '

Thank You,

Name: LpnS J

Address: 2 f % & 'E 55 &m &ve.,
City/State/Zip: ¢ ?_g é;,d] [4 d ] gz/g
Qfficial Public Comment 3 8 Bq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mcre that 30 percent of the natural water How
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 Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ﬁ A M‘-«
Address: %ﬁz B plolfvan /2,
City/State/Zip: Lo éﬂ-’-‘f-& P ‘41

75rz0

Official Public Comment 38 q o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne tore 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 Repon, 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 wildlifs 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: %Mﬁm“—
Address: QF 23D ToOww &7
City/State/Zip: LV AERTinD y LA 514

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

Letter from Paul Helwig and Katherine Bauer-Helwig
—_— | R Dated December 28, 1999

3 3 : . . 3841-1 Regarding dam removal, please see Response 1389-4. Please also see
Decembes 28, 1999 i thematic responses titled “No Action Alternative/Existing
Conditions Scenario and Range of Alternatives” and “Fisheries.”

Mr. Jee Polos

United States Fisk and Wildlife Service
125 16" Street, Room 209

Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:

As a concerned citizens living zhove the Trinity River we would like to see the dam removed and
let the River’s natural flow recommence. However, we know this isn’t likely to happen in our

. lifetimes, so we must support the opinion that thirty percent of the natural flow will be 2 fore
healthy alternative than the current Sow allotment. The study produced by the Flow Evaluation

" Report is flawed in the assumption of the amount of water, which would be available for the river,
Trinity fish and wildfife have natural priority over any water diversion. The Preferred Alternative
does not go far enough to achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

3841-1

Thank you for your time, and a healthy new century for all of us, human and non-human, alike.

Pr..t Hallury st = /@éﬁ

Paul Helwig and Katherine Baver- Helwig
Cedar Hill

HCR 65

Burnt Ranch, CA 95527

K.A " :l
V TR D3-1540
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

T Letter from Marcie Bilderback Dated December 25, 1999
_ I 12257949

Mo Bl boCle 3842-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Evnrck b Cr 458073
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