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Postcards from Roland Mata, Alicia Mata, and Matthew Mata

4032

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow 4032-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluatipn Repart, the recommendations were limited by . . PR . ”
an assumption abeut the amount of water thar ceuld be available for the réver. 4033-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . e . ”
to the CVP_ Therefore, the Preferved Altemative does not go far enough (o 4034-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve 2 legally mandated restorarion of 1he ecosystem.
Thank You, 2 :, {

Name;

Address: __%Q £ )’H 5. . %
City/State/Zip: ¢ A gesi0

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Official Public Comment q °3 3

Dear EIS/EIR Tcam Members:

I support a diversion of na more that 30 pereent of the natural water fluw
from the Trinity River Basin, While § support the science aod stdy chat
produced the Flow Gyaluation Repurt, the reconmendations were limited by
an assutnption about the amouns of water thar sould be avaslable for the river
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Divisior. and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
ta the CWP. Therefore, the Preferrod Alteraative docs not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the BCOSYRICT.

Thank You, .
Na:e; . Plitia Mﬁh\/
Addrss: _ s . 2 ST B

City/StateiZip: @r\j _Beast  Lf FIRO

Qfficial Public Camment

Dear EES/EIR Team Members: qas q

1 support a diversion of ng more thar 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support lhe science and study that
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available far the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinjty River Division, and additionai legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorily over the diversion of any water
t the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alteraative docs not 2o far enough to
achieve a Tegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name; _ émw)ﬁ.{ﬂju,r_ﬁ

Address: 50 £ - 3H g
City/SuatelZip: i\ &A’ ?CX’/D
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Clarissa Mata and Adel Vita

Official Public Comiment q os

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 4035-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the matural water fow 4036-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scietce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availzhle 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 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Nae: G[MSSﬁ W

Address: S0 E. 2248 Yf‘
City/State/Zip: Lmnj Botoeh, (A Fo5/0

Official Pudlic Comment q ° 3 b

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recoramendations were limited by
an agstmption abowt the amourt of water that could be available for the cver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Hﬁ/ M 7}5/
35

Addresgs:

City/State/Zip: Wttier, 44 goplf
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Letter from Thomas H. and Barbara S. Peters Dated January 4, 2000
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Letter from Thomas H. and Barbara S. Peters continued

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Letter from Thomas H. and Barbara S. Peters continued

4037-1
cont’'d
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

January 7, 1999

Mr. Joe Polos

US Fish and Wildlife Service
1655 Heindon Road

Arcata, Califorpia 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:

The:followi{:gmmymmx_mntsonﬂxomber 1999 pubiic draft of the Trinity River
Mamsbemﬁ?hnry“ 1 Impact Stat, /Report, Thank you for
the opportunity to cormment.

I have been a resident of Humboldt County twice, first in 1953-1955, and again since
1992. Thave exiensive experience kayaking on the Trinity River in the section affected
by releases from the Lewiston dam. I've starced knyaking in California in 1975 on the
North Fork of the Feather River, and I watched PGE take away that water, to the
detriment of both fish and kayakers.

T
POV

Ip]soiﬂvcmﬁmsivemqmimceﬁshhgforuominnoahem&lifomiammmsm
tivers, and lots ofoi_her rivers in the western US. T've been doing that since 1955. I've
been doing less fishing lately because there aren’t enough fish in California and I don’t
want to take fish that are needed to make more fish. :

In order to have mere fish, the river needs more water, More water i betier for kayaking. 2
The 300 cfs release given in Table 3-32 is not enough water for kayaking, and it’s
definitely not enough water for fish, The table says that 300 cfs under the no action

altenative is not & constraint for kayaking. I disagree. It's not enough water to do the q
runs safely becanse if you f2ll over, the rocks are shatlow and you can hurt yourself

trying to roll, Some of the rapids are difficuht to run at Jovr water because there’s not

enongh water to get around the rocks without hitting them. 7

The preferred atiemative would only allow 50% of the ssatural inflaw o be retained in the h
river. Full restoration of the fish requires that all the water be left in the tver, If the law

requires that some of the Trinity water has to be diverted, then the full amount that is

supposed to be lefi in the river should remain in the river, not diverted info the Central >~
Valley. The Trinity River should get at lsast as much water as the cuirrent law allows bt
if vestoration of fish populations is the goal, ther it should get all the water needed for
that restoration. 4

The impact analyses, particularly the cumulative impact analysis, should be

interdisciplinary as required under NEP A and CEQA, not multidisciplinary.

Multidisciplinary analyses do not compare unfike quanfities such a5 fish production and

value to the Hupa, Yurok and other residents of Trinity and Humboldt coumties to

agricultural production and economic value to Central Valley ranchers because the

writers generally write only about their discipline or field of expertise. Thu&thﬁm JYEY

JAN 10 2006

3§ Fish & Wildlife Sansis
Arcata, CA
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Letter from Rick Dimick Dated January 7, 2000

Regarding the preferred threshold flows for white-water activities,
please see Response 410-3, as well as Chapter 2 of the FEIS/EIR,
Changes to the DEIS/EIR.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

The DEIS/EIR discloses potential impacts within a number of
dissimilar issue and resource areas. As the commentor points out, a
direct comparison across each of these issue areas is not feasible,
given the difference in the analysis approach used for each issue
area, as well as the units of comparison. Accordingly, potential
beneficial and adverse impacts are summarized in the context of
each issue area; no direct comparison is made. However, some
readers may choose to interpret the results on a dollar-for-dollar
basis. The “spiritual” value of the fishery is discussed extensively in
Section 3.6 Tribal Trust, and the commercial value, as well as
recreational economic values associated with the fishery, are
addressed in Sections 3.5 Fishery Resources, 3.8 Recreation, and 3.11
Socioeconomics.

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

of fish is never compared to agricuttural production except in dollar amounts, The vz
of fish includes both spiritual value to the Hupa and Yurok people, economic valus's
merchantable cormodity, and value as a recreational opportuntty. The value of -
anadmmousﬁshprodueﬁunmﬂ:eTnmtlemwﬂlnemmeetthevalueofwm
prodluction in the Central Valley if the impact analysis is based solely en monetary value
of fish versus agricultural products.

The EIS needs 1o describe the context in which the conclusion is made in the impact
analysis that Sacramento River winter run chinook are harmed by not geting Trinity
mmmbmmmmwwmmmmnmmmmmmty
River water. Holding one endupg hestage to another listed species indicates
thalthm:sasmousmblemmﬁxﬂmmarbamnwmuansfersystemmcmforma
The salimon in the Frinity River are proportionately more valuable to the economies of
Trinity and Humboldt counties, and to the Hupa Valley and Yurok teibes, than the
Sacramento River chinaok ar o the economies of the counties in the Central Valley, and
the cumulative impact aralysis nesds W specify the context in which comparisons are
made and to the i ity of the impacts on the resi of Trinity Cowty

versus the intensity of the impact on the Central Valley water users.

1 disagres with the adequacy of the impact analysis thar asgigns an adverse effect to
Central Valley residents from land subsidence and upwelling due to increased pemping
of gronmdwater. The proportional adverse impacts an the residents of Trinity and
Humboldt countics, especially the Hupa Valley and Yurok people, from loss of Trinity -
River water and resulting loss of fish production are significantly greater than the adverse
effects on residents of the Central Valley from ground subsidence, The impact analysis

. needs to specify the context on which the analyses are based and ihe intensity of the
effeets on local river users versus distant recipients of the water.

Tdi with the conclusion in Section 4.3, Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments
of Resources and Unavoidable Significant Impacts that increased recreational
opportunities would require increzsed energy use for transporting the recreationists. If
the Trinfty River does not have sufficient water to engage in either recreational fishing or
whitewater boating, the fishermen and whitewater boaters who are reside in Humboldt
and Trinity counties will travel much farther distances for these recreational
opportunities. This is proportionately greater effact on these local users than on Central
Valley and Bay Area residents who choose 10 travel a sut jal di for on
ﬂleTnmtyR.lm

In my experience, high weter is not a problem for fish, and bigh flows are self-limiting
for kayakers. But low flows ars a real problem for fish because of increased

teraperatures. Dams could be used to increase the flexibility of releases to a river when
the water is needed, but in the case of the Trinity, the fexibility has been taken away
becanse of derhands of large-scale agriculture in the Central Valley, The Trinity needs a
minimum amount of water for the fish to even swrvive. Restoration of the natural
production of Trinity River fish needs more than a mininnum amount of water, and the . -
water needs to be delivered when the fish need it, not when a San Joaquin valley rancher

4038-3
cont'd
N
> 4038-4
J

} 4038-5

4038-6
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4038-6
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Letter from Rick Dimick continued

The DEIS/EIR provides an objective disclosure of the anticipated
beneficial and adverse impacts of each alternative. Just as the
beneficial and adverse impacts of increased flows were projected
with regard to fish production, recreation, tribal trust, and other
issue areas within the Trinity River Basin, the potential effect on
Central Valley resources were also assessed as required by NEPA
and CEQA. With regard to federally and state-listed winter salmon,
the CVP is currently operated in accordance with the CVP OCAP to
meet the provisions of the Biological Opinion (BO) addressing
winter salmon. CEQA, in particular, requires that impacts to listed
species be analyzed; impacts to listed species are considered signi-
ficant and accordingly identified as such on page 3-173 of the
DEIS/EIR. Given the winter-run BO specifies a temperature com-
pliance requirement as well as Shasta carryover storage requirement,
each alternative that would result in decreased exports was analyzed
using Reclamation’s Sacramento River Water Temperature Model, as
described on page 3-172 of the DEIS/EIR. Differences in estimated
modeled mortalities of greater than 2 percent compared to the No
Action Alternative were identified as significant.

Please see Responses 4038-3 and 4038-4. Potential impacts to
groundwater resources are based on models and assumptions
identified in Section 3.3.2 Groundwater and are primarily a result of
an assumed increase in groundwater use associated with the
decreased availability of CVP surface-water supplies. Again, no
comparison across issue areas is made given the inherent differences
between each of the issue areas, resources, and communities.

Thank you for your comment. Comment noted.

Regarding fisheries restoration, please see thematic responses titled
“Fisheries.” Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response
titled “Tribal Trust.”

<~ ~o 2

S D3-1635
Comments TOC Next Page



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

Letter from Rick Dimick continued

4038-8 Comment noted. Please see related responses above.

on the fish for their traditions, have suffered proportionately faore than the Central Valley
ranchers have suffered, The EES/R needs to reflect this in a discussion of the context in
which impacts are analyzed.

needs 1o grow cotton o fomatoes. The fish, and the Hupa and Yurck people, who depend } 4038-7

cont'd

ltisimnicﬂmTﬁnityComtymustbwtheadminimﬁvecomofmepaﬂngn
Statement of Overriding Considerations (SOC) for the preferred altemarive for
potentially significant and unavoidable adverse impacts to groundwater levels in Central
Valley counties. It is more ironic that Trinity County should bear the costs to prepare an
S0C for adverse effects on Sacramento River chinook from violation of water
temperature objectives when the native fish stocks of Trinity County are suffering
becanse of waler diverted out of the county. Trinity County should sue to recover those
costs from the beneficiaries of the Trinity River water diversions,

In summary, restoration of the Trinity River anadromons fishery requires more watey in
the tiver and less water diverted out of the siver. The 300 ofs flow identified as a 4038-8
preferred level for whitewater kayaking is too low; at least 450 is required and I prefer at
least 1200 ofs. The Trinity River should get at least as much water as the law specifies —
that would be as mmuch water as is needed 1o restore full natueal production of
anadromous fish. . .

Sincerely,

Al doie

Rick Dimick
1515 Airport Road
McKinleyville, CA 95519
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T ——— Letter from George Strauss Dated January 3, 2000

q o3q . 4039-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1468 Grizsly Peak
Berkeley, California 94708

January 3, 2000

Mr. Joe Polos

US Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th Street, Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:
This is to urge that plans for Trinity River Basin allow not
more than thirty percent of the natural flow to be diverted, } 4039-1
The recommendations of the Flow Evaluation Report were based

on the assumption that diversions weuld be greater than
this. Bot legislation clearly gives Trinity fish and
wildlife priority over diversion to CVP. Given this, the
Preferred Alternative does not go far emough to achisve the
legislated mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

4039-1
cont'd

Sincerely

George Strauss

2008

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

.
- q 40 T Letter from Aida Parkinson Dated January 7, 2000

REGEIVED
JAN 10 2008 4040-2 Please see thematic response titled “No Action Alternative/Existing
Conditions Scenario and Range of Alternatives.”

4040-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Jaguary 7, 1999

Mr. Ige Polos 3 Fisn & Wikliife Sersics
US Fish and Wildfife Service : Arcata, CA

1655 Heindon Road : _ 4040-3 Regarding dam removal, please see Response 1389-4. Please also see
Arcats, California 95521 thematic responses titled “No Action Alternative/Existing Condi-

: . tions Scenario and Range of Alternatives” and “Purpose and Need
Dear M. Polos: : for Action.”

Thank yon for the opportanity to comment on the pablic draft of the Trisity River Mainstemn
Fisitery R i i atal tmpact freport (EIS/R),

1 support the pt of i d florws: into the Trinity River for the purpose of resioring the .
. b g fishery.- H f, the river should reccive st least a< mech water ag was dircoted hy

the original legislation amthirizing the Trinity River Division dams, or showt 709 of the nstural 4040-1
inflow. 50 % of the waler, which would be retained in the river under the preferred aiternative, is
not sufficient for restoration of aatural conditions suitable for salmon production af the levels that
existed prior to dam construction.

The legislation autharizing construction of the TRD allowed that water excass to the needs of the
fish and wildlife could be diverted for agriculture. 1f the purpose and need for the action is full 4040-2
restoration of the fishery that existed prior lo the TRD diversions, the EIS shonld contain an } B
alwernative that addresses ways to fully restore the fishery,

The EIS shovld include an alterpative that describes the effects of diverting caly excess water,
rather than considering alternatives that address the minimmnm volume of water needed to
maintain cr restore 4 portion of the original fishery. Diversion of excess water versus retention of
& minimum velume of water are two different anabyses, because of the differences in statistical
inferences that resuls from Type 1 and Type I ervors. In this case, the probability of losing the
anadromous fishery in the Trinity River becaase of inadequate flows should be analyzed as an
alternative, in addition to alternatives that anatyze the probability of restoring the anadromous
fishery by increasing the flows. ’

Full rectoration of the fishery roquircs that an alternative for removal of the dams be considsred, 3
_mmummmmmmmﬂnmmm“m

would require new legisttion for dam removal, sach an alternative is feasible b legislation

for remroval of the dam Is equally as feasible as legislation for dam construction.

ThesemrmmnbhnhnaﬁvésundwNEPAbmuseﬂmymeﬂﬁepuwmmdnwdufﬁe
praject. The preferred alternative (i d flows nnder the flow evaluation study flow regime
plusmeehmica]mﬂowﬂou)mmﬂ:epwposemdneedforﬂseacﬁmufmtoﬁngﬂle
auadrumouﬁaheryoﬂyifmaﬁmofﬁﬁ%ofﬂleﬁﬂwismidemdmephbh The >
BumuufReclmaﬁmshouldpmvidethedmthmughwhichmedecisionwasmadeﬂm;mﬁnl
restoration of the fishery is considered accepiable and that alternatives that could provide firll
reswration are beyond the scope of the project.

4040-3

The clear basis for choice by decision-makers and the public required under the CEQ regulations
for implementing NEPA is diminished by rejection of 2 dam removal altemative an the basis that
it does not fulfill legistative requirements based on the original legislation authorizing the TRID.

V RO D3-1638
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NEPAreqummmemgeufﬂtemﬁvesindudeahmmiwsmatmmm
of the Jead agency and that al ives be idered even if the e i cost of imples
lhealtcmaﬁveisconsideredbeyondthemamsofﬂnelmnypmposingmm_ -

It s scientifically feasible to remave the dam for the purposes of fishery restoration, 23 hus beas
demonsa:mdi.nﬂwmavaloftheGliananyuuanﬂElwahdunsmﬁnOlmpicPenimhin :
Washington.

Paolitical costs such as the demand for i d water for agricuttural and residential
c[evelopmentoflheCemmlVa]]eya:enutmeepmhlemsmsforrejecﬁnganalmxﬁwmwt

full consideration in an EIS.

address the is of the

The inder of my
boating on the river.

] potential of whitewater

L am a native Californian from the central valley for severa! generatiohs back, and have lived in
Humboldt County since 1992. 1have been whitewater kayaking since 1987. T have kayaked an
avelageoflﬂ()daysperywsincelm,mdhwehyahdmsvmgaofahomwdaysperym
on the Trinity River since 1994. 1 have kayaked all thres primary whitewatet ims on the
mainstem of the Trinity, These runs are Pigeon Point, Hayden-Cedar, and Burnt Ranch

ranging in difficulty from beginner 1o advancediexpett. [ have kayaked the mainstem of the
Trinity at flows mnging fiom 300 to abo 18,000 cfs.

Table 3-33 describes 300 ofs as a minimw preferred flow. This is inaccnrate. 300 cfs i3 100 low
for all three whitewater runs, The quality of the whitewaer experi is severely diminished at
low flows, some sections of the river are too shallow to float a boat at 300 cfs,, and some routes
through rapids are not available at 300 cfs, Safety is compromised at low flows because of the
potential hazard from exposed rocks or shallow rocks and insdequate degth for completing an
eskimo roll. Foot entrapment hozards are greater at low flows. Rafiz and open cances are unable
to float at this low flow altogether.

[ estimate that 1 regularly boat with about 50 peopie from the Chico, Redding, and Arcata aceas,
and none of these boaters prefer 300 ck. 300 ofs is 2 minimum boatable flow but about 450 cfs
should be given as a minimum boatable flow and abeut 750 ¢fs as the praferred minimum flow.

More watet in the river would improve the quality of the whitewater expetience. Increased flows
mparﬁcqlmlyvalwbbforwﬁtewmhyahngduﬁngﬂgemiﬁpq]lydrymddymm whea

Mare water in the Trinity River is better for kayakers, and far better for the fish,
Thank you for the opportunity for comment on this proposal.
Aide Parkinson

1515 Airpart Road
MecKinteyvitle, CA 95519

RDD/TRINITY4032-4044.D0C
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Letter from Aida Parkinson continued

Regarding the preferred threshold flows for white-water activities,
please see Response 410-3, as well as Chapter 2 of the FEIS/EIR,
Changes to the DEIS/EIR.
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R
JOSEPH M. THORNHILL |
ATTORNEY ATLAW
FORTY FOUR MONTGOMBRY STRERT *
SUITA 1000
FACSIMILE: (415} 265-1838 SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA 24L04-4813 TELBPHONB: [415) 961398

January 3, 2000

Mr. Joa Peolos

U.8. Fish and Wildlife Service
1125 16th Strest, Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:

I hereby subnit the following comments on the draft
Environmental Impact Statement/Report relating to the Trinity River
flow necessary to implement the congressional ekjective of restoring
fish and wildlife population levels to those which existed
immediately prior to construction of the dams authorized by the
Trinity River Act of 1955,

I strongly urge the adoption of the Maximum Flow Alternative
contained in the report. This alternative comes closest to carrying
out the Congressional intent, and doas not regquire the level of re-
engineerinq of river channels that would be required by tl:e
alternative recommended by the draft. It would provide important
substantial benefits to the general public in terms of the enhmwed
recreational opportunities that would be provided. This, in turn,
would provide enhanced economic opportunities for the residents of
the Trinity River area. The next century will see unpracedented
population growth in California. While this is also an argument for
devoting water to agricultural purposes, that argument iz much
weaker. The increasing food needs of california’s population can and
will be addressed in such ways as technological advances and imperts,
but the equally genwine need for recreational opportunities for that
population canpnot be addressed by such altermatives. Conservation
and restoration of natural conditions is necessary to preserve cne of
the most scenic and beautiful locations on Barth. The Maximom Flow
Alternative is the best choice available, and it should be adopted
without further delay.

Thank you very much for taking my comments into account.

Very truly yours,

REGEIVED.
JAN 10 2080

RDD/TRINITY4032-4044.D0C
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Letter from Joseph M. Thornhill, Attorney at Law, Dated January 3, 2000

4041-1

4041

4041
cont’'d
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Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

response is required.
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Letter from Robert S. Nicksin, Esq. Dated January 4, 2000

Y

4042-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No

ROBERT 8. NICKSIN, ESQ. response is required.

5740 ETIWANDA AVENUE #1
TARZARA, CA 91356
TELEPHONE: 818-996-2309

Jamuary 4, 2000

M. Joc Eqlos

.5, Fish and Wildhif: Service
1125 16th Street, Room 209
Arcata, CA 95521

Dear Mr. Polos:

Tbelieve it is time for the federal government to take clear and decisive action to
impréve conditions an the Trinity River. The best hope for the Teinity River is through
the Masiscum Flow Alvernative.regioné. This program will ilow for a more sstural resoveryand > 4042-1
will provide for 81% mecovery of the fishery, the most of any altemative considered.

Tt is also essenttial that your decision not be fimther delayed by those whose only goal is to
paralyze progress. Theze have been thirty-five years of delay, it is now time to begin the process of

Tt i3 increasingly clear in California that our natiral resources are more valuable —
bothwourecommyandomdﬁm—wmmeymnmhmdaskmwmmudﬁy.
Our waterways and other natural resources are part of the fabric of this great state, and
must be preserved and enhanced for future generations.
Sincerely,
REGEIVED
JAN 10 2000 -

USi Fish & Wildlifa
Atgaia, O

<~ v =\
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Letter from Salmon and Steelhead Recovery Coalition
Dated January 4, 2000

- . SALMON AND STEELHEAD RECOVERY.COALFRION
Caltfomia Council Trout Unlimitisd, Calitomia Trout, Ine., Coast Action Group,” ©
Envirormentil Protaction Information Céritar, Northcoast Ervironmental-Contar,
: Northern Califoria Association of River Guldes, o
Pacific Coast Federation of Fishennen’s Associations,
Mo o Fiderats s

Duplicate of Letter 3875. Please see Letter 3875 and associated
responses.

deratior; Smith River Alfa
Jud Ellinwood, Coordinata

. ’ Eespond to; r ) B —
1426 Btk St Eurekg, CA 95501 = (phons and fux) 707-444-8903 v {a-mail) jud@northcosst.com.
January 4, 2000
Mt Joe C. Polos’

.. US.Fish& Wildlife Servioes .
% 1125 16th Street, Room 200
B Arcam, CA9SSZ1 -

Dear Mr. Polos:

" Please accept these 2stts of the Salmon aud Steethead R Caalition (S3RC) on the
Trinity River Maingiem Fishery Restoration ETS/R, 7 RO

WesmgyﬁmnhﬁnmaﬁmofﬂnTﬁﬁRithw&mcm ia, and
mmmmwm-mmmm Aiﬂle'vayminimnm,'thew

pumtufmmmlmrshedmmﬁ'mﬂzm “Fhis is the minimum that should be
(TRD)‘mdusmgqp_e-posmmmﬂnnﬂmCeamValbmejed Cleardy, the fish-and wildifis of
the basin bave pricrity over the diversion of any water from the basin, .

of the pre-damdevels. While tust is still ptoble consid :...'nnchwmﬁ:;-lmm
the preservation and naturs] propegation of the-fist and wildlife in the basin, this is the best of
the variows alternatives. The only true way to fuily restore the fisheries would be to remove the
dem. 1t is unfortunate for the river that this altenativé was bot considered. Hiad it been this
wonld clearly be the best option for the siver. o '

mmm&mﬁmmmmmmmwmawwmm
is inadequeate. Moﬁﬁmwmponﬁuﬂnﬁshﬂwhmmmptblmme-mwﬁe
water ysers and others that have benefited from the excess diversions for the last three and a half
decades. mmummﬁnismmﬁaﬁtunmw-mmmbwﬁrm

flows. Weshquﬁmtdepmdnnbuﬂdnmswdnwha:wekmwinmedﬁmmﬂkh

Thess mechanical restoration. techniques are iable, and . W .
o o oraton technus i wproven, mrelshs, aud soedy. e co oy £

JAN 10 2009

US Fish & Wrdiife Servic..
. Arcata, CA
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Letter from Salmon and Steelhead Recovery Coalition continued

The goal of the draft and the entire restorstion program is to restore the fishery. - The Preferred
Alwzative sems to lisve as its goal mitimizing impacts to water wsets a1 the cost of a folly
restored fishery. SSRC supports full recovery of the Trinity River as mandeted by existing Law,

The Adaptive Management comporient of both the Prefierred Altemnative and the Maxinmm Fiowr
Altermative is far o vague. While Adaptive Management holds promiss it is not clearly defined
in the-docoment. Pages 2-16 snd 2-17 state that a Trinity management council composed of
fisheries agency representatives would serve as 2 policy group to review, modify, acoept, or
remand recommendations made by a techiical modeling and analysis team. However, the

does not specify which fishery agencies will be invelvad, or who will make up the t=chnical
modeling and anatysis team. Also, the draft does not specify in what capacity the stakeholders'
group, the scientific advisory board, or the externsl peer reviewers would operate. Before we can
acoept or roject amry adapti g P , e mmst kenorw specifically bow the program
will be eperated, by whom, in what capacity, and whe will choose the varicus representatives,

Including a stakeholders' group that is comprised of those whe directly benefit from diverting
water from theFrinity is an invitation to compromise the enfire process. The deisions made
regarding flows and timing of releases shonid be done in aceordance with the needs of the verious
fish species in the Trinity, not the convenience or needs of the water and power users, We
support the formation of an independent peer review panel made up of scientistsseparate from

ay gronp it beefits ffom dam operations. This panel could then serve as the policy group to
review, modify, accept, or remand procodures. :

Funding for the: relocation of the roads, homes and bridges that would be taundated by higher
flows, as well as the necessary alleratious to Trinity Dam, should be secures and laid out in the
final draft The Adeptive Management component is heavily reliant on examining the effects of
the higher flows on the fluvial geomorphology of the basin and accompenying changss in fish
numbers. The Federal Goverament, not Trinity County, should fund these projects.

15 vitd o edncing e -
) 1 w 09, 1 15¥ita n
in the besin, that other steps be taken to increase flows or stady removal the dem While we cin
h.?nm‘ﬂn!ommngfrhﬂybammidimﬁng'mofﬂwhﬁﬁmﬂmﬂﬂmmﬁe
rapid decline in:natural fish stocks, we-can not be so certain that the methods deseribed in the
w&mﬂﬁlﬁlﬁlmﬁem 1o restore the popalations. We must ensime that the
is given ity to take to i iti
tho ot v mmy.andmmy meaam further improve the condition of

Thepmple,ﬁshandwﬂdifehithﬁnityBashhawmﬂhedﬁrﬂwm%ymwﬁkﬂn

mmm@-mmmwmmmmvwwmmﬁmﬁmh
exvess diversions. Nowthneohouelimdasanmdangmdspmimmd&cmma
Trinity River Mainstew Fishery Restorotion KIS
Paga 2of3

) ’ . ° )
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Letter from Salmon and Steelhead Recovery Coalition continued

candidate for listing, The flow decision process was mandated to have been completed by
December 1996; however delay after deley has ensured that the excéss diversion continued while

; River ecosystem‘are asking for more delays, This process has been uderwary since the carly
1980's, and the issucs mised in the: document are not new. We would ask that'the current
timeling be enforced and 2 Record of Decision be issucd in the spring. The time given for prblic
fisheries. No more delays!

Sincerely, . ’
Jud Ellinwood, Coovdinator
3 or
Zeke Grader, Executive Director '
Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen's Associstions
Tom Weseloh, Northern Californin Manager
California Trowt, Inc. o
Tim MeKay, Director
Northcoast Environmental Center

w . > 4
v ) 2 D3-1644
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Letter from William C. Landreth Dated January 3, 2000
4044-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
January 3, 2000 : response is required.
. Jos Polos
U8, Fish and Wikllife Service
- $126 16™ Stradt, Room 209
Arcata, Callfomia 95321
Crear M. Polos, _ ) . i._
1 am wrtting in regard to the Trnity River and your pending desision on water fiow. My family hes
peen in California since the 1850°, and we regard cur tivers 8s 3 praciaiis and undervaiued
regource. The Trinity ts a special fiver o us, as my great great grandfaiher was a sheriff in
Waaverville in 1674 and generations since have fished in the area.Whils'I recogmiee the dificulty
of dacigions like vours, # really is tine to ghwe due wainht to the importance of-having rivers ke j 4044-1
he Trnity run at maxdmum fiow o restors the habitat. There shoukd be g pabweal rectvery of tie -
fighary, end yau shouid make this desision this year. | wast to be sbis to take my chikiren o see :
one of Californis's grest sirmams the way it showkd be. ) trust you will make the tight decision.
Thank you for yeur consderation.
Sincerely
Wilam C. Landreth
5458 Quail Meadows Cirive
Carmel, Califorréa 83923
FEDZIVESD
JaN 1o 2606
115 Fish & Wildlife Seriice
Arcata, CA
AN\ )
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