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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: v Postcards from Joe Krovoza, Richard Jenne, and Joanne Crandall-Bear
[ support a diversion of no more thal 30 percent of the natural water flow

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3924-1 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 additienal legislation 3925-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
cleacly gives Trinity Fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3926-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: o Keoveza

Address: 1628 g méd 6‘5\35'-

CiwSueZipn _ LoAws A 95424

Officiaf Public Comment 3 q z 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team ¥embers:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basim. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were Limited by
an assemption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Triniry River Division, and additional 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 mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: & : bir Rhart fanee

. Box ¢
. . A1 Ruwer MLy, CA 36030573
City/State/Zip: i

Officiai Public Comment 3q Z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ suppert a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the oatural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppan the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dogs not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You, ____ H

Narme: J}g,gge { ;@ﬂﬁ' {-’ QF
adbess LY T Sfreet
CyiSueiZiy: g m@ A IS8

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

Postcards from Edward C. Hooper, Michael Fong,
Ooicial Public Comment 3‘\2'7 and Jane Gayle Loomis

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a diversion of zo mmethalwp_ementof-me netural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 3927-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wen':lmtedby
assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the . . " .
Legistation creating the Trinity Raver D,,,,smf::ﬂ sttt ]:mshhm“m 3928-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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 3929-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

omunasccomen HOY 28

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 36pmtm[ of the nataral water flow

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumpton about the amount of water that could be availablz for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
hieve a legally dated ion of the scosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Wisnads . Tk

Address: 290 BELLA WETA

City/State/Zip: Sued FPA-PLAS O abh GAVTT7

NI Y VY

Denr EIS/EIR Team Metabers:

I support a diversion of o more fhat 30 percent of the naniral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. White 1 support the scieace and study that
produoed the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

ption about the of water that could be available for the nver.
l.zgtslanon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore; the Preferred Alernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

N e Jugle  Frorsice
Address: /f-? 4

Cltnyta!c!ZIp % é g‘ ?é o o

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

Postcards from Barbara and Michael Polka, Irl H. Everest,

Official Public Comment 5"30 and Heather Goddwillie
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 suppost a divession of no more thatSD]m'ouitofthe natwal water flow . . P .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3930-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the r dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 3931-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

ch;sla.uon ereating the Trinity River Dmswn, amd additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and waldhfe pnun over e diversion of any weter

10 the CVP. Therefore, the Pref ETTytjre does pot go far encugh to 3932-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
aghieve a legally el res 0 :.-

Thank You, UAS L, 1Y T

ciyisweizip: _(peaveville @4, w73

 (Mftcial Public Comment 3q 3 '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: )

1 suppart a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nawiral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produted the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river.

islation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation:
¢learly gives Triniiy fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thezk You,
Address: *)
City/State/Zip: Hi 93

onaarsecms 3932

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repott, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the civer.
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 o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of she ecosystem.

Thaak You,

<~ v =\

N D3-1591
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

_; - ﬁO_ﬂ"maanhhﬁ Comment qu 3 Postcards from Kurt E. Volckmar, Alan R. Wolshi, and Jaime Ratchford
Dear EIS;‘EIR Team Members: -~ . .

™1 support a diversion of ""M 38 peicent of the natural water flow 3933-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

ﬁ'omtbe'l‘nmtwaerPam Wh:lelsuppuﬂlbesc‘lm_ceandmdytbai

an mpt:ﬁwmm amou of wazf that could be avalable flc:,mu:d n‘:,y“ 3934-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3935-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1o the CVF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to p

achieve a legally mandated res of the ecosystem.
- w

ﬂ,_
Addrass: oo By ‘4":-'3

City/State/Zip: (Ea AL RSV IAE T L,

GSSyz

L e 3‘\3‘-}

Desr EIS/EIR Team Members

- | support a diversion of no moce 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 Bepest, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption shout the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Triity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thmﬁnnﬂ:eﬁcfmedhimmaﬁwdmmgo&rmughm

achieve a legally mandated ion of the iy
Thank You, -
Nams: ' -

Address: [{fg T 57T,

CitysuteZip: AL ATA (A 9552/

T

- Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Isupponadwersmnofnommthnﬂﬂpawntofthenamnlwﬂerﬂw
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Bepert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation crsating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clemly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, ﬂlc Prefenred Alternative does not go fr erough to
achieve a legally d ion of the ecosy X

Thank You,

Neme: Dotne Rerehlard

© Address: &ﬁ SD’LLU =t
City/SuateZip: Euﬁ_km_ﬁlﬂ__ﬂii)3

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

Postcards from Bob Langley, Arch Webb, and Wallace Danielson

Official Public Comment sq 3b

Dear EIS/EIR Teare Meibers: ' 3936-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow - . . " P
froem the Triity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that 3937-1 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 svailable for the river. 3938-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enowgh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Bab La Hﬁlel{
Address: 2602 Pleatavis Ua ((QTfM

City/StateiZip: __ LowderschA <565y

Dear EI%EIR Team Members:
1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enongh o
jon of .

' dotad

a legally the oy

:.:: b Aok j1eb b

Address: | ToSTY B v
CityStaueiZip: _Sencgre (o G5 YT

sirscmen 3938

Dear EIS/FIR Team Members:

I suppart & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural wawer flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were Fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Adternative does not g0 far enough o

achieve a legatty mandated ion of the ecosystem,
Thank You, ;

Wame: WwWallong e

Address: 835 g viimda Vom,

City/State/Zip: _SCen h:-ﬁ-‘:s_‘o ATy e

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

Offciat Pabtic Commert YN | Postcards from Judith Semple, Bill Birmingham, and Margie ??

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support = diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3939-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study dhat

duced the Fiow Evaluation Repon, the recommendations were limited . . “s . w
" assurgption about the amount of water that could be available for the ﬁ?ﬂ, 3940-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife riority over the diversion of any water _ : : “; ies.”
o the VP, Thercfore, the Praferrad. ve does not g0 1 < o 3941-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries

hieve a legally mandated ot of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - =

Name Tpdath SeEmpee
ciysuezip: _She . CA TRI[E

A Official Public Comment sq“O

Dear ElSlg.lR'l‘eam Memibers:

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 stdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lmited by
an assumption about the amovnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of she ecosystent.

Thank You,
Namé: Bl Sicmimobam
Address: 35’1 C.DL\'.‘FQ('W\T:{. ST

CityfState/Zip: _Recorh CH AGHY |

Official Public Comment . 3% ‘

lia;r EleEIR Team Members:

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

dueed the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Ahiernative doss nat go Bar enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

N/ /W R (= O el
. Address: Lo 1% : )"ﬂ
City/StatefTip: &,:’,HQ P i&‘z’l

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

| ottt o 3"'{2_ Postcards from Paul Bigelow, Stephen J. Carey,
"“*E'S’E'“ and Thomas H. Grauman

prwﬁaﬁvmnmofmmreﬂmﬂﬂpmmlofﬂnnamalwmﬂw
from the Triniy River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

prodnoedtheﬂwEvaluaﬂonR.epomdterecommdnnonswmhmﬁedhy - i i “Fi ies.”
L ! e o o e e red bY 3942-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . ups .
clearly gives Trinity fish xnd?ﬂldhfe priority ovet the diversion gfsany water 3943-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far snough to
& legelly of the cousystem. 3944-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
TFhank You,

Name: k%dl ‘Bfgﬁw

Address: LU\
City/Swte/Zip:  _ Avabl, <A 45514

Official Public Comment 3qq 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. Isupportamversmofnomreﬂlatmpemenlcfmgnammlwaterﬂw
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produoced the Flow Evaluati Rﬁport,memmmendahonswmimutadby
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availshle for the river.
Legislation cresting the Frinity River Division, aud additional legisiation
ctearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the divetsion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You,
Name: . vl
Address: L2323 prrgne cedae
City/State/Zip: -
Official Public Comment 3 q qq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

-

1 support a diversion of no mare that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
duced the Flow Evelustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be ava:lahle for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Di , and ad
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 te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

- Thank Yeu, ‘

Name: Thomar H_Cauman
Addess: 1812 Fooler M.

City/State/Zip: %é;,ﬂ{‘ O 7952

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

Official Public Comment 39" 9 Postcards from Barry Socher, Mary Bobillot, and Mary Schroeder
Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:
T support a diversion. of n more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3945-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
ﬁm::thej‘l‘mtymverpas!n. ‘While I support ¢he science and study that
Produced the Flow Evel T e e oo dations ware fimied by 3946-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation cseating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlif priority over the diversion of any water 3947-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, tthr:feﬂ-adAlt:mnhvcdms not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated psto: of the eqosystem,

Thank You,

Name: arvy Sgéal\élf"
Address: 5EF CVrun SF.
Ciy/State/Zip: _Lor A ng ele 5,CA 4902k

e " Official Public Comment 3q 4 b
Dear EIS.‘E.[R Team Members:

1 support a diversion. of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were lisited by
an ption about the of water that coald be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Altémative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legilly mandated restoration of the ecosyssem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip: _ﬂ_m:_a.zf'_ca_._@_‘?ﬁ 52, (‘

Qfficiat Public Comment 3q q 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 [ support she science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnplion 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, thePreferredAlmauvedoesnotgofarmughto

achieve a legally d ion of the scosy
Thank You, .
Name: {'ﬂ&_{:g‘ Schyrpedei
Address: 1{33 Hiller R4
City/State/Zip: M Ky nje pwille Col 9519
l
) ) x ° s
RDD/TRINITY3924-4031.D0C V T b D3-1596

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

 opieet Pevi Commen ”48 Postcards from Thomas H. Peters, Peggy Falk, and David Eppen

Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

. : “ : : ”
1 support a diversion of 1o more that 30 peroent of the atural water fiow 3948-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

ﬁ'mnlheTnnltyRJverBamn Whllelsuppomﬂlescwmemdsmdythat . . . .
duced the Flow E Report, the s weze limited by 3949-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creating the T River Di and additional legislati . . up s o
ey T e e m’;ﬁ;;";w th diversion of any watet 3950-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, thel’mfmcd Alternative does nulgofarcnough o
achieve a legally dated ion of the Y
é LAdGs A C‘W

Thaok You, :2 : 2
Nammes T 3 ias potiot o busis

City/State/Zip: MML Tocwily Aol botass
- duae. longelydo Lifad wats.

Plesae Mu—-eﬂr’uma
ealFl P a.%«ng#'s‘l'hanﬂvuu»fl:{

Official Public Comment 3 l ' l

Dear EIS/EIR Team Memhers

1 support a diversion ofno more that 30 percent of the n.au.l:al water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluaton Repor, the recommendstions were limited by
an asswmption abouk 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
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a legally dated ion of the Y N

Thank You, .
Address: 2550 G
CitpiStateZip: __ fanollpy CAGSSOL

Ofjicial Public Comment m so
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 [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomumendations were lizaited by
an ion about the of water that could be availabie for the river.
Leg:s]auon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resioration of the ecosystam.

Thank You,

Name: RN Epeeny
Address: 160 Calle Ave oo
Chy/StateiZip: “Thausind Oules €A Fi3Go

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

o q5| Postcards from Tim F. Plaza, George A. and Ruth R. Blitz,
Offivial Public Comment 3 and Ruth Ha|pem

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

m;;*;”;{oﬁi‘;’d?;‘;g;, xgg&[&?f;ﬂmﬂ;fgﬁﬁfe:ﬁigw 3951-1 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 3952-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVE. Therefore, the Prefemrsd Altemative docs not go far enaugh to 3953-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, Cif/

Address: & A tg-,v L/
City/State/Zip: _ dvlBasiicite &8 PeOHnBrions

Official Public Comment m 5 1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mote that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppest the science and study that
procuced 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 priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Ahemarive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated jon of the rysh

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

Qffi Toial P Pitbkc Comment 3q 5 3

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
prnducad the Flow Evaluation Report, the recc dations were limited by

ption about the of water that could be available for the river.
Leg15|atmn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: M ){%/
Address:

ISdo Gl T
City/State/Zip: P A &7 A IrPew

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

Postcards from Carol McFarland & Don Nielsen, James Stephenson,
Official Public Conment ysq and Micah Ditton

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 4 diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the nanral water flow 3954-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the recommendations were limited by . . s . ”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availzble far the river. 3955-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . o .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3956-1 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: @ W
Address: N [ %M\l

City/State/Zip: c’é‘:'n”m
1983 Foster Avenua
Arcata CA  95521-9503

ficiel Public Comment m 55

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne mere thet 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 ecasystem.

Thank You,
Name: SIS Pt oe
Address: P2 B Sz

CityiState/Zip:  HRe AT LA FSHIG- Héz

Official Public Comment 3q 5 b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawmral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
prodrced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amonnt ¢f 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
achi¢ve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: m_fdab_Dzﬁlzer
Address: ]

CityState/Zip: ek CH QTP

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

Letter from Robert Oliveria Dated January 3, 2000

3957-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

3957-1

3957-1
cont'd

340419TD

AAM 57 2008

13 Sigh & Wildlite Swvice
arcaia, A
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

P

— ‘ : Ws Postcard from Greg Harper

3958-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no-more than'30 . -
percent of the naturat water fiow from the Trinity
River Basin. While | support thescienceand -
study that produced the Flow Evaluation Repot, -

" the recommendations were limited by an - o
- assumption about the amount of water that”. ~ -
could beavailable for the river. T

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

. water to the Central Valley Project (CVP). }
Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does rigt go
far enough to achieve a legally mandated - '
restoration of the ecosystem.

:Thank You _ .

Néme: : é,’%\ :

‘Address: - <

 City/State/Zip: /(fﬁo P '-8/>
S e G

TteoB

RE2EITIL
HITER

JS Fish & NL,“ Ergnig.,

ArenEn. T

& @ V \:;A D3-1601
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

- 3959

ANIDING COMMITTEES.

- - SELECT COMMTTEES:
ey Ualifornin Btate Senade Ao e ez
NN T, QUALITY T P
mauumabonﬁmmnm . SENATOR ng.sn:&n:;wum
RS AT WESLEY CHESBRO =
:::;D“‘ 4814 SECOND SENATORIAL DISTRICT

December 22, 1999

Secretzrj Bruce Babbitt A

United Siates Department of the Inlerior

1849 C Street, NW REGEIVED
Washingion, D.C. 20240 AN QT 2008
Re: Trinity River Mainsiream Fishery Restoration usm&mig;sam‘cg
Dear Sewemry Babbii:

Asmembersol'ﬂaeCnllfamh StxteLegkIature,wgsskfnryaurs(wngsnpportand‘
actnonmprwndeforlherestormnomnel‘xmuyﬂwer

thechngmdmmnngomwmnva’smaﬁmdmﬁmﬂrxpdmibﬂﬂyofgovemmmt
at all levels. We in California wish w sec strong federdl, state, and local agency action to
protect our waterways, improve nateral babitat, restore salmon rons” and save these
mighty rivers for fiture generations of Americans.

»  The Trinity River Act of 1955 awthorized the Trinity River Division of the Centeal
Valley project. In order o protect, the Trinity River Basin area of origin, Congress
mmmofmmmﬂmmmmdwmofﬁsh
mdwﬂdhﬁcmﬂnbasmasaom&nmnofdymofm However, since the
Trinity and | ewiston dzms were completed i 1963, waler diversions led {o a nearly
90 percant decline in the fisheries by the early 19904, The coho sabmon now is Usted
under the Endangered Species Act, and steélhead are a candidate for listing. :

unfulfilled for more than 36 years because of excessive water diversions from the
Trinity River. The time has come for the federal government to fully fulfill its legally

+ The federal go t's trast obligations to two Native American Tribes have gone
} 3959-1
mandated responsibilities to the Hoopa Valley and Yurok Tribes,

o Two devades of study and scientific evidence have given s the needed information to
make the right decision for the Trinity. We nrge you to take the necessary action to 3959-2

resiore the flow regime outlined in the Trinity River Flow Evaluation Final
40 TUOLLIMNE STREET 50 @ ETREET. ST 1t 17 EETAEET. SAATE 160 10D MAIN STREET, SUITE 208 PO, BOX P25
VALLEE: Gh G470 BAMTA A BUREKA, CA B350 HAPR_ (o8 D4t UHIAH, E GEanz
ATAT8LE S0, 17071 SI82TT 707 LD OZOR [0 2241090 (767} SES 1
207 GAD-231 1 PAX (7071 S7E-27T3FAX ATDT} 45551 1 FAX AT 2241002 PR TI07, AN KX
PR B Feyehed Paper
A—
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Letter from Senator Wesley Chesbro, California State Senator,
Dated December 22, 1999

3959-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”

3959-2 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

w p N A
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

T ———— Letter from Senator Wesley Chesbro, California State Senator, continued

3959-2
cont’'d

Eeport (Juge 1999)
Valley Tribe, and Trinfty and Humboldt Coumties, :

Wewwldaskformtime!ywtionmthis' i f

o lme_a legacy ther established a mmwmgmmmezmm
Restomnmnf_‘ﬁ;TrhﬁtyRimwﬁtheapmﬁomdef&dmmﬁbﬁsbhgmc
anfifulhn:alwwhtym.theNorethastregion—ofCaliﬁmﬁa. Local economies within the
me&vubmmmdsmmﬁg_commmiﬁes,whid:mhi@lydcpmdmnpm

ass-ppmdbynhevs.n_iai-mwmsmnoopa}

Thefedq'algwemmenfspmmisemmaimainalimhhyﬁsheryin inity Ri

d h the Trinity River has

;e:ndtmvgmdedformehstsﬁyems,and_pase i 'onmandated-aﬂwt{le&'s?ion'by
c!ldofl?%.ArestmedTﬁnityRiverwﬂlaﬂowCaﬁﬁonﬁmstohmfaiﬂxthume

ougoing CATFED negotiations will i i i e
e : mduoemeamngﬁd mmprovement in our State’s

In summary, the Trinity River is a unique and irreplaceable resource. [ts restoration §

paramonnt concern & us #nd 10 the citizen: sofCaﬁforma"whnmwempmmtmmm‘)f

Wewpportyoursh’ongandtimelyactimtoreamthisglmﬁm.
Bincerely,

Lot OO — /(f Mt
S Wesley Cheshro As man Strom-Martin
ot 2 _ Assenbly District I
Senator Johnt Burton Fred Keeley .
Senate President Pro Tempors Asserbly Speaker Pro Tempore

enate Appropriations Comminee Assembly District &

w g ® A
V RO D3-1603

RDD/TRINITY3924-4031.D0C g
Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Letter from Senator Wesley Chesbro, California State Senator, continued

CC:  Governor Gray Davis

David Hayes US.Dol
Mary Mueller US F&WS
Tom Stokeley, Trinity County

w p N A
v S -y D3-1604
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Ryan Vita, Manuel Vita, and Shawn C. Moss
Official Public Comment m w

Dear EISTEIR Team Members: 3960-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

from the Trinity River Bagin. While [ support the science and study that . thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3961-1 Please see the P

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . .
Legislation creating the Teiniy River Division, and additional legislation 3962-1 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 mandaied testoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou, .

Mame: % VI‘FR./

Address: f}%)rf WM
CityiStaterzip: __ULihe ##itr, CA  Fogof

Qfficiat Public Comment m b '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 pervent of the patvral 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 legiglation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Altemative doss not go far enough to
achieve & legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name; MW Vf ';"/
Address: Is 3624 LMC—M /CA',
Chty/State/Zip: (U Hti4r, O G060

Qfficial Padlic Comment 3q b z

Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural veater flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations wers 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 Teinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ty the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nat go far enough 1o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: S‘\ﬁl—r-) C 'ﬂﬂoSS
Address: faos Gcﬂ% (‘5‘

City/Srates/Zip:  Teatin bl Q}'\ HI

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

ofcit Pasic Commers 3D D Postcards from Bernelda Brown, Linda Towne, and Jessica Schweber
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
{ support & diversion of ao mere that 30 percent of the natural waser flow 3963-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Re the recommendations were Limited by . . . .
an assumption about the amount o ?am that could be available for the river, 3964-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water _ matic r onses titled “Fisheries.”
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far encugh to 3965-1 Please see thematic esp

higve & legally dated ion of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name:
Address:

cny;swnemm,éw ok GHSTO—r0 7

—_—
E Berndds Brown
15157 Ave
San Lotti, 5801147

Official Public Comment 3q b *

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nanieal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Regort, the recommendations were litnited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could 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
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoraticn (q/)f the egosystem.

Thank You, ,J;’\Lr‘?,(fub LY e j_'-s‘ o

Narne: . - —
Lincty Tewms

Address: _ ‘mvim Ealler I,

City/State/Zip:

Offecial Public Commuer: 3q b s

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity aver 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: deggila Sokmebw
Address: &.
City/State/Zip: LA asol

<~ 2

V 4 e D3-1606
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Dave Qore, Millie and Frank Beranek, and Hope Kallai

Official Public Comment 3 q bb

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . . .
3966-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a divergion of no more that 30 percent of the naturl water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that 3967-1
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 sdditionzl legislation 3968-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly pives Trinity fish end wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Name: ﬁﬁig—aﬂ\l‘-
Address: rchely af SV B

City/State/Zip: Framave. | on, TEOCH

Official Public Comment 3q b 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

! support 3 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the catural 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 v%gzr that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rive¥ Divigion, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifd priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecesystem.

Thank You,
Name: Mellie @ Erank Beranek

Address: 6360 _Ta[gg‘ Ly

City/Siate/Zip:
45329

. o Official Public Corment 3qw8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the r dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislatjon
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Ahemnartive does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name; -
Address:
cueysaeizio: L j0en TS

Tiy b AY
| - A il'r:l','h

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

3qbq Postcards from Mr. & Mrs. Austin Olson, Nancy Koke,
and Wayne Perryman

Officinl Public Come:.:r
Dear E1$/EIR Team Members:

I 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 thet 3969-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were [imited by

an assumption about the amount of water that eould be available for the river. . . Py -
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3970-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife pricrity over the diversion of any water

to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 3971-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu,

Name: egéﬁ_ﬁmméﬁup/
Address: FSusISHiaE (/Y
_EPRELA Cq FS23

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment y 7 °
Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
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 & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: _ﬂdf?‘? C-?A /E-’é/@f
Address: pd= d 5&,
City/State/Zip: XY

-Oﬂicid}— Fublic Comment 1,

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membsrs:

't

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils I 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.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divigion, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
16 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yan,
Name: dvwe. g EaN
Address:

CityiState/Zip: Aveste CA g58(8

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

omcm..u.m;m 5‘-]72 Postcards from Kristin A. Freeman, Teresa McAllister, and Rick Storre

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow 3972-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scieqce and study _t!'u;t

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by - i nses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumpticn sbout the amount of water that could be available for the dver. . 3973-1 Please see thematic responses

Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legiskation . . . .
ey gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 3974-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Nome: Keyorey N TRerrsan

Address: B39 J Sweer
City/State/Zip: _Eugesea, CA  <I5I0] 0526

’ Officiat Public Comment 3q 1 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thark You, /\
'y

Name:
City/State/Zip: > ten o Bd (% G544 2

Address:

Qfficial Peblic Conmen: 3q 14

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional 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,
Narte: Q(-k %m&__
Address: S?Sl mHQTLé A

CityfState/Zip: g 7.] l'a & g S So3

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

T " et e Commont 3q15 Postcards from S.N. Roscoe, Ph. D., Arthur Bettini, and Nancy L. Cox
‘Dear EIS/EIR Team Memtbers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3975-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

produced e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 3976-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3977-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
athieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: .:E-/_A_/L&m Ip é& D,

Address: ) 4 TN Jféa
City/State/Zip: CHISEI9-79s2

: : Offisial Pubtic Comment % 7 b
Dear EISEIR 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 available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildbife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enovgh to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Ko ARTHOR BETIIN
Address: 1 o I ‘lﬂ(ﬂ” S! .

City/State/Zip: ~Z. 744
o sr——— e~ 1
" Official Public Comment 3q 1 _

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: -

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinitf River Basin. Vhile 1 suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an ption about the t of water thet conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemnative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Naine: Fpas oy -?(’ 4=L
Address: S K{M Lt

City/State/Zip: éﬁ’ém«é; O FuTs/

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

- . Official Public Commaent
“Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

3q -' 8 Postcards from Paul Moore, Perry Phillips, and Frances Harmon
3978-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 3979-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the reconunendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . ) . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 3980-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife 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: M
Address: ~2-F 33 Glenwvod 57

City/State/Zip: £Zu-¢¢nf: Ph FsTo-FFoL

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

fificial Public Comment 3q 1 q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of a0 more that 30 percent of the naniml water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be evailable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of amy water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
hieve a legally dated jon of the ecosystem.

E:: h ﬁfm ML»//P}—

Address: -1?()' }zft’x ‘5,{2__'5}
City/State/Zip: ‘('.\"‘f'ﬂ-‘?'r‘ér Cﬁ? S/ X

Qfficial Public Comment 3q 80

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
feomn the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study thar
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
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough’to
achieve a legally miandated restoration of the #cosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Bavtes #inie-
Address: t2e S Kd

City/State/Zip: _ftloeuills (A 955715
J

< Ve
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Ol Pablic Comment 3q 4} Postcards from John Fay, Ryan Fay, and Susan Armstrong
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water fow 3981-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trnity River Basi.n. While I support the scier!ce and smqu }har.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the iecommendations wers limited by 3982-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be availzble for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . s o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water 3983-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Ahernative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, .
Name: \—.é Hy ﬁ‘f
Address: 24470 Summarpil!

City'SaterZip: 03 fos, CF 99024

Official Public Commeni sq s 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppest the science and study that
produced the Flow Eveluation Repaort, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the: Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does oot go far encugh 1o
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the £cosystem.

Thank You,

Name: 'ZYAN IC:Y

Address: 249411 §gﬂﬂ§3my.
City/State/Zip: L os Do Hozy

mssriccnnm BAE D

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amourt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additionz] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

e the CVP, s not go far enough to
achieve a, ly mandated restoration of the ecosystet.

Thank You,

Name:

Address: [20S yrreé . s g
City/State/Zip: Va vid &ﬂrﬂ) £,

P A il o)

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

opriat P Commene B Y U Postcards from Carl E. Burkey, Jr., Susan Fox,
Dear ELSEIR Team Hombors and Javan and Alexandra Reid

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturai water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the sili:m:r: and study that led “Fisherics.”
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by . i tit isheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river. 3984-1 Please see thematic responses €

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, znd additional {egislation . . P P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 3985-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred: Altemative does not go far snvugh to
achicve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 3986-1

Thank You,
Name: Carl E. Burkey Jr.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Address: PO _Bex 25
City/State/Zip: _Leggecc, Ca 95585

- Official Public Comment sq 8 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of po_more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science znd study that
praduced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Triniry River Division, and additional legisketion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife 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 ecosyster,

Thank You,
Name; SMJ art EK
Address: 2501 ¢ st

City/State/Zip: Euvet, CA IS

Official Public Comment m 8 w

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 Repost, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative doss not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, Jewem et ¢

Nazme: _%L&m

Addregs: 2340 Sonaglorssle, .
City/State/Zip: V\I"KIW&JSI:E&, cA G514

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

Offciad Public Commen 3q31 Postcards from Charles Powell, Stan Dixon, Supervisor Humboldt
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: County, and Dell SOkOI, Ph.D.

I suppon a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that

produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommiendztions were llmited by 3987-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available fo:a the river.

e ing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ~ . . s .
tﬁ:ﬁ?‘gl?:eﬁ:::fy ah and wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water 3988-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Praferpedl Aliernalive does not go far enough to

achieve # legally mandzad#Stagition of the ccosystem. 3989-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thark You, 7 '

MName: 7 le\crh.s @awe,\\

Adiress: _’Pﬁ Box 177

CitgfStmeizipn _ Evyeben, CA. 9550

Official Public Comment sq sg

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percesnt of the patural 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 abyut the amount of water that could be avaijlable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thérefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name;

M, BRan, Dixon
Address: T AR, Sty
City/State/Zip: e st

opcarisccomnes . 3HBN

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 smudy that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recc dations were limited by
an essumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, -

Name: D\ - b 7
Address: E'l:n:t_‘ Q& .
City/State/Zip: Q55770

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

Postcards from Martin Smukler, Peter Parnell, and Gisela Hennessy

- o . : 3990-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
: = - Official P;r';rﬁr: Comment 3qq o 3991-1
"' Dear:EIS/EIR Team Members: . . -

. : up: P
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 3992-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, aad 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 te
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Natne: ART . Some s eyt /{%y%{_
Address: b oo Aada rAoe

City/Stte/Zip: _ ARLATR, A Frla,

e -
’ - Official Public Comment 3 qq

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 creaiing 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 encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

2ot 0 Pl S \ b

City/State/Zip:

. 3992
Qfficial Public Commer, . 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: T

I support-a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flo
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dati 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
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou,

Name: Grsela Heynes 3
Address: 2085 Margaret 1.
City/State/Zip: A;_'gg £ A P55

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 Linda Young, Erich Franz Schimps,
Official Public Comment 3qq3 and Robert McCreath and Lois de Coux

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

o e ;:r::rt:fs Roves B Whil | (s)ul;);l;:tn:h:fstc?:ncc i study g 3993-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

roduced the Flow Evaluatien Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
Zn as“sumption about the 2mount of water that could be available for the river. 3994-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legjfslation )

ives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water . . P .
f:i?gxl;r;s T:::zur: the P:fenl':dl::]terrilive does not go far enough to 3995-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, R '
Name: _ijn‘_icg%iﬂfww ?‘Vj/m?
Address: PO RBoxX las f,//

Ciry/StateiZip:  {Wig kinkenud e lo =519

%8/
Gfficial Public Comnrem 3qqq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I sapport a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the arount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating 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 ge far enough to

achieve a legally mandated resparafonsf ;?5?55111
Thaok You, MG‘% { [/“‘(7‘;\—_3

Name:
ir, Erich Franz Schi
Address: - 3958 L i Wook Ct
Arcata, Ca 95521

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Corment 3%5

‘Dest ETS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanwal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science znd 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 Yeu,

Name: R"[:’: MeCreath -
. de

Address: o8 :‘ (1";% _

City/State/Zip: - e Leke Casssag

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

! Offciat Pubtic Comment . WO} R gD Postcards from Paul Springer, Glenn Siegfried, and Harold Horne

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral watee flaw 3996-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study thar
roduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . e .
i assuraption about the amount of water that could be available fos the river. 3997-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legiskation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional izgislation

B T e e s o 1 e ot 3998-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the . refore,

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

Name: 2 S,

Address: f é/ J KN
City/Sute/Zip: __dotatn CHA S5t e)

Official Public Conment 3qq 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whiic I support the science and study that
procuced the Flow Evaluation Report, the n dations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amournt of water thet 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 doss not go far enough to
achieve a iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystein.

Thank ¥ou,
Name: G‘(Cﬂﬂ If?s’l(/t‘d
Address: {55 ﬁay/ufﬁ/r) Frollie ©d

City/SuatefZip: _ARCATH, CA FS5L4

ﬂﬁicm!;_ubﬁf é‘ommmr qu 8;

Deal; EISEIR Téam Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: _#M“‘-D {1[0111-‘[:'
Address: fop  uyai

CityfStateiZip: TR IDAD, gxp IO

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

oot e 3qqq Postcards from John Torquemada, Sonja Manor, and Guy Kuttner

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . “" : : ”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percet of the natural water flow 3999-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
frora the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that . . P, .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4000-1 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 . . "y s
dlearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4001-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

1e the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: z Y
Address: Do 36

City/State/Zip: Qf_g_;gf‘ Pz . #5555

R T T T

Official Pubbc Comment q w

. 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 suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptisn about the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisior, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trivity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Prefened Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
CityfState/Zip:

0}_??4..'1'4:! Public Cammens q w‘

Pear EIS/EIR Tear 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 assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tinity 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 ecosystem.

Thaok You,
iName: : % ﬁl’ﬁ-—/

s (740 _BUTTEEYIL. Lo

City/State/Zip: #ﬂ%_q_ﬁz’

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

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Jeanne Wie|gUS Maﬂatt

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

from the Trinity River Basin, WhildiF support the science and study thar . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by 4002-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.,
Legislation ereating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation . . " P
SHeasly goves Teni fch 4nd S TLTE GG over (e s ator 4003-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
tgﬁ_g__, The {VP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not ¥o far ennugh to

aghievs a 1o aﬁy %ﬁ}e}pmmn of the ecosystem, 7

Thank You, g ; ! : z
Address: gé ?'Z( //ié:

City/ Swtﬂlp

e g i ot | OO Postcards from Max J. and Patricia H. Fisher, Alen D. Fowler,

4004-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment q w 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert 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 Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an pticn about the 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. Therefote, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a [egally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 2 Z g!
Name: B

Address:

City/Stare/Zip: 27 ggE LIKE 4 Zﬁ.ﬁ'ﬂj

Official Public Commeng q M

Denr EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
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 Freferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the SCOSYStem,

Thank You,
Name: ~SEdINeE Wil WiseuaT
Address: (ﬂ

Clty/Ste/Zip: "éuzm (A G55p=,

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

oficit Pabtic Commens S} KRFD Postcards from Gabriel Miller, Noah Schreier, and Danielle Gainok
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
}{:‘;ﬁ"’l;:‘.‘r‘“;‘f;;“ﬁ:’;‘efgﬁ:°’;hﬂ:f; ?Su%;':;“t}l‘;fsﬁ;’:‘:“::; study Pow 4005-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendstions were limited by

an assugmption about the amount of water that could be avajlable for the river. 4006-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

. ) Pl the diversion of rer ) ) ) )
o e VD ?r-;g:&of:h S‘é??é'@fﬁi%"ﬁmﬁl’:'aﬂ; not go far e:noﬁg:am 4007-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, _
Name: (oabripl wiliewr
Address: 1224 F Addisen G,

City/State/Zip: ‘3!5!4451}!]'“&’3' - Vb

—

R Official Public Commens m

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a 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
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 priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoradon of the ecosystem

Thank Yau, B
Name: Mot -SC—{MEEE,Q
Address: o . gex 2P

City/State/Zip:  {oARESIVEE /F GETYS

Official Public Comm.mt. q m

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the séience and stdy that
produced the Flow Evalmation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the miver.
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 enovgh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
MName: MK Luﬂ- (lam,mk
Address: T.0- Bop 517

City/State/Zip: Prfc.ah: ch 49518

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

Offcia Public Comment qoos Postcards from Jack de Long, Selma H. Sonntag, and L. C. Llewellyn

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flav 4008-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assamption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4009-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly g Tm“‘;;?ff:;“;‘fp‘,‘;‘}jﬁpﬂ’;;’;?:f d‘::f;;ftf?;;“;ﬁ;f;‘ 4010-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Neme: . ]QCJ-:. cin Lm\a

Address: FPo.mszee  °
City/Stare/Zip:  Ldafen] E‘V‘.. 108 FETR Y

Official Public Comment M

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 r dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legiskation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaton
clearly gives Trinily fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Selmar H_Son wTac

Address: _S18  Reewmmmke ion

City/Sate/Zip: m&ﬁ-‘// Qs THE2S

Officiat Public Comment q o‘ o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Metbers:

I support & diversion of ne more that 36 percent of the namurel 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 couid be available for the tiver
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wild!ife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough o
achieve a lzgally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You £ ,C%éw%”

Name: f s G - Il EENVERS g Y
Address: FID C JeTapne s i o

CityfState/iZip: /< freotw - f47 P67 St

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

Official Public Comment qO\ { Postcards from M. Zibinski, Paul Hendrickson, and Jacqueline Foret
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent af the natural water flow 4011-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoert, the recommendations were limited by . . us P
an assumption about the amonnt of water that covld be available for the river. 4012-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and zdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4013-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Thercfors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enoogh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: $h, —Z \B\\\EV\\

Address:

’ City/S1ate/Zip: m;m& DY, W 55‘\%

Lis Ao /MW st W%@/M
Official M{c Commg &
Déir BIS/EIR Team Members: - I-|O ‘2

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

Thank You,

Name:

Address: PAUL EENDRICKSON
City/State/Zip: 126 E 12th Street

ARCATA. CALIF, 9552

Cfficial PuMlt‘:kCnmmznr q o | 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 1 support the scisnce and study that -

duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the T dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -
Name: Jaca weline foret
Address: i E Medesfo fue.

City/State/Zip: Modeste £ &I #*

) ) x ° s
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S T T Postcards from Dave Willis, John Coonen, and Andy Cochrane

Gﬁc&‘d Pl‘gf}lc Commsent q o‘ q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: |
LY

2007 P - lease see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I suppert a diversion of ne m;recgﬁ“i 30 percent of the natural water flow 4014-1 P P
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . . .
produced the Flow-Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4015-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumnption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ersating the Trinity River Division, ang sdditional legislation 4016-1 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 ecosysterm.

Thark You,
DAYE WILLIS
Name: ; g L
Address: Ashlond, OR 97520 } 5
City/Srate/Zip: e M

IWdadesibabehasdiithas ol

Official Public Comment q o‘g

Dear EIS/EIR Teamn Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
&n 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 net go far enough 1o
achieve # legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: U— &A ) 560-’1 9-‘1
Address: i) -ﬁ-ﬂ Maavﬂr;g?
ciyiSweizip: _MreaTa 9§ ?ﬁ“&(

Offivial Public Comment q o‘ b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percenc of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ supper: the science and study that

praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

#n assumpticn about the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legisiation 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 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the £Cosystem, (('o Pg‘t‘ Eontd {-f}

Thank You,

Mame:

Address: é)? EZ} Ve, A
CityrState/Zip: ALICM&&A,_C&_‘:?%

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

 Oficial Pablic Comment qo‘ "‘ Postcards from Gretchen Smurr, Michael J. McCourt,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and Torsti Rovainen

1 suppert a diversion of ho more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and stndy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4017-1 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 legislatien

elearly gives Trinity fish and wildijfe priority over the diversion of any water 4018-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefer}'_ed_ Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 4019-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: G}‘ %GA
Address; ééé azﬁg %,

City/State/Zip: ,Sla Sirrd { E¢4 ci
77555

- o P Yoo eirate

Official Public Conmment q O' 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 { 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, ard 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 te
achieve a legally map-~t=4 mectoratinn af the ecosystem,

Thank You, :mf.k ;Ir":‘!gf”ﬂ

~~omberg, CA 96103-3221

Nane: .
. e Pt
Address: ‘ : - .
City/State/Zip: - N
Official Public Comment q O' q
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 T support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
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: iﬂﬁ'!:' RQJJ;'\M
Address: o B 453

City'State/Zip: __Troot Lake wi 9550

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

Oficial Public Comment {nfl ) o &2 Postcards from Rita Poppenk, Teresa Vita, and Ethan Magana

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . PP o
* from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 4020-1 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. R : . up: e
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4021-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . us P
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go for snough to 4022-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, = i

Mame: m .
Address: %\__Tat_(’ NS L &__
City/State/Zip: [j L0 [0 ™ ql}i“ﬁ""’--&&lﬂ-\

Qfftcial Public Comment q o z‘

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 sepport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asgwmption about the amount of water that could bé available for the river.
Legisltion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
eleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlif¢ priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeou, .

Name: " TM I/f ‘]LK/
Address: P _(_,&.kd&-wl M'/
City/State/Zip: wh #‘M. OA' Foaol

Official Public Comment q c Z»z

Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

I suppert 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 Evaluation Report, the 1 dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: =han E%Q?t&

Address: 24 Wogdin Aup v B
City/State/Zip: 100@ACS Lh . AB0Y

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 Grant Banker, Garrett Banker, and Errol Magaiia

Official Public Comment qo 23

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members;

4023-1 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 . . Py, .
duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations were limited by 4024-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river. . ) .,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4025-1 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 encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,

MNamsg: &‘Y&'ﬂjl' 'hm'(.ek'
Address: 18020 Prolwrve P, Urirt A
City/StateiZip: TYINYOANCE, R ODFDA

N Official Public Comment q ozq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membeys:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the namal 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 pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefere, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yon,

Namne: Lot Banlor
Address; 18020 fepivie Poue b At
Ciy/Swae/zip: “Torvnpee, (B X0

Qfficial Pubfic Comment q o zs

Dear E1S/EIR Team Membecs:

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

Thank Yen,

Natne: -EK[QI Ekﬂg a ECL
Address: 224 Mertiia hve Dt B
City/State/Zip: T e, (h GOS0

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

Offtcial Public Comment q ozu

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience 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.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefare, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank ¥Yon, .

MName: !a FaaliLa s Ehﬂk&t

Address: 1 Ui B
CityState/Zip: Tinrrnnee (A.G050]

Postcards from Tamara Banker, Jilly Banker, and Christina Banker

4026-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4027-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4028-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment q O L?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 4 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availeble 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 ccosystem.

Thank You,
Name: i ]l
Address:

ciysezips Wunda (e, CA Q0240

RDD/TRINITY3924-4031.D0C

Official Public Comment q O z 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no ore that 30 percent of the naturel water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the dver.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River DHvision, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Carishivio Tk

Address:

15025 Mansel fong.
City/State/Zip: | gﬂh !g . (ﬂ Qﬂg[gl)

é/\l v > -’A.
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ot ptic commens o O &% Postcards from Gary Banker, Phil Stein, and Sandy Stein

Deear E13/E[R Team Members:

I support a diversion of no maré that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4029-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and srudy that p

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Heited by . . . .
2n assumption zbout the amount of water that could b available for the river. 4030-1 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 4031-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

o the CVP, Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: aﬂ[ﬁ E;a DQ i
Addess: 15035 P eaicie Boe Unis A

City/StateiZip: “Tprpante, (A . 0504

Official Public Comment q 03 °

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 about the of water that could be availabie for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiskation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the C¥WP. Therefore, the Prefered Altemative does not go far enongh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yon, .

Name: - Ph; { g'f— o

Address: 2105 #Mﬂh/f' Lyt it
Ledmdr Beady (4

City/State/Zip: F027%

Official Public Comment q o 3 '

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diveryion 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 zbout the amoent of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a Iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Name: Sﬁ’"‘h’ (ﬁﬁn
Address: 2408 Yenderki H Loner lnif
City/State/Zip: 4&%@_‘_@} ?ﬂ;.?f

<~ Y
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