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

et P 1y 15 Postcards from Ann M. Black and Elizabeth R. Schmidt

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . u: . ”
1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 parcent of e nawrel water flow 4174-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalnation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4175-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assamption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatien creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Elhzohes E.i!\_wua‘;* i
Address: 1972 L ronwoasd Wi '

City/State/Zip: _wie et Sae rameqts, C R, BSET/

P 8 2 ¢ 4 AR 4 ot e o e A AR el £

Official Public Comment LI l 7 L}

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 mcommendations 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
16 the CVP. Thetefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok Yoe, . \
Name: Q"“V" A é’( A 1\ d N p.
Address: S Coivny

City/State/Zip: _BICFD CH §3326

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

Official Pubiic Comment L‘\ ] 7 g
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of 110 more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the seience and swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recoramendations were limfted by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does niot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

afficiat Pubtic Comment 4 | 7] 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppont the science and stdy that -
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations wese 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 Triniry fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, % . é "
Name: ,igz- ‘gﬂ’z;,.Z—-—-

Adidress: Lisa & Bob Famham
. 5 11 Dolphin Iste
City/State/Zip: Bl Marin Weys, CA 94940

Official Pubiic Comment l-] I ’) Lﬂ

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversicn of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altsmative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, ) f_é_éé&
Name: . //Zif(&’l{az-{p’(@e ﬂﬂmw/)\\
Address: FEI /ﬁ—é’:&dﬁa/% —

CuyiStezip: ~Le 4%;:5 ﬁ‘(ﬁ e .

[T OTERR RS SR

RDD/TRINITY4175-4295.D0C

Postcards from Michael C. Andrews, DSM, Lisa and Bob Farnham, and
John MacKenzie

4176-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4177-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4178-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

it pubic commene. L] | Postcards from Adrian Burgeson, Jeffrey MacAskill, Larry Reynolds, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Susan Hurley

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percemt of the natural 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
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) ) . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4179-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ter the CYP. Therefore, the Prefarred Alternative does nol go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem. 4180-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

NThank You, Sicant HM(/@") P j’g#:ej jﬁagqfk;” 4181-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
ame:

Address: /é ‘.{? 7 hd V,ﬂifi_

CitySueizip: __ tsalnad CMQ/‘\J A qyrEL

Official Public Comment L} I ‘E O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

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

Oficial Public Comment L} | 7} =

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no moie that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the niver.
Legislation creating the Trmity River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversien of any water
o the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does nor go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: d L e DAY

Address; fﬂfﬂ f ,‘_2“@' { H/J— Or'
City/SwrerZip. _ N2 v ¢ He ! Loy QJW"
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Ken Stockton, Randy Cheek, and Don Leachman
Official Public Comment L{ \ < 4

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . . . .
4182-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natu:aé wa;&r E]ow
Fron inity River Basin. While I support the science and stu at . . . )
m the Trinity River Basin Report, the recommendations wire limited by 4183-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be aveilable f‘nr the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4184-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, )
Name: 'oJ4 - 7

: =z
Address: [//4 &
City/State/Zip: 3, = O &

Official Public Comment L‘\ ] % 5

Dear EIS/EIR Teamn 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 smudy 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 aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thark You,
Name: ’ﬁ“‘”i’*l _Gk Ted
Address: He S FM@U!?(& il

City/State/Zip: Patratvman, Ca G443

Official Public Comment L_} \ 8 2

Dear FIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Mame: %c«.—\ g_w .
Address: Il‘-&'\0 5«47‘ View O

City/State/Zip: _flevadea CT.  £4
fSese - 75y
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

4187 Postcards from Paulette Walter, Frank Zungolo, and J.A. Chapman

Qfficial Prblic Commernt
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4185-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trimity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by s . u3: P ”
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4186-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation ersating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water - . : u: P ”
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterative does not go far enough to 4187-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

2u bt ooment W&l

ora that. 30 percent of the natural water flow
1. While I support the science and study that
tion Report, the recommendations were limited by
the amount of water that could be available for the river.
ating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
ini{y-Fefe and wildlife priority over the diversien of any water
F Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
gally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

? g ~
™ Address:

City/State/Zip:

Crestwond D, -
Modests, CA 85060-1622

Official Public Conment
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members: L] ] g 6

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amonnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally ted ratign ystem.

Thank You. i :

Name: Pa‘o/ff f")r‘e (A}G }'f‘E‘(
Address: 1196 Otd Colony/ tane

Citv: Stare/Zp: Clc‘-f-papnl CH G2

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

: " ociat Pusiic Comment HITVT T Postcards from Julie Clare, Kim Baurceatel, and Duncan and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ! ’ Judy Burgess

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluztion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water thet could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water 4188-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o

chieve a legally mandated restoracion of the seosystem. 4189-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: THMMSS' 4190-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Addsess: s A 5T

CityiSwe/Zip: _ARLATH, (4. 9552/

Oﬂ%..iaf Prblic Comment q l %q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nawra? water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppont the sciencs and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpsion about the amount of water that eould be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion ef any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern,

Thank You,

Name: fo e Boxr centd
Address: Por b o™

City/State/Zip: EuvREks it 4138 2

Qfficial Public Cominient L} i <g %

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 rzecommendations were. limieed by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thereiore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
- achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: JUL [1=4 dLAﬂ,ri'
Address: 1205~ 14 [

City/State/Zipr __ELRERA A A 536130357

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

Postcards from Ken Sanders, Dr. Jon K. Hooper, and Ray N. Lelark

Offcial Public Comment L’* ]q 3 4191-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear EIS/EIR Teamn Members:

4192-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ suppott a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natueal water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that . . . .,
produced the Flow Evauation Report, the recomsmendations were limited by 4193-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversien of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not o far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

T Dt Bk
Address: 2004 Hecedie Oa.
CiyfSmie/Zip _“Vhagldn ’d A Q45T S

Official Public Cormment L‘} I q 2-

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

-+ Zuced 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
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go Far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the cosystem.

. Thank You, D :\'" lﬁi H,b
Name: ) & . ax&ler
Address: lg’-)O \)Q‘\.U""\bﬂ)sg\ M
City/State/Zip: Chynip ‘ CA 95926 - L'}g’]

Official Public Consment 14
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoit, the recontmendations 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 tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

Address: Ken Sanders
1007 & 5t
Ciny/Stare/Zip: Pelaluma, CA 848524123

= =

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY4175-4295.D0C D3-1738



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

Postcards from Donald Rupp, Robert Else, and Norman M. Fujimoto

Official Public Commers L} ]q o 4194-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

_ 4195-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinily River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . . .
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were liied by 4196-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
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 to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . _—
Name: Zuggﬂg,ﬂ / E Furimsie
Address: 164 ,5 EHTES éa

T 247

City/State/Zip:

4195

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no niore that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and sudy that
produted the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption: zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated vestoration of the ecosystem. ’

Thank You,
Name: RoBERT ELSE
Address: Bl SHECARD AVE .

CitylStaerzip:  SACRAMENTO CA TSFEIT

Official Public Comment L‘} } q Li'
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 thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that couid be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Divisien, 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 mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: QJ\AoQG\ putvp*lﬂ
Address: 3949 § Dl:\r_ggl’-

City/State/Zip: Raduisech Ul off et

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

_ oficiat Pusiic Comment .11 171 Postcards from Michael Harms, Lynn Carrico, and Michael J. Pottinger
Dear EIS/EIR Texm Members:
D e B O ey ot 41971 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4198-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation ereating the Tririty River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1 41991 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Mame: Megbiasef J Pﬂf!mdgﬂu
Address: 3209 o4k €

CiyState/Zip: _ ARGETA (3 (. G521

- :-: “Official Pub.lic Comment q 1 0' 8
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, ' —
Name: A G/v;—E
Address: ( )
City/State/Zip: .

Eureka GA 955013445

"”f o Rk L] lqj

b ~Qfficial Public Comment
* " Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, :

Nae: _Mienzr Hitng

Address: LOGYT S 3P0 FegeE HiLe-E0 .
Ciwy/State/Zip: _ MRl CE L. 49508
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

. Postcards from Erika B. Makino, Marian L. Perry, and Lisa Buscho
Official Public Comment L'l 2-0 2

. . P o
pear EISEIR Team Memberss 4200-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I suppor & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4201-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trimity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the ret dations were iimited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4202-1

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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 Altermnative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mardated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok Yaou, -
MName: L& BQ@

Address: 20 Egﬁg F"“ a
City/Staterzip: _fantema.  CAQ S0

Official Public Cornrient L—] 2_0 [

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no_mor; ltul?iatlm pem:ln:h :fsf‘.:hign?;m;é ::tgyr g?:

from the Trinity River Basin. ile T suppo e o by
jon Report, the recommendations t

produced the Flow Evaluation e e for the river.

i f water that could be as for th
ap assumption abaut the a:pn_unt a o7 the L vl o
iglati 1 River Division, and additional 168
Legislaton creati et 1ad wildl fori the diversion of any water
i imity fish and wildlife prionity over i
ielagicyg:r ;s TI‘::‘:etyfo:, the Preferred Alternative does not g far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restotation of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - .
Name: P s E; 9“—*-’:{
wpen. Mazian L. Petry

Address: _ M arian b
Ciry/State/Zip: Fortunas CA Y5540

Officind Public Comment q 2' OO

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptien 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 ovet the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough (o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: ok T s g,
Address: Baw w2y

CiyfState/Zip: _Iecedl. & Goyr e
7

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

Postcards from Barry Stelling, Faye Reddecliff, and B. Housand
Official Public Comment ‘_f LU b

RT Members: . : u: : ”
Dear KISIEIR Team Menbers 4203-1 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 1 support the science and study that 4204-1
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 additional legislation 4205-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative do¢s not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Mame: Mg 6‘%“S§lﬂd
Address: %Q(P Lo H" W'UJA’
Citg/Suare/Zip: Pl 2 st

Qfficial Public Comment . L}Z..D L‘}

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additenal leglslation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go Far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: = S L

Address: = N
City/StatelZip: FETH pmif ol FYFE

Official Public Comment ' 2 03

Dear EIS/LIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fisk and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warter
to the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a fegally mandated vestoration of the ecosysiem.

‘Thank You,

Name: géi (fd E(—E ;7:;( 4;{/‘»6: @%’?\)
Address: S¥g Ladn of

Ciyfsueizip, _Songina. (A4 GS¥AC-57Y5

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

Offfcial Public Commend - L'I L 08

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

iversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
;‘:ﬂ:;nﬁrt;ﬁ River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wete llmé’l.:d by
an assumption about the smount of water rha( could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River qunn, and addl_uona_] legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildhife prionity ver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

™ T Moo
Address: ! g‘{ / éd ?
City/State/Zip: Ksiw-qf A gy e

Official Public Comment L{ 22077

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 sciefice and study that
produced the Flow Evaluetion 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 addizional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

hieve a legaily dated ion of the ecosystem.

Thank Yeu,

Name: Eued Cooe Nocer

Address: i ]

CiryfSuatesZiy:  PEtROVws |, AR 05554

Officiel Public Comment L‘) 2_ O LO

" Déar 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
producad 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 wildhife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Thersfore, the Preferred Ahervative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restovation of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . .
Narne: Gondon Q@@(\_
Address: . (JQ.GQ_

Citgisaterzip: {senecan € 30,9553 {

RDD/TRINITY4175-4295.D0C

Postcards from Gordon Pfeffer, Ellen Cook Moore, and Jay Moller

4206-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4207-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4208-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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%

- Postcards from Dave Ludlow, Mike Navome, and Thomas E. Wright

Official Public Comment L.{ 21 1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . . . .
: 4209-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow

e the Pt Fostomiion Report, e rvommendations mess lited by 4210-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be availeble for the river. . . s o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4211-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far eoough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Tharnk You, L

Name: /) fi

Address: 22507 [?{9 =z

Ciysweizip:  Ralysay’, Q4 @STLO

Official Public Comment 3 2‘ D*— -
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

n__,_"—'_"“_‘-“ —
1 suppert a diversion of no more thar 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 recoinmendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, snd additional legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alterpative-does not go far eocugh to
achieve a ]eman restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: MW &, NA\( oM €
Address: [T XY

City/State/Zip: E o DA f:l 1LY Caa C}'-S q6L

Official Public Comment L{‘ 2,_Ocl

Bezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the scnence and study that
produced the Flow Eveluation Report, the r d were limited by
an assumption about the armount 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 Prefered Alternative does not go far coough 1o
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame; @\J 1 Lofeia=
Address: ﬂl)ﬂf-b'fb Cord v
CiiSae/Zip: _(F2 98 I 90

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

Ogiciat Pubiic Commens L] 7 ] Postcards from Howard Freiman, DO, Kathryn L. Johnson, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: M|ke R. Hllton

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the daticns were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4212-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVYP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

4213-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, .
Name: MukE Q. WiMagn 4214-1
Address: 22l Sobtey @24

City/State/Zip: %CE.‘ﬂlgi‘g;ng Lt G

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

— e
; Offtcial Public Comment L’ 2-» ] 6
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of ti}e natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study iha;‘.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
a0 assumption about the amount of water that could be z.ayallable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additjonal 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 ecesysten.

Thank You,
Name: Ha.:t&;m.;&uéﬁnsm
acdress G MidEeld CE

City/StaterZip: ,Ai;&;ueyuﬂg.,_u 557§

Official Public Comment ”i 2. l 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flew Evaluation Report, the recormmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
zchieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem._

Thank Yeu, . .

Name: LWL(AV{Q\M DC)
Address: NG (p g’(
City/State/Zip: _%&_Lg_i%’&-‘f

= Vs
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4217 Postcards from Christopher Whitworth, Linda Hilton, and Shirleen Hall

Qjficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
[ support a diversion of no mote thas 30 percent of the naniral water fiow 4215-1 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 limiced by 4216-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water 4217-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferced Alternative dees net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip: ?

. Official Pubkic Comment L‘l‘ 2‘} lﬁ

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

achieve a legally dated ¢ ien of the
Thank You, N .

Name: LIVI{A« H’iHI'D]U
Address:

Ciry/State/Zip: Mcﬁ(;-] LAYL'T Ir Chv G551

Qfficial Public Commrent L, Zl 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
fremm the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recermmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divigion, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefecred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Neme: C A shoaher whibwor i
Address: ’ 1’29 dnlinson Lane
City/Suate/Zip:  _Rreet fﬁi, LA 29519

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

e ' L} 12" Postcards from Maureen Callon, George and Marilyn McNeil, and
Dfficial Public Comment D . h

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: COI’a|Ia Seraflm
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the 1-u=rum§l \\;:ltder Eow

inity Ri in. While I rt the sci t . . o .
f“m,‘ the Teinity River Dasin Re?ol; the revommendations were Hufied by 4218-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could ke available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4219-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Altervative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated rostoration of the ecosystem. 4220-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Namse:

Address: Pably 2

CiySweizip: __(OTATY, e FTY93/

Qfficial Public Comment 42149
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 8 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namwal 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 atout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legiskation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoratien of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: :

Address: 99 Chuln Vista Drive
City/State/Zip, ___ e Rgnel CA 24901-1204

Oﬂ':.‘:ia! Public Comment 4 2— ] g

Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and swdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dati were limited by
an assumption abont the arowunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Nawme: ; b\é‘u(‘een Callen
Address: 17, ;

=i e
City/State/Zip: _ St Bakawsl €A ool 12057
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Postcards from Sara Sweet, Lois M. Webb, and Grant Dinsdale

Offtcial Public Comment Z‘f‘ 223 4221-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 suppart a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the azmural water flow 4222-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scieqce and stu@y _tha.l:
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by 4223-1 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 legisfation
clearly gives Trinity fish 2nd wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fzr enough to
achieve a legally mandaws 1estoration of the ecosystem.

Thaak You, ’

Name: (\‘(‘G-J\-\-(—‘D‘\ ldﬁ\L
Address: 225 E Second, Shveet

Cityrstate/Zip: Napa, (A Fsss

Qfffcial Public Comment Ll 2— '2- Z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evzluation Report, the recommendations were lunited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinizy River Division, and additional legistation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough io
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: -
Address: brvkine
City/Staie/Zip: kA, Chgssts
. S e . .

Offciat Pubtic Commens 1 2 2
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

duced the Flow ion Report, the recommendations were limited by
4n 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 ef any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Sara 5u!€.€.+
Address: Hob melaachlin De

CitySaeZips _ Sondn Cro3 (A 9506Y
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Desr BISEIR T Momarsr Postcards from Dorothy M. Messner, Denee Caterson, and Karen Henson
1 suppozt 2 tiiyersign of ne mere tlm 30 percent of the natural water flow
;‘,ﬂifﬁ;“’éﬁ%‘;ﬁ:ﬁﬂ; ﬁ?li‘ﬂ”ﬂﬁ;j;ﬂi;“ﬁ;“&ﬁ?w 4224-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional izpisladon 4225-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Altemadive does not go far encugh o . . . .
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, 4226-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Qfficinl Public Comment L‘} 2.26

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the 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 additionsal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildEfe priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemative does oot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Taank Yoo [eries f Ciloian—

Name:

Address: TLA

City/State/Zip:

-‘-\, Denee Caterson
353 Roberts Dr.
Travis Afb, CA 94535

Official Public Comment Lf Z ZL}

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 stdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the r dations were limited by
an assumption abour the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You, 4
e Loillop 77 Disarier
Address: 2. ,};’n—ﬂ

CiyiSaeiZi:  Aelpnond, (A TEL 2

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

Postcards from Clifford C. Pierce, Alline Singrey, and Chip Sharpe
Official Prblic Comment ‘-I Py 2|
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 42271 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 perceat of the nanwal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 4228-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendationslugclreflin?h:ed by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) ) ) )
Legislation areating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! epislation 4229-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifé priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally d ion of the

Thank Yo, %

Name: e
7 s

Address: % rmgﬁ fharpckﬂ

City/State/Zip: Bayside, CA 95524

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Comsment Ll 2_ 2_,%

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 sepport a diversion of no more that 3( percent of the natural water {low
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stody that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the emount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisletion creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

8
Thank You, B . .
MName: &L&ug =9 A o R QZL‘-"E’;‘J‘/
Address: g gy Tolffeasat T

City/State/Zip: n)afa.&, CA aEss

f / g—/ 2ol
Qfficial Public Comment

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: L{ 2 2'7

1 suppore a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does nat go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

‘Thark You, )
Name: (’1 HEFeRD C. IMigRes
Address: 193y VGR.‘\ AVIE

City/State/Zip:  Kedpesed (ivy OA _ S¥06¢

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

Offciat Puttic Commens L} 2 32 Postcards from Richard H. Trueb, Beverly E. McMillan, and
Dear FIS/EIR Team Members: Stanley C. Lawson

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fromt the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the dations were lmited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avarlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4230-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystens. 4231-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank Yeu, _ . . e .
Nomne IR ot 4232-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Address: Th  ShhREen %

¥
City/State/Zip:  Hrunvwy R ‘\\\mu

Official Public Comment Lf 2 3 [
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: )

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
preduced 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 anmy water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Ahiemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ofg_z,\;&\ﬁn E - ﬁqc,rﬂxﬁé&%zj

Address: mﬂﬁ@.z‘m@@— oo .
City/State/Zip: e A S, CA &yors™
A

Offtcial Public Comment L{ Z 3 D

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

City/State/Zip: ‘_‘[P_LAJJJ:& g?g f;fo;o

r
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Offcial Public Commens H 2 35 Postcards from Jan Ogren, Amy M. Rooker, and Thomas J. Leibowitz

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I'support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of fhe natural water fiow
ﬁﬂgﬂ lhil Trinity River Basin, While I.support the stience and study that 4233-1
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 Divigion, and additional legislation : 42341 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
::]eziy g\i:;e '%i;n;yfﬂs}:;lnd Pv]vei}dﬁmoﬂty over the diversion of any water 4235-1 Pl h
0 . ore~the e ternative does not go far enough to - i i “Fi i 7
e e Prefered Alemative doet gh ease see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You,

Nams: _
Thomas .t Lelbowikz
Address: é 1376 Las luntas o

) Wainyt Creek 5
City/State/Zip:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

o Official Public Comment L‘{ Z 5 L"

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: )
- O

I support a diversion of no more that 3 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited §sy
an assumption about the amount of water that could b¢ available fdr the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trimity 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 ecosystem.

o

Thank You, —- i
noe | Amyon.fokee. 532983
A@%c ! (('; ‘g. §E
City/State/Zip: =l %‘12 = 5=C
naR=

k-
40
e

i

.. Official Public Comment L'l 2. 3 5
Dear LIS/CIR, Team Members:

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

achieve 2 legally dajed ion of the
Thae: You, OL{L‘-L {/:;zné'zm AT
Name: RTTA

. Ogren
Address: « 27 200 Nautgomeny Dr #3
City/Stats/Zip: _ “epp  Santa Rosa, CA 95404-6633

< Ve
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" U228 Postcards from Joseph and Sue Hennessey, Mike Johnson, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mcm‘;)f::‘”’ub Commert Chrls A. WaChter

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recemmendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be evailable for the river. 4236-1
Legislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislation -
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 4237-1 Please see thematic r : ugs c
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the ecosysten. atic responses titled “Fisheries.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Than You, 4238-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Name: [s i) B, !Qﬂn&g‘_‘zg
Address: _ 1444 LeEansaD AvE:
Ciy/Stateizip: _ CLowig BA G361~ 20857

OffEcial Public Comment L‘} 23 —?

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. Whila I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluaticn Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alsernative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, o .

Name: ﬂ'\.'.k-e \_\ = ll\nSov—

Address: Hs'?l% Gur { H’Gl lO\A- C.‘( -
Ciyismezie: nJelrat Creet o G496

Qfficial Public Comment L+ 2’5 [p

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

achieve a legally mandated vestoration of the geosystem.

Thank You, 5 i WY
Name:

Address: 3«‘{-‘2}\' #M
Ciysaozip: _WINEA_ <A 4SS T

tid

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

Postcards from Ami Durst, Richard Eckert, and Diane Kroeze

Official Public Comment Lt' LY '.
Desr EISEIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4239-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
frota the Trinity River Bagin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4240-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . s o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water 4241-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1o the CYP. Therefore, 111e Preferred Aliemative does net go far enough to

achieve 2 legally d r ion of the ecosy N

Thank You, -
‘
Name:
7920 flacmd . 07 -

Address:

Cilty/State/Zip: Mmlﬁmfﬁy 2 &

Official ;’ublit.; Comment L+ z_q- O

‘Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ percent of the natura! water flow
from the Triniry River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ap assumption about the zmonnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation -
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water |
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dees not go far enoungh to

achieve 4 legally mandated r ion of the
‘Thank You, .

Name: ﬁ} chovel EofKan \6 )
Address: 14723 EBon Reelir

City/StaterZip: _Loc Aff‘a’s <A ‘?‘/’E‘?\L}

Official Public Comnrent L‘{ 2. SC‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral 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
&n assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, end additional legisletion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildtife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CV¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Allermative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally d ion of the ecosy

Thank You,

MName:

Address: | Ié‘[f .
City/State/Zip: ¢ #

75647
1

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

Postcards from Dr. Andrew Paulson, Anne Hayes, and Olive R. Bishop
Official Public Comment L‘} 2 Ll’ Ll

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 42421 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion ¢f no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow . . . .

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science znd siudy that 4243-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. : . “: : ”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4244-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10

a legally 5 ion of the ¥

Thank You, ﬁ«ﬂ"ﬁ a?’%,&;j«?u

Name:
QLIYE kE BISHOP
Address: EaRDEN EROTE. ©Ton szeus
" . -2743
City/$State/Zip:

Official Public Commen L}ZL}s

Dear EIS/EIR Team embers:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whils I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumsption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisletion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far emough to

achieve a legally d of the Y
Thank You,

Name: Anre Boves

Address: %46 Rhodo pye

City/State/Zip:  __ Q0 Klawd ¢ 9002

E:

Offctat Public Commens L} 2L} 2.
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 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 Repert, the recommendations were Himited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10
—2chieve 2 legally mand restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame:

Address: SATYL Patercadd Lo,
CitylSutelZip: M. Oty THTT §

Wi

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

Ociot Babic Commens 1 2V 1 Postcards from John D. Amdon, Fred Van Aken, and Kathryn A. Barratt

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow - i i “Fi ies ”
Sroe) e Trinty Boves Basin, ik 1 suimort the sclcone e eachy that 4245-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoert, the recommendations were limited by . . . .

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4246-1 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

o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative doss not go far enough to 4247-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Mame:

Address: o e

City/State/Zip: 2402

Cfficial Piblic t.;,‘ommc;u L]‘ 2 4 (P
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 stedy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendsations were limited by
&n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation: cteating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the divetsion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
— .
Name: T
Address: C 2o Opegtytawa B

City/State/Zip: _Lbeos Altes , ©aA 4024

O ficial Pablic Comment L} 2 U5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

¥ support 4 diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity Rivec Basin. While I support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trnmity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You,
Name:

i Mz John D. Amdon
Address: - O ™
City/State/Zip: Onege, CA $2869.2419

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

offciat Pustc Commens 14 IO Postcards from Dorothy Orchid, Laurel Marcus, and
Dear EISEIR Tem Members: Joelyn K. Carr-Fingerle

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

praduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi_tionall legislation 2 . . P, .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion, of any water 4248-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernaiive does not go far enough to . ) . ) .
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. 4249-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thank You, . ) ) )
Name: 4250-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Address:

City/State/Zip:

4249

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow BEvaluation 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
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alrernative doss not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thark You, .

Name: LQ-UVC l ﬂerUS
Address: 3 )

City/StatefZip: by

4248

Officiat Public Comment / f/'éa
Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I 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 fer 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 restomtion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Namme:
Address:
City/State/Zip:
w v 3 _’l
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

R — 293 Postcards from Sonya Rieken, Harriet Henderton, and Robert Meima

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flaw 4251-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an sssumption about the amouns of water that could be available for the river, 4252-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water g . . Py, .
oo the CVB. Thototors, the Prefermod Altemative does not go & enough to 4253-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: - e
- | i)
Address: _ okt S
W20

City/State/Zip:

” ——

)

. Official Public Commént L} 25 2z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no moce that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Besin. While [ support the science and smdy that
producéd the Flow Evaluation Repost, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eonld be available for the tiver.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ?g':ﬂ PR N abe r’éf‘é‘ﬂr Par BF g
Address: FH Ay T
Clty/Stare/Zip: T aglels Lk, Féiwa-

O |
Official Public Comrient L‘l‘ ?_% ]

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that eounld be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional kgislatien
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotiry over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preft Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated resto i of the ecosysten.
Thark You,

Name: -gaﬂ qC{. R[ Q.Lei-’\-
Address: 3@? ’Tk’ﬂe Md@'\) I’Jf-?ue_-
City/State/Zip: I&L&;P A Yy

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

Postcards from Catherine C. Pacelli and Judy Ringenson

Qficial Public Comment L‘} 25 Ll‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 4254-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4555-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study thas

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Timited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife peority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally mandated ton of the ¥

“Thank You,
Name:

Address:
Ciry/State/Zip: '

A Mrs Catherine €, Pacelli
8 Helman
Napa, CA 94358

Offciat Pustic Commens L 1D

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

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

Theak You, _

Name: \udy Ringeassa

Address: 'T?'%OI Frrd hJa.m Wa

City/State/Zip: Mavwiawm View ("AgY et

) ) n ° s
RDD/TRINITY4175-4295.D0C V R 4
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiat Pubic Comment 132 DD Postcards from Kathie Mathews, Edmund R. Power, and Joseph Young

Dear EIS/EIR Team Mentbers:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4256-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Report, the daticns were limited by . . s .,
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 4257-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fer enough to 4258-1
achieve a legally dated ion of the

Thank You,
Name: :;EW# %(L/’OG
Address: Gib JZW & 957 é

Ciyswrziy | _J7alesend, (Ml PyEsF-asz ¢

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Gfficial Pablic Comment q 2‘5—{

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppeort & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repoit, 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, apd additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water
o the CV¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thark You,
Name: &?&Qﬂ of gf gﬁ/
Address; 225§ Qg#mg;# llﬁ
Citylsee/Zip: P Gt (4 9‘?3

425

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. [ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the d 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. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Litdes. 2ra ¥ ora .
Addiess: DI B iadgt Ltre e,

City/State/Zip: w 9% g5

) ) x ° s
RDD/TRINITY4175-4295.D0C T b D3-1760
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Ogeial Pubic Comment L 7 10} Postcards from Michael Carr, Marry Jones, and Christine Fong

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of w0 move that 30 percent of the natural water fiow 4259-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomznendations were limited by . . . .

an assumption abont the amount of warer that could be available for the river. 4260-1 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 _ . : " P
T r, Thercrone. he Profied Alwemative dots et g0 for eaough to 4261-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . —

Nare: Sppotries Fong

Address: _Bt0Belly Lt Way
CityStaweiZip: _ S pim Gty ke D C‘/‘L PLLF.

Official Public Comment L‘} 2—1—9 D

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 Evaluatior Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislatior creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far énough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the X

Thank You,
Name:
Address:

Official Public Comment l‘l’ Z,E)q

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppors 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 cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Name: I.}QLM_&Q’_
Address: _429 Sgcond e

City/State/Zip: i b
i,

oy

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

. Postcards from A. K. Ghauri, Robert Reed, and Leslie M. Weeks
Oﬂicia!;'umComm L{ le"}

" Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:” - 4262-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . . .
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I suppor the science and study that 4263-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . .
Legislauq‘:; creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4264-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

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

Offtcial Public Comment L'] 2—1.0 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 science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that could be available for the civer.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
o the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

- achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, L )
Name: Eabert Roed —
Address: 3432 Mgdogmggg ok ¢ 4 -

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Commemt L’} 2- (ﬁ 2‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppont the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repest, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnpltion 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. Therefors, the Preferred Allemative doss not go far enoegh to
hieve a legally T ion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: o K Sl sttnin D
Address: £l Ay 2030
City/Stare/Zip: Magpa (8 F47CF

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

Postcards from Giji Christian, Patricia S. McCain, and Margaret Schafer

+ Official Public Comment L‘l ZLQ"Z

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4265-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion o

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

produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4266-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.

LU ! inity River Division, and additional legislation i i i i
';125;51];;?3;%35 %:h'r:nrsri 11;;]\;;; pli‘;“l" over the diversion o any water 4267-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Thank You,

Naame: m%m_sgm&r

Address:

S5 P Clouslond £t
City/State/Zip: MLMM D2

Official Public Comment q 2 ele
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: -~ .~ o e
1 support a diversion of ne mere thae 30 pereent of‘f natural water flow

from the Trinity River Bastn. While I'support the science and study that -
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally dated ion: of the ¥ .

‘Thank You,
Mame:
Address:

City/State/Zip: w&%&gﬁt@?(

- = ®

o

N2LLS
. 7}2600

1 suppott a diversion of ne more that H percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie I suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Bvaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally lated ion of the ystem.

‘Thank You, oot - -
Mame: ; A “16441’:-/\4
Address: G ; Ad:m '-/éa‘"—“
City/State/Zip: 1%1;&’ ch 7 ETFo

L Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: :

<~ v AY

R D3-1763
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Commant z_}l Zl';g B Postcards from Jean B. Hyde, Gloria Markowitz, and Katy Byrnes

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trintty River Basin. While T support the science and study that 4268-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an asswmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. _ : . ug; s
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4269-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P .,
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to 4270-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

O_ﬁ;icid Pablic Comment Ll' 2 Loq

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 recomimendations 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. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far enough to
ieve a legally dated ion of the .

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

Official Public Comment L{’ ZLQ %

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

i

i

Thank You, - Py
Name: /%-,ﬁ’ ?q%‘ %% _
Address:

: ,5'3"3 T
ity Stal ip: = g 17,
City/State Zip ﬁm% AT
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Yeoid

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and smudy that
produced the Fiow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife 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, A - Ao

Name: !

Address: /4 -

Citw/State/Zio: .Gl CERetid )
Official Public Comment 11[1

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversicr of no more that ﬁpeqr::mt of the patural water flow

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
. to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve # lagally mandated tion of the ecosyster.
Thank You, 012%5_“;
Name: 7 t'M—Dﬂ.uer/

Address: € o8 Mkadres Flrey e
CipiState/Zip: by nerd=fork Ca $¥05

I Official Public Contment '—\ 2,7\

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

£ support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. Whila | support the science and study that
prodoced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation cveating 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 legally dated r ion of the ¥

Thank You, .
MName: W y \7’%‘&:&:
Address: CoFrY Aavewidn LALA

CityfS1ate/Zip:  RoOYueaT PARK (A 1994

RDD/TRINITY4175-4295.D0C

Postcards from Gerry Stassinos and Gail T. Pare’, Tim Danesi,
and Gail L. Ellestad

42711 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4272-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4273-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Opciat pusic Comment L1 1, ] Postcards from Jon D. Jackson, Alice Mah, and Ward Stewart
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
;;;ppﬂ —?ﬂ;;“ﬁf:; mﬁr\%ﬁf 13 ‘:.,‘;‘;;’f.“fb'f;,'};,ce and :’::; ,,",‘;‘: 4274-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of waler that could be svailable for the river. 4275-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trimity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
o the CVT. Therctore, the Prefemed Altarative doss not g0 far enough to 4276-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally dated ion of the

Thank You,

Name: LD Sreur g
Address: 718 3. ﬁ&ﬁ-ﬁf’ﬂ?& DE .
City/State/Zip: VA€, ¢4 GriTe

Gifficiat Public Comment 421 5

Dear EIS/EMR Team Members:

1 suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin, While I support the science snd 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 watet
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to

hieve a legally dated ion, of the ec
Thank You, .
Name: a,ém-u .
Address: ﬂ%&g@b .
City/State/Zip: M[_ﬁ;& Tre"4

Oﬂ'wﬂ Pub}ic .Commem L} 2,7 L{‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3G percent of the nameal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
prodduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priodity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to

1 At

achi a legally r ion of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ;
Name: /éz_%%b
Address: En Bl 2o

City/StatefZip: m@_@ 7 ST Z

<~ v AN
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Postcards from Alice E. Breckenridge, Lynne Cherry, and
Official Public Conmment "}Z—]q Lewis E. Edmondson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While 1 support the science and study that . . s o,
produced the Flow-Bvaluation Report, the : dations were limited by 4277-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepisiadon

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4278-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therafore, the Preferred Aliermative does net go far enough to

a legally of the 4279-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,
Mame: /&y/.s 5 ﬁfmﬂ;m@n
Address: e Coorin i £k

CityiState/Zip: f2Tlvmra , (A T PS5

Official Public Comment L{ 2:7 8

Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 pereent of the vatural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thet
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assuraption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisica, and additional legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: L‘t/nM g‘éﬁi””
Address: 13844 Lol Tomer B

City/State/Zip: &Zﬂ,{ﬁ Yt 10788

Official Public Comment L} Z-I —“(

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank Yeu, . )

NN C g
Name: 4&/! £ 3 !~/£"(m.w%£
Address: 232 0 _feoa.r A

CityStaterZipt e Loy CA e 5T/
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Postcards from Barry Scott, Randy J. Bolt, and Rick Sanger
Official Public Comment L} 2-8 ?.

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . . . .
4280-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trimty River Basin. While [ support the science and study that

preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by 4281-1
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional [egislation 4282-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water :
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

‘Thank You,

Name: R\C‘K ga}’\q("f—

Addresst CERLE A‘ Freeman Lan<
City/State/Zip: (L% ;g Q-{%Z g é&i <y (f |

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

o s e e A

Official Public Comment L! 2 8 i

Denr EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildléefé 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.

Thark You,

Name: - #&
Address: 20 Conliman Rp,
Citysweizipn  sTaiwrd 04 75338

Official Public Comment Ll_ 2 6 O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scignce and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the detions 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 C¥P. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ecosystem.

Theak You,
Address: !1&& 5y f[!xﬁln é&\'e—
City/State/Zip: ot
R P _A
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Offciat Putiic Commene - 4 28BS Postcards from Richard Walton, Jim Grobl, and Larry Pearson

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

{ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow - : : u: e
from ahe Trinity River Basin. Whilt 1 susport the science and study that 4283-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited by

an agsunption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4284-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation

N L Priyshiarhs the diversion of e . . . .
f;eta}ﬂ-.ycgl\ff ﬁzgﬁoﬁh&ﬁd&éﬁ%?ixrda; not g0 fat nough o 4285-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.
Thaok You,
Name: T ey

Address: 2s5f A L/’L
City/State/Zip: 4

Officiat Public Comment L} qu‘

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppont a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and smdy 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, 4nd additional legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemnative does not go far enough to
hieve a legally dated ion of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Mame: ’:)—}'_m 6 2006
Address: () Be KE2366

City/State/Zip: Z}eyﬁ Ch 235’5’?’.‘

Officiad Pablic Comment L} Z 8 5

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I smpport a diversion of oo 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 wers Iimited by
an assumptivn about the amoumt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priovity over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
aghieve a legally dated ion of the

e Ao Bt

Addiess: 70 PlanEL .
CitySuteizip: __ALEPH €4 YT 5‘7

AT
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Postcards from R. Marriner, Margaret and Donald Ferguson, and
Official Public Comment ‘—[2,88 Douglas Chandler

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P .,

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 4286-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
duced the Flow E Report, the were limited by

i sssoonpcon about the amonas of wter thak could be wailabl fox o ive. 4287-1 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 ) ) ) )
w the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far enough to 4288-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

hieve a legally ion of the ecosy

Thank You, (_’Z)’ﬁé i %ﬂ%

Nams:

Address: @ wu.vhnmm 12
CityfState/Zip:

Official Pablic Commeent q‘ 2_8 —r

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 3 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the sc;moe and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the ions were limited by
an assumplion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs prioity 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,
Name: acgerst and Dhpals Hﬂfwam
Address: 1094 Live pak B

CitSate/Zip: Petalome (14 94552

Official Public Comment L} 2 % lﬂ

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 d were limited by
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred -Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, s
Name: R Magnines
Address: ANAR-Flagwioon bRMS

Ciy/State/Zip:  Walviud CapeX Oq, U515

é/\l ") :3.
- D3-1770
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Oftctat Pabiic Commens X A Postcards from Christine Williams, Lillian Fulwider, and Barbara Cornell
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a diversicn of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4289-1

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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4290-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

i inity fish and wildiife priori the diversion of ate . ) ) ]
:;e;]r:ycg\.’v;s Tl%]e‘:gfof: e P?;fer:efip.a?cnrga::f does S.&“;L‘“}ai’ e:l;{tgwh g 4291-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yoo 2 i bonoe Cotmmct
Name: —

Address:
City/State/Zip:

O

Offfciat Public Comment L‘. z_q o)

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion.of no more that 30 percent of the natugal water flow
from the Trinity River Basic. While I support the science and study 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.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nat go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. -

Thark You,
Name:

Address: 22)3 é sz T a,
City/State/Zip:  Atersrrenite G, TEEAD

. - .
b .

Official Public Conument L‘I' 2. gq

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

i support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the 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 pricrity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaak You, d PR o o®

Natme: Clurstine \W Liaws

Address: - i LL\...PT\J’Q. y

CyfSmeizipn T }CP( ELy 404/
: i B (% AR}

<~ v =\
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ot pestic omment. 1 2681 Postcards from S. Blizman, Louise Lattimore, and Danny G. Sadler
i RER

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the mataral water flow 4292-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Tom the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that

';;“f:;i:;:}:f o st O e e 4293-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation ) ) . o
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4294-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Ay &, B 4[5
Address: _i9HY ()REAWEND AE

City/State/Zip: clioy s, 2. B3GH-5025

tXFeeial Pubdlic Comment Ll’ lq.S

Dear EISEIR 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 Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: m&:
Address: 2, y

City/State/Zip: ﬁ@m LG PYETD

Official Public Comment w292
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no meore 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 aggwnption ebout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE, Therefore, the Prefecced Alternative does aot go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ¢cosystem.

‘Fhank ¥ou, o
MName: SLB{--:”-.”: ™
Address: Hhe Tedsd

CityiState/Zip: __{ J1:o0 [ F PEGTF
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Offctat Pubtic Commens U 2AT] Postcards from Terry McCall, Calvin B. Colt, and Corinne Hagar
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: )
hi“é."iﬁ?%ﬂi.“.?‘ River Basin Wil 1 gul]’);r::t“tth:fs‘:::nl;u;:; o Do 4295-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the dver. 4296-1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . . A
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to 4297-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ' Lomine Hagar
Address: _BHAD. Anlevdie L
City/State/Zip: M

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Officia! Pablic Comment L‘ Zq \p

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the patural water flow
rom the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and Stlll?y :chal -
produged the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations wers limited .by
an assumption about thé amount of water that couid be availzble for the river.
Legislation creating the Triniry River Division, ard additional lepislatien
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioricy over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally dated ion of the ecosystem.

Thapk You, fe:?
Name: dasvit! 7B Ol
Address: 176l _inievare T

City/State/Zip: &m@w?’

Official Public Commeni Ll qu

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 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 tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefers, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: TR <fpl -

Address: g:} :Rc_‘.\{ Sa5f

CitySaterzip: _O)iguanacs cBene (A
Zr7es

AN\
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