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

Opca Petic Commen Upusg Postcards from Carol Fall, Jeanne Adam, and Katherine M. Miller

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I supporr a diversion of o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4045-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were imited b : i “Fi ies.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available fu]r the riv)ér. 4046-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislatigm creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water 4047-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You, . X . <
me el g ¥ e
Address: Fo.Oon VAR FC2G Y,
Ciry/Seate/Zip:  MNpavernlle td 03 W5 e Y
{& NE

<
./( /<\;OS‘

fficial Fublic Comment LJ[ O L-} u

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were Timited by
an assumnption about the amount of water that could be available for the civer.
Legislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far znough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecesystemn.

Thank You,
Name: L 2e a éﬂ""-«_)
Addess:  LHEE C GeS TP
City/State/Zip: ! .
Pl P
;
o .-vv:_ . :_"_ Official Public Comment u[ DL‘ -i

" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -
.- .o A

I suppert 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 Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addirional legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wiidlifz priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu, . i
Name: ﬂ_/ﬁm&w& FH K ietem
Address: =0 B&K SpE

City/State/Zip: _ LEWFSFEAS, Of. Faasz.

é/\l N :l
e D3-1646
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offia Pustic Comment Hous Postcards from John B. Derby, Jr., Jerome E. Dobak, and Renee Seely

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion ".E—-_W,E__.E\..f no more that 30 pergent of the namral water flow 4048-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from: the Teinity River Basin. ile T support the seieace and study that
produced the Flow Evaluatien Report, the recommendations were limited by . . P .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4049-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating ttl}e Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water . . " P
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far en(){'tgh 5] 4050-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You, _
Addiess: e .
City/State/Zip: PFH 2~

4 oua

Official Public Commeny
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: '

1 support a diversicn of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations werz limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish 2nd wildlife priority over the diversion of| ¥
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, - Suerper THE ABME BT - OHEY A LyYokieE

Name: lepnve & Domav, STRRTS UELMG‘*J.
Address: 4321 Sigapa tavew Da. VoskSeiswy Su

i . = A ALY T ok
City/State/Zip: Sactnl Eovo, M 5 S LIS

ey cullcawiieD .

an

Officinl Public Comment L} DS o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naniral warter flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the 1 Jarions were limited by
an assumption abouot the ameunt of water that covdd be availsbie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Seel .

Address: LR nlhe ﬁ_fa‘g GEAD
CityiStae/Zip: _ S0C dagmgnaid L8 256

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

e it e oot 305 ) Postcards from V.K. Hafner, Terry L. Jepsen, and Ralph L. Brown

Dear EFS/EIR Team Members:

_ 4051-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4052-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trintty River Division, and additional legislation 4053-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CV¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the evosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address:

= Ve &w(}”
City/State/Zip: Ve ville Of 7585

BHos2

Official Public Commient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

E supporct 8 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that
procduced the Flow Evaluatdon Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thet could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additonal legislation
elearly 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
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, -

Name: Tﬁﬂ# L. s2f1£m
Address: IX15 Z,ﬁ,.;gm;g b;

Citya‘StatefZ%p: g,_at,{,.-g% ‘ g/% 0 Zﬁ_/ Z

Official Public Comment Ho53

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hinited 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 Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, _
Name: R&{Piﬂ L. BVC’WVL
Address: }'?ef). B&’X {3 ol

City/Stare/Zip:  Wemparivilly, G4 24583

<~ v AY

R D3-1648

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY4045-4144.D0C



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

Postcards from Leo Jimenez, Sandy Watts, and Eric Fields
Official Public Comment Y 051_}

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
4054-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | support the science and study that 4055-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, 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 4056-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, —_——

Name: (2o Nrmemez
Address: 5 Lo tsid e
Cipstaterzipr _flcalAd vy L Gl

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Qfficial Public Comment L" 0 6 5

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 [ suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
e 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 wiidlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to t:ne CVP, Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does net go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narme: MM
Address: &7 ,],;P
Ciry!Smefiip: ch

Official Public Comment L 05l

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

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

Thank You.

Name: EQLC, FFLLHQ—;
Address: (0l Alvase bn HF7
City/State/Zip: M&meﬂ;_ LA Tea
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

' - Postcards from Dan Rhodes, Elaine Walters, and
oppca ptic Commes R OB Patricia Morrill Puterbaugh

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mowe that 30 percent of the nawral water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 4057-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by

an agsumption about the amount of water thai could be available for the river. . . P .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4058-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prionity ever the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enouph ko 4059-1 Please see thematic responses tiﬂed “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )

Name: rbav‘ Q\V\u&l—%

Address: TNRRD  Brouh U
City/State/Zip: Weaho Ceata  Cu FLo ™

Official Public Contnrent H 06 %

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 Evalyation Report, the recommendatons were fimited by
an assumption about the amcunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does aot go far enough to
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecogystem

Thenk You, i

Name: ﬂ.-LZU.-d

Address: C 7tail b li.
ﬁamé’za.@7ﬁe__ﬂéw7

City/State/Zip:

Offieial Public Comment )_! 0501

Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluartion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ret go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, -
Name:
IS0 Viles R——
City/State/Zip: Cohasset A 95973
RDD/TRINITY4045-4144.D0C P D3-1650

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Postcards from Fred W. Klarenbach Jr., Tim Fox, and James Jackson
Official Public Comment H OL‘:O

Doar EISEIR Youm Members: 4060-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 suppert 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 4061-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . P, .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4062-1 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 Allemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: Fund %500, I
Address: PO Bz
Fhanta S
City/State/Z1p:
T T e e —————

Officiat Public Commene 1 Ol
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption 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 pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Altemative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thenk You,
o fos
)

Name:

Address: 2GS | puitems Ko

City/State/Zip: &Mﬂé on  Teanz

. Qfficial Public Comment H D{D 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral 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 assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaticn
clearly gives Trinity fish zad wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, J— —_——
Name: J/ﬁe_f t/ﬂﬁléff‘\
Address: /

City/State/Zip: i : J 2594

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

offciat pusiic comment 4 Dl 3 Postcards from Kent R. Bulfunch, Alfred Gianelli, and Jim Fish

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the ratural water flow - : : up: eries ”
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that 4063-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fish .

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4064-1 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 5 . . P, .
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preforred Alternative does not go far enough to 4065-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Name: LI& A Q @ Q:" =l-
Address: A\l ]dm.ﬁe <0

City/Sume/Zip: _Meelly, €A ARL097-234Y

Official Public Comment L4 ) {DL\

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ac more that 30 pereent 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
20 assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislatian 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 oot go far enough to
achieve & legaily mandzted restoration of the ecosysvem.

Thank You, .
Mame: %’6’{ G"nﬁ-flz-l‘ {.‘
Address: Yoz tff fetennce

CityState/Zip: _ Srermimesctn O FTEEI4L

Official Bublic Comment H DlD 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly pives 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 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thenk You, J_ R Zﬁ' )fyf ’/Z\

Name: piid] F]S'I'

Address: 1900 Meds besl L

CiySigltip: S Mpettdd JTE FSEh
P kg _ s .

¥ P

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

i usic e ] D00 Postcards from Paul Wilcox, Glenda Pawsey, and Richard Doleman
Dear EIS/EER Team Members:
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent t;f the natural water flow 4066-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4067-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

am assuraption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over ihe diversion of any water 4068-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
o the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address: Faul Wilcox
- 2010 Allen Dr.
City/Seate/Zip: Aubarn, CA 95602

Qfficial Public Commers H Db_\

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

E support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
am assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Ezgislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clzarly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over tie diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thark You, 1 Semete %ady-
Name: G / /
Address: 27 Friam f e

Ciry/State/Zip: %g@ 8 YrET

Hob §

Official Public Comment
Pear 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
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
20 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
w the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alfternative does not go far enough to
zchieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaak You,
Name: g ic ‘lﬁré(Di(Q‘m
Address: 3sa
City/StatefZip:
FBLN D~
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment L*‘ Olﬁc[

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank Yoeu,

Name: -

City/Swae/Zip: _ Cotterevcdant (5 Fizop-7522 .

Official Public Comment lJ\-D—I D

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppor 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 Repert, 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, aud additional legislation
clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far tnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, —
Name: é’qlﬁ-I ;rdru e
Address: 26000 Hoe b %Up

City/State/Zip:  Plocenfie o287

Official Public Comment L"O’l\
Dear EIS/ETIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem 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 couid 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 ecosysten.

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

RDD/TRINITY4045-4144.D0C

Postcards from J.F. Knight, Gary Turner, and Sara Huett

4069-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4070-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4071-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

o Postcards from Lana Touchstone, Nick K. Aghazarian, and Jim Yoshioka
Officia Pubtic Comment L} 012~
;_Dur EIS/EIR Team Members: M )
{ suppert a diversion of no mere that 30 percent f?)f the natural water flow 4072-1 PIEaSE see thematic responses titled ”Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, Whils [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4073-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an, assutnption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . Py, .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water 4074-1 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, e Tt

Name: Lana T

Address: 255 Pariview Terrace #.2
— VaElte TR AT

3
City/State/Zip:

Offtcial Public Comment L-‘ 01 3

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 I support the seience and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislatien creating the Trimity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildliie priority over the diversion of 2ny water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Mcfc K /4§HRZAJ?!4;\/

Address: 200 fFHlagacen Dg’
Ciryistate/Zip. S’ Jor, Ca 452 <

Offtcial Public Comment Ll O‘[ 4

Dear EIS/EIR, Team Members:
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basia, While I support the seience and study that
peoduced the Flow Evalustion Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abowt the amount of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rixer Divisien, and additional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: .3’1\41 Yogh J-th
Addess: 101 Boupact St 7707

ciiswezi: _[opefll Hi 56522-359

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

oftctal Pustic Commers LY (3 TS Postcards from Ron and Lynda Rhyno, Paul Lashley, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Nan Stormont Vaaler

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Toinity River Basin. While I suppor the sciesce and sudy tha:
produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the recommendarions were limited by 4075-1
an zssumption about the amount of water that could be availeble for the river. -
Leyislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4076-1 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. 4077-1

Thank You,
Narmne:
Address

City/State/Zip: N&Q& {f& gg;s“q

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

»

Official Public Commen: H DT\

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie [ support the sciznce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repen, the recommendztions were limited by
an assumpticon 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 wildlif¢ priority over the diversion of any water
W the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aitemative does not go far enough o
achieve a legsily mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Mame: pf;jd{ éagééffg £
Address: 29/25- HEian oy -

CityiState/Zip: .-; AR fnaAd A %égz

Offcial Public Commens 44 O]

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the scirnee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Refi#fttthe recommendations were limited by
an assumption shentt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity aver the diversion of any water
t© the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: [@flﬂ& ;ﬂ“-ﬁ mr,_{ % ;{‘5;5/
Address: 5T Dake S

Ciuy. State/Zip: ﬂfﬁx’g LA FHEE T

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

st rasic o 1401 Postcards from Michelle Lyman Photography, Mark Ellis, and
© Janna Newber

Dear EIS/EIR Tenm Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30
fr(lnda the Trinity River Basin. While I g
predduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendar; i

an assumption about th ’ o avmt e e
Leg'isilaniol:l'1 creating thecTag:i’?; llt?\fi:ai;ei:itsmc:?;ii?wmme e Ever . . i fes.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife Ppriority c;ver the dli‘\:':?:ilo:%?]atmn w07 Please see thematic R fied Tsheries
1 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not e

u];El'C;ll:h:f the natural water flow
po: i . | | |
science and study thar 4078-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

i - Zo far eno: to . . . .
:chhlei\:e: legally mandated restoration of the ecasystern. ueh 4080-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

ank You,
Name: Micheile Lyman Photogra !

pag
. 35 Keney Sbr
Address; FPetaluma, ﬁ ngtz
City/State/Zip: 707t 7oe-B463
St E: B e

i Official Public Comment H O-lq
Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
ftom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and saudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendstions were Jimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Drivision, and additional legislatien
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandased restoration of the ecosysiem.

SN
Name: J—

Mark Elhs
Address: 266 GazliT Ave.
City/State/Zip: Burels, SA 00 4470

Qfficial Public Comment no3g O

Dear EXS/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 shudy that
praduced rhe Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
a0 sssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the Gver.
Legisladon creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legaily mandated restocation of the ecosystern.

Thaok You, .

Name: \—M\N\ ot f—""
Address: R

CitylStseZip: _Lrradn 0 f ’v—:»'r;z\

’

é/\l v > -’A.
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Postcards from Terry W. Raymer, Wayne Hawthorne, and

ogfciat pastc Conmens. FAOBN Mark and Melinda Bailey
Dear EIS/EIR Tesm Members:
Lsupport a diversion of no more that 30 peczent of the astural water flow 4081-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

an assumption about the amount of water that could be zvailable for the river. 4082-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi;iongl legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water 4083-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1o the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You. (.
Mame:

Address:
City/State/Zip:
- |
Cfficial Public Comment L" 08 7—
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 rece dations were limited by
&n assumption about the amount of water that epuld be available for the rivet,
Legislation <reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearfy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Afrernative does not go far enough to
echieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thark You,
MName: Syt ﬁ[a-u h“lloﬂ! 2
Auddress: 1o AMalgas, B

CitylStterZip: _Cuecemnt () Ca 9553 |

—————— e —e N

Ofciat Pubiic Commene~ LYO T 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frome, the. Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and stady that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the ecommendations weare limited by
an assurnption shout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thenk You,
Narne: MARK & MELINDA DAL EY
Clity/State/Zip:
w V > _’l
RDD/TRINITY4045-4144.D0C T b D3-1658

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page
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3 Postcards from Barbara Marrissey, Bob and Patti Claypole, and
ogicat putic conmens. O 8 Howard F. Savage

. Denr EISJ"EiR Tﬂm Members:

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

from the Teinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 4084-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
pmduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendztions were limited: l:y
on about the t of water that could be availablc for the. tiver. 4085-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Leg1slau¢;n ereating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legisletion

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 4086-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystent.

Thark You, - -
Mame: T (Garbase. vy
Address: ){ 7‘5— P24 &é‘_&& nﬂ"’

City/State/Zip: Z&Lﬂ%&,w_iﬁ' 19

e

Ofctal Puttc Commene. Y OFD

Dear EIS/EIR Tesm Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
r duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ption about the of watey that could be available for the river.
Legls]arlon creati.ng the Trinity River Division, and additional legisladon
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far snough to
achieve a legally dated ion of the

Thank You, ' Rebedw

vName:  Bob #Fatty Cleypote. . M

A_dd.rﬁs: P-O. BOJ‘- 33 WC&#’&
 Cigy/staeizip: KlamatihRiver, Gk 46059

Offctal Public Commment L4 () %lo

Dear EIS/EIR Tesm Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral 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 mver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough (o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

!
Name: M&M
Address: o pa 3"-{ 57

City/State/Zip: @M,M(c@ 7 I

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

- Postcards from Laura Guerra, Susan Barnstein, and Tom and
ot e ommene {01 Doris Montgomery

Dear EIS/EIR Tenm Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . . .
from the Toinity River Basin. While [ suf,pm the science and study that 4087-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evatuvation Repart, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4088-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enought to 4089-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legafly dated 1 ion of the
Thark You,

MNarng: . MUEA IQL)EKE‘A
Address: 2UST Flendif ﬂ

CiSueszip: Toyside (UGS

Officiat Pubiic Commem: LY OB bt

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 suppeort the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amonnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinit§ River Division, and additional legislation
cl&arly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. ‘l‘uercﬂ)rc the Preferred Alternative does not go fir enough to

achieve a legally ion of the yStem.
Thank You,

Name: é}ﬁ&& &E«Ugﬁt)
Address: % By Q'{'?

Ciyisaerzip: Bilae fokem (- FST 28

B i
- Tt T ]
.a JE—— —
i -
) ]
o
n

. Oﬁ""""f ;'“w‘ L
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: L-\W

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluetion Re, rt,themommendaﬂonswerelr.mllcdby
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additioasl legisiation
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of ey water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does net go-fr enough o
achieve a legaily mandated resteration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Toyn end Doris ManTgo mery
Address: 17175 FaTrcks # _ﬂr

CityilState/Zip:  TRrpnaap_ <A G757o

) ) x ° s
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Postcards from Gary Jallo, D.C., Jason Sidell, and Danielle Hewitt
Official Public Comment q CAD

Dear EIS/ELR Team Members: 4090-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P -
#om the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stwdy that 4091-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by ) ) ) o,
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4092-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildiife prionty over the diversion of any water
) the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosvsiem.

Thank You, -

Name: é‘ﬂf‘f JALLD DS
Address: q 20 T S‘r-
City/Stare/Zip: Av.—.o‘fﬁl Ch OS0!

L a_gm;t Pubic Commene LHOO

Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nama] water flow
iem the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Repent, the recomumendations were Himited by
an assuraption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and zdditional legisiation
clearly gives Temity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go Far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You,
Name: :'asan S(Zfle ”
Address: 1562 T Streef

City/StatelTip: _Areada (A 955U

o Official Public Consment LIDCIQ_
. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: = - -
1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fhorn the Trimity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced ihe Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limised 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 aver the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

11
Name: . 5
Address:

Aoce 33!& an
City/State/Zip: A‘fgg."r_c (!g o552

<~ V“"\
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Postcards from Carolyn Swanson, Alan D. Barron, and Paul Mason

- . 4093-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
gt . .
. _-i‘?ﬁ"ﬂw Public Comment L{ 001 3 4094-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: : ) ) )
4095-1 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
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an ption: about the t of water that conld be available for the dver.
Legislation creagng the Trinicy River Division, and additional legizlation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferzed Altemative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resworation of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Patolod Swansor | ..
adawss: 2055 AL pueefd TR
Ciysuatezipp AL AT 4 (g P55 2

L S [T

- oﬁ’i;ia: Public Comment H OC"-\

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no morg that 30 percent 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 about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated estorafion ofthe

Thank You, /
Name: ’ A 4
Address: ﬁ

City/State/Zip: /5 5/

Official Public Cmf;.ulum Ll ms )

"~ Pear EIS/EIR Team Members;

I siipport a diversien of no more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While { support the stience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the of water that ¢could be available for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Freferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystsm.

Thank You,
Name: Za/ /{(rﬁﬂf -~ ff/f
Address: 5B Fo7

City/StaterZip: Sawdmgirfe F 355502

<~ v =\
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Postcards from Eleanor Tennyson, Debrah Cognall, and Merit Cape

' _'.:'- Oﬂ'mmIPubItc Comment L{Ocllp

Dua EISEIR Tk Mesibes 4096-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natura water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ su the science and study thar i 3 3 “Bq jeg ”
prochuced the Flow Evatustion Report, ml’lj?;’;mmﬁm Ny e by 4097-1 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 addirional legisietion 4098-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorivy over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefersed Altemalive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

SEOL e, S

Address:

S .
CityiState/Zip: _ g | gf/%, PsHY T

Official Public Cominent - L} Dq 7]

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturel water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limired by
an assumption 2bout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

hieve a legally dated ion of the
Thank You, -
Name: (-—-féfu-ﬁ\ &T ha‘ﬁ/ﬂ
Address: 2000 Sugne SN

City/Stare/Zip: =Mepta . (o Sisc et

Officiad Pablic Commene 14 OF o)
Dear EIS/EER Team Members: -

I support a diversion of no more that 30 parveat of the naturl water flow

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dars were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
. Legjslamn crennng ﬁe Trl.mty Rlver Dlvmon., and addmouai legislation

nchieve a legally dated ion of the ecosy

Thank You, . - _
Name: Negy Cape
Address: a. Y,
City/State/Zip: |
RDD/TRINITY4045-4144.DOC v 4 - D3-1663
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Postcards from Tom Stokes, John W. Sievert, and Nancy V. Sievert
Official Public Copment L—} qu
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I suppert = diversian of no mors that 30 percent of the ratural water flow 4099-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . ) o
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by 4100-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

islati ting the Trinity River Division, aad additional legistati ) . ) )
ﬁiﬁ?:eﬁ:inig ﬁ:h Qﬁﬂdﬂg pﬁurit:n:wer the diversion. i'fsan;n water 4101-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dess not go far engugh to
achisve o legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ——

Name: {Dlar ; in kes i

Address: T2 G' g‘?‘

City/State/Zip: _Einyele, LA FSOI

Hy00

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natwal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an ion about the of water that could be availzble for the river.
Legisiation 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 emcugh 1o
achieve a isgally mandated restoration of the ecasystem,

Tkank You,
Name: Toutnd ). Sieverr
Addrass: Yo, Bax Ttk

City/State/Zip: _CoupiwAc W 25502 2adh

e H

: '_ : Offfcial Publiz Contment Hl O ‘
"7 "Deat EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reconummendations were limited by
an ion about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name; Maz%_z_mﬂ

Address: 2D, Box 3rye

Clty'State/Zip: _SSLRELS, LPALLF,
K302 3se/ce

<~ Vv Y
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it e Commens 1] D7 Postcards from Donna Lovejoy, Robert Q. and Kay A. Owen, and
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: Jane Dean

I support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natueal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppor: the science and study that

produced the Fiow Eval Report, the recommendations were limited by 4102-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available f_or the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation 4103-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem. 4104-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, -

Harme: /}wa. LM':! n;,u

Address: 124 fjl&ivéﬂ_éf"

Cipsmeerzip: N tgadeale, (A a5WP7

Official Bublic Comment Mo 3
Desr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of 0o mors 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 limitad by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation ~
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysien.

Thank You, A .
Name: Folltr &)+ NM 2. Q‘“‘-‘z""“
City/SmetZip:  fPEOAL Lille L. F5EEE

Official Public Comment 1104
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity Rivet Basin, While I suppert 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,
Legislarion creeting the Trinity River Division, and zdditional tegistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsmative does not go far enough to

hieve a legally mandated r ion of the
Thank You,
Name: !& NE i Ednm )
Address: F.o. By a3y
City/State/Zip: | .

%0)47/

<N VD
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—_— ..
Official Public Comment 4 1 Df)

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion ef ne mors that 30 of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While suppun the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations were Limited by

an assumpticn about the amount of water that conld be available for the river,

Legistation creating the Trinity River Divisiorn, and additional legisiation

clearly gives Trnity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any watsr
-y W the GYP. Therefore, lhe Prefesred Allemnative does ot go far enough to

achicve 2 legally d ion of the ecosysten. | - e

Thank You_%fhg /M o
Name: LA = TRt e

Addresg: P e S

City/State/Zip: _Hecare <A 5552,

- Official Public Comment H 100

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatious 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 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 mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: ;

Address: ZZY: f A R
City/State/Zip: Boyswe-Ca-  gssay

Postcards from Mary-Jane Ashton, Ronald Miller, and
Bonnie Sonnenburg

Official Public Comment - L.“ o071
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: '
1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natural warer flow

from the Triaity River Basin, While I support the science znd study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were {imited by

an assumption about the amount of watee 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 Préferred Altemative does not go for enough to
achieve a iegally mandated resioration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
MNamner ?2: e fb‘f\mbp 8
Address:

City/State/Zip: g;g; ie {: g=&é!

RDD/TRINITY4045-4144.D0C

4105-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4106-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4107-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcards from John A. Lehman, David M. Criley, and Glenn Stephenson
Official Public Commeat “j o

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . p— .
£ support = diversion of no more that 30 percent of e natural water fow 4108-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wete limited by 4109-1 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 legistation . . . .
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 4110-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystum,

Thank You,
Mame: \;—ro/:'/ﬂ ﬁ, /(n‘//?mtm
(%)

Address: ,ﬁ_wﬁg&
City/State/Zip: peflt 24 2817 7

/- F-ce
Official:Public Comment L'H ool

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of te natural water flow
from the Trimity River Basin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the dations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amounnt of water that could be zvailable 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 10

achieve a legally dated r ion of the
Thank You, (Qa_u_ / ’;
Name: N - -
Address: _. %‘im %
Citw/Stare/Zip: Saata Resa, CA. 934014
Official Public Comment - H 1 1 D

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naiural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommémdations were Timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be svailable f_‘ar the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona} legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far #nough to
achiave @ legally mandated restoration of the scesystem.

Thank You,
Name: (?LENN S‘;"l:"PMr:—"Nsc:\;
Address: 2D Amicer SrroET

- )
Ciny/State/Zip:  _dDicaimaown, (4 Gy€0s 970

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

Postcards from Kyle J. Rohrs, Lynn R. Thomas, and John E. and

Official Public Comment Ll( 1 Iris M. Grow

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4111-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the scwnce and study that

produced the Flow Eval rt, the oms were limited by . . i < oy
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4112-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

cleacly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water g . . Py . ”
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alleniative does not go far eavugh o 4113-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legaily dated of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: "’

Address:

City/State/Zip: &
SUGSA.

Official Public Comsmant L W2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoet a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scmwe and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the 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
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemsd Alterpative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandaied of the
Thank You, W

Name: -
Lymn R. Thomas
Address: A 18 RME:.\ iy .
Chico, CA G5028-06 T
City/State/Zip:

Offfciad Public Comment L‘ \ l 2’
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of nc more that 30 percent of the natural watkr flow
from the Trinicy River Basin. While I support the science. and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited b:,r
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation crearing the Triniry River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: . S.Ql_’zlﬂ € Saﬂﬁ o ggm:w

Address:

City/State/Zip: _Qcm.\.g&a_ctaj;nc

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

Postcards from John Griffin, Carolyn L. Davidson, and Betty Johnson

. : “" . : ”
Oficial Pubfic Comment Hpy 41141 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Pear EISEIR Team Members: : 4115-1 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 { suppont the sclence and smdy that . : : up: e
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, fhe were limited by 4116-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amount of water that could be 2vailable for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildfife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aiternative does not ge far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName:

Address: 15
City/Stare/Zip: w aof

Offfcial Public Commant l—} nsS

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. Whils I support the scxeuce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the were limited hy
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of sny water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternarive does not go far enongh to

achieve a legally d ion of the

Thank You, ‘E ! Q
Name: _(D M—’Ql\r\-f

Address:

City/State/Zip: l/ﬁt‘“"‘—u-\./hﬂ-—l falss ?g-fé?

Offtcial Pubiic Commaen H l 1 LP

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation craating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Tcinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversien of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, rhe Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally ion of the ¥

Thank You,

Name: EJ,ZZ % ,!& [_q AT
Address: a‘qd/ lﬁ( A ‘f

CityStaeerZip:  Ha ;; o f‘}\’ ch gbo¥

) ) x ° s
RDD/TRINITY4045-4144.D0C T b D3-1669

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

Postcards from Brian Lasky, Scott Amundson, and Ronald G. Knarff

Official Public Comment L}l 171 4117-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

o _ 4118-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Iﬁ:upptgrt _? gh_vers];pn ni;;;o more that 30 percent of the naturl water flow

m the Trinity River Basin. While I i i i i i

e ity R e Swpon mﬁ:ﬁmﬁ it::;itby 4119-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assummption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the qver.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
v Dsian Foaby
Addrass: ¢80 U,I.nt Unh

City/State/Zig: M, ggggﬂfg Cy 95519

. Officisl Public Comment L\ 'l l 8
Dexc FIS/EIR g;e?n‘r Memghers:

Founm F3 e - 3

N diectcarin SbE, miork that 30 percent of the nanwral water flow

- %:nwtgg;m:s Rijer Wasiry, While [ support the science and study that

»- - produged the Flow Eveluation REport, the recommegdsticas were limited by
an asfumption about the amount of water that could be zjv:'mlable for the river.
Legislation cresting the Tinjsy River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish aiid wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w tis CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does mot go far enough to

1% . achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Tha.nkYoﬁ., X .
Mame: S o AN TP on
Address: vy Kindermw 2T

CityiSmwiZips 0 & K, ATz & A Fug S 2

PR

Official Public Comment U( 1 q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Metmbers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin, While I suppoct the scisnce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendstions were fimited by
an ption about the of water that ¢culd be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated reswration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ’

s
Address: 28 S22 .
City ‘State/Zip: Forradis S PSG?

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

Postcards from Roylene Hite, Gregory J. Opitz, and Greg Holquist

Official Public Comment 4120 4120-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Door EISTEIR Team Mumbers: 41211 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

T support a diversion of nd more that 3G percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the sci¢nce and study that 4122-1
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 additienal legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoratfon of the ecosysem.

Thank Ywou,

Name:
Addrass: j *

City/State/Zip: (2\_,1’.{;2 ('A, fﬁ;ﬁ

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comment Lt ] 23
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ao more that 30 percant of the natucal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asswiaption 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 dated r ion of the Y X .
Thenk You, : '
Name: itz M
Address:
City/State/Zip: &%ﬂ 8- gj s ﬂ
Official Pablic Commient Ll 122

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of nio more that 30 percent 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 about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVF. Therefore. the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
hieve a legally dated T ion of the y

Thank, You,

Name: GREG Howbws7—

Addresa:
City/State/Zip:

A

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

Postcards from Debra A.Schaefer, L. Rohssler, and Charles H. Rose

Offciad Public Comment L{IZZ) 4123-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: 4124-1 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 T support the science and study that . . Py, . P
prodused the Flow Evahuarion Repors, the recommendations wers limited by 4125-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rver,
Legislation ergating 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 Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve 2 legaily mand; ion of the Y
Thenk You, .

Name: Doksn. A SdvarSer
Address: Yyl B Do 3%

City/State/Zip: ‘&r_* CA =~

Offcial Pustic Commert LY 2L}
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppont a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced e Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conid be available for the river.
Legizlation 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, th Preferred Alernative does not go far encugh to

hieve a legally of the

Thank You, _
Name: ir E.DL\?S(GF‘

Address: 2.2 okt #wy ?‘ g
A

City/State/Zip: e C

92407%

Officied Public Comment . . "'H?-5
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 Ihe 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 Tinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enoigh te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .

Nome: Chaeles 4. Rose
Address: Eotl Trmvald e Creel P,
City/StateiZip: _/aced&in_Vof kY R G5633

<~ Vv AN

b D3-1672

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY4045-4144.D0C



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

Postcards from Nicole L. Aghazarian, Pamela Perryman, and
Terry Rogers

Official Public Comment ]_‘ ‘ Z-LP

Dear EISEIR Team Members: 4126-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 peccent of the natural water flow
from ihe Trinlty River Basin. While [ sopport the scieroe and study thax 4127-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Rep;m;. the tr:wm:ﬂ;nﬁumelm;lm:;:d _bye[

i ut the amount of water that col a e for the river. . . . )
;neéﬁmpﬁgnmazg the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4128-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waier
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Mocos L Aenazaganf
Address: /710 Marece sy DR

City/SeatelZip: Sopal Josg  Ca FEI2S

Official Public Comment H 12:]
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the narural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and stdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thac could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated rgkstpratinn of the ecogystem,

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

Cityfs:ateJZi]Q: guth Pudeadina, 5:4 SF030

Offcial Public Comment 1)} 2%
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaflable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildife 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,
Narne: T‘fAN\qi E’s q. 205
Address: ¥ Ridnguiond Cf

City/State/Zip: \f.m.;lo &a TH5%§

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

Official Public Commrent L‘ | 29
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppon 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 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 additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thaok You, .

Name: Wﬁ 0’/5(?4}

Address: §?’ /éxm,{ f é& =
City/State/Zip: ol

Postcards from W.P. O’Kelly, Thomas Eppen, and Noel Agajan

Hficial Public Comment L‘ [ _?JD
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, . _ B
Neme: [romas ETEY
Address; LAY MAUA L g;...a{-\ﬂ[

City'Stie/Zip: S UAH ik SR Gyl

Official Public Comment g 3]
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert 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 availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enongh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: W?’_
City/State/Zip: 2 a PP D

»

RDD/TRINITY4045-4144.D0C

4129-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4130-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4131-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N .vl
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Karl Griepenburg, Daniel Pinney, and Michael Locklear

Official Public Comment My %32 4132-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear ERS/EIR Team Members: 4133-1 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 T support the science and study that 4134-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the cver.
Lagislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioity cver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Narme: KAl &R G PENBUR.G—
Address: '?.b- =] O‘jL 385

Cly/Sme/Zlp _Velolewe, CA 44953

Official Public Comment q l 5 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
from: the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the iations were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount 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 CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten,

Thank You,

Name:

Address: 4321 8T,
City/State/Zip: i

Official Public Comment 4} 31}
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 1 suppert 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 {egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiifs prioriry over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Nome: Micvwne Loxcoae /%é‘é%
¥ oase g S

Addyess:

CityiswteiZip: E=TALL N M, (A BEFS 2.

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

Official Public Comment L‘ \ 3 6
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 T supporst the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far erough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem

Thank You,
Marne:
Address:
Clty/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment H 13 LP
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of 1o more that 30 peicent of the natural water flow
frein the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the moommendations were linited hy

an assumption about the amount™of water that could be available far the river,

Legislation créating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legistation

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

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does mot go far ¢nough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosysiem.

Thank You,

MName: 5
Address:
Ciry/Srare/Zip

Official Public Conmnrent ‘—|- 137
Dear EISEIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the scitnce and atudy that
prudumd the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendarions were limited by

4

Leg:slanon 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 Altemative does oot po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name; l’?‘lf‘fgﬂ\/ ey DUA#M
Address: &34 E‘J-Mﬁ“]/“'.;

CitylSeare/Zip: _MEIES TO, CALIF 45351

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

RDD/TRINITY4045-4144.D0C

Postcards from Mr. and Mrs. Andre Fortain, H. Martin Pancoast, and
Harry G. Durham

4135-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4136-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
41371 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Postcards from W.P. O’Kelly, A.J. Leviz, and Matt St. Charles

Ofictul Public C . W 53 4138-1 Duplicate of Postcard 4129. Please see Postcard 4129 and associated
Deat EIS/EIR Team Members: response.
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow R . . P . P
from, the Trinity River Basin, Whils [ suppott the soience and study that 4139-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . . .
an assurption about the amount of water that sould be avilable for the river. 4140-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildife peiority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative-Goes not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thack Yon,

Mame: d@:ﬂ Oﬁ/t’/ ,.é

Address: St k/&*l’m //&ﬁ-ﬂr
City/State/Zip: /Vw/éur? ﬂw‘,é’ (A G50

Official Public Comment H 1 5q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the nzmral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppori the science and study chat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption gbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish aod wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alteraative does oot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

s ¥ Lerm,

Address: 1) Par s Tc{;rr;
City/State/Zip: Yo A\ g 34522 i
i Officiaf Public Commen 4o

Dear EIS"’EIR Team Members:

I sipport a diversion of no mere that 3 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 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 additfonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does pot go far enough to
achieve z legally mandated rastoration of the ecosystem.

X Matr SL Charles

MName:
Adéress: ¢ 72 Huland
Ciystnefzip: Bovsid A4 AFs2y

<~ e AY

e D3-1677
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Official Public Comment g Postcards from Gale Sheflin, Rene di Rosa, Diane Ryerson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. : “" . : ”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent: of the natural water fow . 41411 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that ”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by _ i n titled “Fisheries.
an asswiniption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river. 41421 Please see thematic responses

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . i c
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4143-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Allernative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosysten.

Tharnk You,
Name: gaggéh%g N :
Address: 2745 Erikde Wiy Ra

CiySuseiZip: _Avesn  CA 55y,

Officint Public Commant 42
Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

I support a diversicr of no more that 30 percent of the nawral waser flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppont the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations ware limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl legiskation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternagive does ot go fur cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name;

Address: Beme i Raa
City/State/Zip: _ NegaCa. sism

-
Official Public Commeny L'\ ‘L} 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mors that 30 parcent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppon the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendztions were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thar ¢ould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Triniry- River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priovity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemacve does ot go S enough to
hizve a legally dated r ion of the y .
Thank You, RE’?E“’EE
Name: S ’

Address: {99 Baind L4 JayN L] 2968

CityiStawiZip: _Meknley o ife (A= FriFF & Widite san,
’ St o

e D3-1678
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Postcard from MaryAnn Czermak Ph.D.

L-] Iql.], 4144-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

, Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere Lhat 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 Umited by
an assumption gbout the amount of water Lthat could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorily over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough o
gchieve 3 legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, SESEIVEL
Mame: Mﬂ f"Ef'ﬁ{ﬂ.w ffzama i ."}5 ) ANt 9
Address: M f‘?Uﬁ ¥ Behumt Dr. _ __J' CE T 2060
Cityisuteszip: _[8fo Cedyg (A Jpo73 "™ P8 Widile Serce
é/\l P~ ;A
RDDITRINITY4045-4144.D0C V S D3-1679
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