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

oiciat Pubiic Commene £ 39 Postcards from Tori McGrath, Deanna Dailey, and Trevor McGrath
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4337-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
ovotoced the Fiow Eveloston Repors e vomcndaions were hoed by . e,
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4338-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legislation ] ) o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity aver the diversion of any water 4339-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far mongh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, QEQE“{EE}
Name: T@)Q& Mcém.‘ﬂ\. 'i"lf L
Address: I¥] SEM00wn R . AT L1 200

CityiStaterzip: e T Vitia 3 (A Tsn & Wiidtis Somie.

915,

Officiai Public Comment L‘} ?) 38

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

Thanik You, ﬁﬁﬂEWEB
Name: Deanna Dailey AR 14 %
Address: UﬂB DEC me 5']' . : 1“4 ) 0 )
CitysmeZip: JORRANCE (4 46563 o5 Fiah & Wiolle Seriz

Official Public Comment LI' 5 5 —7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evad Report, the rece dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaifable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional |egislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You, C RECGEIVED
Name: Tori MGratle g o
Address: 140 Sundvwn kpad e Sortioe
CityfState/Zip: M?‘{Q ke I/f /IQQQ;. C‘EF &?‘3&"

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

Official Pubiic Comment "“ 3 L} 2—

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Kilian McGrath, Winnie Fato, and Brian Fato

I suppont & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science end study that 4340-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption sbowe the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . . c
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4341-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Thersfore, ihe Prefemted Altettiative does not go far enough to 4342-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Antod "

achieve a legally r of the eco .

Thark You, RESRIVED
Address: v . 3 - -.' i ‘-{"4 ‘ _
Clty/State/Zip: Iu,mrﬂ'}, C\Br i& Tigh & Wildife Servigs

sreata, CA

Official Public Comment Ll Bq l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mambers:

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

Thank You, REREIVED
Name: NN flelad 44N 14 2000
Address:

s Fish & Wildlife Sersc:

CityStarerzip:  \CMITR O neests, GA

Official Public Comment "\ 5 L} &}

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

E 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 conld be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enomgh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, O " RESEIVER

Name: <4 7771 aM | 4 Z600

Address: Jt{/ L Haln wa A “
7/ Cfl - % Wildlife 267

City/State/Zip: ?{3 reata, CA
é/

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

Y3us Postcards from Linda Pence, W. Pence, and Agnes Acedillo
Official Public Comment ]
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the namial water flow 4343-1 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 4344-1 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 . . s o n
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water 4345-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Thereforz, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough te
achieve a kegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, igggmﬁg

Name: Agnes PPoiw? § it 1410

Address; Jove LULlidaee 60 ?f’:;ﬂ 2 yindlife Sac
Fon b e €A

Ciry/State/Zip: Ly SosE, Ok Qs 7

Official Public Commtent L} 5 L] L]
Dear EIS/EIR Team Mewbers:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 pervent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bastn. 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.
Legislatien ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any watér
o the CVF, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh

achieve a legally dated r ion of the ecosy .

Thank You, W V SESEIVED
Name: €Hce. Aad [ .
Address: 1§ v} cAT 12 2060

5 Feh & Wildlife Servics
City/Staterzip: __ VPLOS VEXDES (B QOrTH e r e Serdice

Official Public Cortment 45 qg)

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 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. Therefors, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, REGEIVED
Name: L(IJ(JP ?E-Uq.' (AN 11 2008
Address: 1R Panw Ld Mav AT Lf! X
City/State/Zip: Q&hﬁﬁ\]wo % A ULU'L‘IE\:.SH & wWildlife Servic:-

srcata. CA

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

Offciat Public Commene 1L} 8 Postcards from Peter Lyon, Darren Huff, and Ken Wirgler
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:
I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4346-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scieqce aond stu@y that
Enm::scu;.:{lp‘ﬁ:: :t’::uf El“ﬂiﬁ..‘?.l’?&i‘ﬁ" could g:“a(:;ila‘ﬁefg:n :i::d ﬁ'i?;n 4347-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislatior: creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) ) . y
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priorify over the diversion of any waler 4348-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, ) REGE ]

Name: : /f/x‘-'v’ M&’fa./ﬁf( TYED

Address: 207 VA tpcos’ AN 14200

CitylState/Zip: _ At AOAT_SIF EH/ I HQ-A&ﬁgcﬁgf' ‘Shrotee
rcata,

Official Public Comment L\ 5 L} 7

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You,

IESEIVES
Name: T
Address: I 4% iI’ét’ It Sfreet ok 14 2
CiyismtelZip: | By AU CE (74 950 & Wil Sanice

Qfficial Public Comment L}a L} 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 [ support the science and study that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abaut the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration: of the ecesystem,

Thesk You, o HEZEINFED
Name: . e,ke—r L\-\ vl AN 14 2000
Address: 22 AVEMyeF usrish & widito < —_—
CityStaterzip: ___NRtdrdQ  Bedza b G

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

435 Postcards from Jan Wirgler, Lori Falconer, and Mark Falconer
Official Public Comment !

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ) ) . o,

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4349-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations weze limited by 4350-1 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 P
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4351-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefecred Alternativé does not go far encugh to

hieve a legally dated r ion of the ecosystem.
Thank You, Py
. REREIV
Name: ) HMark Folconar o kB
Address: nd pun gl JAN |2 2050
City/State/Zip:  _rrgnce.. /A RIFOF IS Fish & Wildlife Servic=

mreata, Ch

Gfficial Pablic Comment L\ 5 50

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 1 support the smem:e and study that

duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the r ions were limited by
m assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnzl legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefere, the Preferred Ahemative doss nat go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, RESEIVED
Name: lort Folcoter caal
Adices " A AN 14 2000

City/State/Zip: _JTorrant. (A §9505 12 Sigh & Witdlife Servic:

artatg, QA

Official Public Comment ‘—E 514 "j

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ sepport the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repont, the recommandations wers [imited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleacly 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 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. BAECE 198D

Thank You, i
Name: TAs wisces LA 20
Address: 2 T AT D p s IS Fish & Wildiife Sertict

City/State/Zip: NI FPET SEACH A I?ﬁqﬁbﬁj

LN\ o~ _A
Tt D3-1820
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Commient l'l 3 5 L}

Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Alexis O’Neill, Jimmy Mosquera, and Maria Lastres

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 peccent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 4352-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the r d were limited by

an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available far the river. . . . .
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation 4353-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

cleatly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to : : ug: sV
achieve a legally mendated restoration of e ecosystem, 4354-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Thank You, AEpE: a
Name: Maf:ﬂ- {—asl_us EEJEEHEL
Address: 53 . iR JAN L4 2600

Cicy/StateiZip: U \and A HT7RL s Fen & Wildiife Serdie
LS Arcata. CA

Official Public Comment u35s3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flow
from the Ttinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the ecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amcunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
© the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank You, _ _ FESEIVELD
Name; 1 Mo “
Addross: T JAN 14 2008

City/StaterZip: ) plan CR 78 5 Fish & Witdiife Senvizs
Arcata. CA

Qfficial Public Conment L* 56 ?_

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

duced the Flow Evazivation Report, the recommendations werte limited by
#n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does net go far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Tnank You, SESEIVEE
Name: ﬁ!’e‘fj Olly&r’?
Address: Si24- feare Rol JAM L4 2000
City/State/Zip: _orrzpce. €A GoSgs S Frshﬂ?cﬂ?gi Sevic:
|
RDD/TRINITY4337-4434.D0C y o
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Comment 133557 Postcards from Bill Breyer, Rocio Huff, and Shelly Dailey
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: :
1 support 1 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4355-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the smenpe and stdy that
Enmad:::r:pt:::; et e atmount SF wates ik coud b v fo e 4356-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, 2nd additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4357-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

e o AESEIVED
Neme:  _Shefly Delbey AN 14 20
Address: 4243 Decline

T Sish & Wildlife Service
City/Stare/Zip: Toxe o F33  Arcsta CA

Officiat Public Comment LA Dp
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppoct a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scxence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the mver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the C¥P, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank os, BELEIVED
Name: QEC“} f—m_g .

Address: w3 W qlst shreey AN L4 20
Ciy/State/zip: __ LYV ¥ an Cg/ C4 “oSEdish c?c;l\';ld\g: Servic-

Official Public Comnrent - q 3 55
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I.support a diversion of ne 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 racommendations were limited by
an assumpticn about the amount of water that conid 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 o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

EBEIYE D

Thank You,

MName: W M GAM 4 2000

Address: {w/ y i, o % & pérre ELOE

City/State/Zip: S T e

FrIES
w < N ® s

RDD/TRINITY4337-4434.D0C T b D3-1822
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ot puitc Comment 13100 Postcards from Ron Dailey, Tim McGrath, and Beverly Vargo

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membears:

1 support a diversion of no mare thar 30 percent of the natural water flow 4358-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and smlc_iy 'th?ltb

L St " . . . .
produced the Flow Baluation Reporl the tacommesttoms o e river, 4359-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

an assumption nbout the amount of water the av or th

islati i ity Ri lation
Legislation ¢creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legis . . . .
c}iiii;;?v% Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water 4360-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You, .
Mame: Boisity Yaleo

[4
Address: _&ZMLL@K—QF
City/State/Zip: o R 7 Sl ) - L= B

Qfficie! Pablic Commem L.l- 5 601
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nanural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppert the science and study that
produeced 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
clearly gives Trinity fsh and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative doss not go fir enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosysten.

Thank You, jEcEEU‘E’
Nade: Tim WGrafh a1 g
Address: (4! Sundown % F3h & Wik <.

CiyfSmeiZip: _{afesHate kﬁi!a?ga Ca. Q126 g Sen

Official Pubiic Comment 1—-}56 ?)
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

a legally dated ion of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name: Ko Daijecs 4ECEIVED
Address: 7203 deltar 4AM 14 2000
City/State/Zip: Fows e 7956 3 ia Fen & Wildlife Service
7 Arcata, Ch

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

Officiat Public Comment 143193 Postcards from Robert Morris, Larry & Johanna Pool, and Leon Springer
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the matural water flow 4361-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
fl’Dn;l the‘ Trinity R.l\'r_‘er ?asgn While I support the sclence and study thar
an assum;:::.f mm the mu,ﬁ’f}”;’aﬁfm could be mﬂ;ﬁffg;n :ﬂ:dn]:,);r 4362-1 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 4363-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP, Therefore, the Prefered Alternative docs not go far enough to
achieve a legally m:

A“'éf ABREIYED
Thank You,, = :
yé .

Name:

—_—

. Official Public Commmr ' Ut 5 IFya
Desr EIS/EIR Team Members: :

| support a diversion of no moré ﬂ’m‘t‘k?;ﬁ percent of thé‘ mml.ral water flow
from the Trinity River Ba.sm While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evall 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 lepislation
clearly gives Trinity {ish and wildlife priocity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not po far enough o
achieve a legaily mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, BEIVED
Name: Z/?/é:ﬁ‘/ \T T 7'7 AN o
Address: Fhsf EAwdesr L JAl 12 200
City/State/Zip: A HE S 4, Lo g Tt & e Ser
FCRTE.
e i

Official Pudlic Comment q 5 [a }
Dezar EIS/EIR Team Members:

E support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scisncs and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asspmption 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
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go Far encugh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ABLETVER

Thank You,
Name: fobevt Morr’s AN 200
Address: 25y Asar€ I8 ER % wieite sear-

CityStmeZip: __Saafe Hewa (A GRS

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

Oficiat Pubic Commen: 14 31 Lo Postcards from Devi Dorée Chase, David Snyder & Sande Kiriluk, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Marc & Michele Imbach

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the-recommendations were limited by R : : uf: P
oo asammption about the amount of water that could be available For the river. 4364-1 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 4365-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem. 4366-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Tlukaou,_ 3 3 QE‘{\;EQ
Narne: £ e ; X
Address: 2340 Vennie fn. JAN D2 200
CiyiSue/Zip:  Saste Kosa. (A 9540/ i 5e & iole Ser i
arcats. OF

Official Public Comment L} 3105
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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandsted restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You, g\'\‘jg@f T;E%E'WEQ
Nme: Doev Sl 3 e Kinbras 200
Address: AL (S lovia Terde, S Tsh &

City/State/Zip: _ S, Rafeel C A FYyg0] ~°

Official Public Commenr
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: L‘ 5 lﬂ"}

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lagislation creating the Trnity River Division, and additional legislaton
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prictity over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far encugh
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,

. . IECETVED
Name: Devi Dorde Chase
Address: 363 Bascabelle Ave. AAN 1 4 Zub:
Ciny/Stare/Zip:  idliks, CA, 95%%¢ Sig TigH & OWilE Sesvin

Arcata. -
m—
= Vs
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Beth Gurney, John Phillips, and Carolyn Donovan
Qfficial Public Comment L‘. 3 ch\

Dear EISEIR Team Memhers 4367-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . o
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and stdy that 4368-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Eval Reportt, the rece ti ]u‘rj?cf!zm&iad by

assumption shout the ameunt of water that could be available for the nver. . . . .
2g.slau§n creating the Triniry River Division, and additional legislation 4369-1 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 Aiternative does not ge far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Y
o th;n Dotnover  HESEIVED

Name:

Address: ti_ Fosdor Covund  JAN 14 20
CiyStaterzip: _Cof rvwm LA FEY IS o Widife seric:

Argata. CA

Official Public Comment 131,%
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppost the science ard study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the « d were [imited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 1o

achieve a legally man datcd atigy of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ' REGEIVER
Heme: AL, =AM 1 2000
Address: (//' / S

st & Wildlife Serdce

S Ti
City/State/Zip: ﬁﬂgm‘& o’ 2 Zgzg? Arcata. CA.

QOfficial Public Comment L} 3 10-1
. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whiie I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an aggumption zbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ceeating 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 mandatzd restoration of the ecosystem.

B 1 JyED
Thank You, JEREIVED
Name: ' JAM 14 200
Address: 37771 Devr Trael €€ g gisi & widite Seric

City/State/Zip: Mi_(my Arcata, Ch

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

Official Pubttc Commens  '$37 2 Postcards from Kathleen A. Smith, Julia Menapace, and
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: David J. Romano

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppart the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomendations were limited by 4370-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Ttinity River Division, and additional legislation . . s .,
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priorisy over the diversion of any water 4371-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

w the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far snough to
achieve @ legelly mandated restaration of the ecosystem. o5 g1y 4372-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Name: Dt L (Koo il 14 261
Address: T BTrd A s EEE Wi s
CityStawZip: % Fronedieo CA vl

= a N

Official Pubtic Comment 133711
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ne mote that 30 percent of the namral 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 assumptior gbout the amonnt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniry 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 Yoo, S TATE
Name: [l JAN .. 2058

- Address: 15 Fishi & Widiife Semig:
City/State/Zip: #reat:. CA

Qfficial Public Comment Ll 57 D
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ 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 abont the amount of water that could he 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 Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, REJBIVE:
Name: Wortid/e o A Sinrtd .
Addross: 2 JAN T4 2

B -
. . IS Fisk & Wildfife <
Cicy/State/Zip: ﬁa_&éze_ﬂ_m Arcata, CA

AN\

2
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offcial Public Commen: 113715 Postcards from Ted Teipel, A. Christianson, and Dr. Joseph Driskill
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members: :
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4373-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

an assumption about the amouat of water that could be available for the river. 4374-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation

i ini ildlife priori the diversion of any water . R . .
gemych‘s Tﬁﬂoﬁhﬂf P‘:rel;eip:f:enntfagrzrdoes ;:?:ﬂar moﬁgh 10 4375-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, REREIVED
Name: -
’QL‘M _ AN 1 2 2l

= Drr. Joseph Drigkill B o
City/State/Zip: 306 Seaview Dr. 5 Tl & Wit Seevin:
Ei Cernito, CA 94530 Areats. ..

Official Public Comment L3 3L
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nstural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and siudy 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 additienal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefare, the Praferred Alternative doss not go far Enmﬁto

hicve  logally mandatod resioration of the coosystem. 3 8 E1Y
Thark You,
" AAN (4 2000
Name: E ‘
dedress p B & Wiidiife Servies
A i I8 Ficaiz A
City/State/Zip: 2.

Official Public Comment 1373
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thadk You, REQEIvzs
Name: TenE\wa. AN 14

. - - h
Address: 439% WP er AFFISH & Wil 5o

City/State/Zip: _ Gdm Ereeposin /e FEUE  Breaty, on

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

oiciat Pubtic Commene. 1312 Postcards from S. Augustin, Berta Bollinger, and Marjorie L. Tye
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watsr flow 4376-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and saudy thar
ﬁiﬁﬁiﬂ%‘éﬁmﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ that el be avaiable or the coer, 4377-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Teinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water _ : . " P
 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative doés not go fat enough to 4378-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, L RECEIVED
Names “htevpeas b Te AN 1 ¢ 2000
Address: X I

A%k Belaove IR oo o wirdiie Semic
City/Sme/Zip: _Vpoawivie €A _G56Y T Arcain. Ch

L]

Official Public Comment . L‘ 51 —}
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the r datigns were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availeble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w© the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does mot go far enongh to
achieve a legefly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thask You, REGEIVED

Name: ar b r'

Address: et Sloter St JAN 1 4 2008

City/State/Zip: _Sgeito, Resa Ca & SR & Wildlife Serdic:
P arcata, G4 )

: Official Public Comment “aTi,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thaok You, JEGEIVED
Name: = NSSHSTI) JAN 1 200
Address: 2208 &N 72RO e’g"-'psh & Weildiite Seoti

Ciry/Stte/Zip: —_Sova) Aaser, N AIIg-sayey CF

< Ve

R D3-1829
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Dear Tfisnzm Team Members:

. Qfficial }I’ublic. Comment

1331

1 suppott a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natursl water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. Whil 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 could be available for the river.
Legisletion creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislatian
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildjife 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:

. AEBEIVED
[N
(253440 JaN 1 4 200
B g1t 35 Tt & Wildffe Serrcs
Arcata, Ch
S&77
Oir-iciaf Public Comment L¥ 38 O

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppori 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 dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additicnal legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees nos go far enough to

achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
MName:
Address:

. ~  REBEIVEL
' : et i~ -
AN 142
I a—————
City/State/Zip: &,{//ﬂd & = olbliy Sersin
s3mp

_ Cfficial Publid Comment 4 5761
- Dear EIS/EI¥ Team Members: '

1 support a diversion of po more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dati
an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trimity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Prefecred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a iegally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

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

TEo TRrepbtio
PoTek 62

PaRTunld, oo F3TR¥

were limited by

RECEIVER
AN i 4 2060

IS TisH & WildliFe Seircic-

arcata, CA

RDD/TRINITY4337-4434.D0C

Postcards from Ted Trighilo, Diane Christian, and Cathy Christian

4379-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4380-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4681-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Do EISEIR Teom Mm"hf;“f“‘ rasnc commers 4 384 Postcards from Californians for Alternatives to Toxics, Bette Ann Berg,
' ' Shanda Denny

I support a diversion of no mora that 30 percent of the nanral water flovw
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the reconunendations were limited by
+ an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4382-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altermative does not go far enough to 4383-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally dated ion of the Y
Thank You, ~y SECEIVED 4384-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

:;1“;:;5;‘ %% %Aﬂ A4 D

CitylSuatelzip: A¥ppla ] (A _FSSZ IS TRE Wt tcic

Official Public Comment 139 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Frinity River Basin. While [ suppost the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of apy watet
to the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, hﬁgﬁﬂﬁ‘zﬂ
Mame: M— i A

1] a4 A
Address: o Box AT AN 1

s ilife
City/State/Zip:  _AAfcade A qss‘%sqﬁe‘;’;ﬂw

Official Public Comment 4 33 2'
Desr EISIEIR.Ieam Members:

: &uppm)ﬁdwm of no rﬁre that 30 percem o:%he natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While¥¥tpport the science and study that
praduced the Flow Eveluation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an assumption abour the amonnt of water thae could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisian, and additiona| legislation
clearly gives Tonity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You, .
Nam: éﬁﬂibf 5-‘15353‘4.—:!}
% ”'- gaollf%romans for AltemaZvEs to Toxie JAN L4 260e
PStateiZip L0 Boxliss. IS Fish & Wildlite Servic:
usa Arcata, CA
all
SN —~
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

opfcat Puttic Comment 14381 Postcards from Donna L. Daniel, James McNelis, and Peter Brown
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4385-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smdy that
znmducod_th;:ﬂi\:f‘glmn Rem; ::re é;“ﬁ;ﬂmﬁlrhffgﬁ;dnan 4386-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Elﬁ?;ﬂ:ﬁﬂitﬁh:;ﬂ%ﬁ]ﬁ $$§n$§6m3ﬁ$ %li?]:r?ymwater 4387-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

ta the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Altemative does oot go far enough to

i lly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
achieve a legally (ELEWED

Thank You, '
Nems: @z B A 1 - 700
7

Address: IS S9N & Wrikite Serics
City/State/Zip: Breata, TA

Official Public Commens L} B Z 1o
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of 110 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 Report, the dations were limited by
n assumption about the 2mount 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 ovet 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 ecosystemn.

Thank You, REGEIVED

Name: QZM . T “d&’é AN 1 4 o0

Address: 159 Ce&/}mm e
a

8 Eish & Wild's ruics

City/State/Zip: __{ FIREANE pg, GE37M( Breas .o

Qfficial .Puﬂlf: Comment L“ 3%5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natucal 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 asspmption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] 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.

gy T RECEIVED

Thark You,

Name: :DQMBJEK_QML&L JAN1 1 2000
Address: ” ﬁ {'C?\ S?f“

iS5 Fsh & Wil Sarvict

City/State/Zip: ,,Lj rOATA., Ag 55 R

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

ogfsil Publc Commens 430 Postcards from Grace Doi, Ken Miller, and Malvern R. Sweet

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 4388-1 Pl i i “Fi ieg ”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were Limited by ease see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assumption about the amourt of water that could be available for the river. . . p— .
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legisition 4389-1 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 . . s .
achicve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem, 4390-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You, AECEINED
Mame: AN 14 200

Address:
i i I Tish & Wileite 2
City/State/Zip: 5D Arcats

e Offciad Pustic Comment 1} 3G
Desr EIS/EIR Tewm Mewbers: .

I suppdtt 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 asswmption 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 priarity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mardated restoration of the ecosystem. FEQEIYED

Thank You,

eme: JAN 13 2600

Address: 39 ,\ .

City/State/Zipt i /E}{ Oh P4 Fp7 P
Official Public Comment I_} 53 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mete that 30 percent of the nanral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalpation Report, the r dations 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 pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . "
> . REGEIVETD
Name: Gyace Dot N

apese A3AY (epk NS MARLAAD
Citysstte/Zip: _{paticin (A QYo 08 Bt & WIGH Sorics

<~ v =\

R D3-1833
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offciad Fitbtic Comment 11305 Postcards from Lois E. Rivers, Pat Hill, and Virginia S. Jeffries
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
I support & diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural wates flow 4391-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
ﬁm '.l':]l;inity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
P e Flow Evaluation Repon, the dati limited b . . Py -
21 essumption abou the emount of water that conid be aveiile for i s, 4392-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . uy: s
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water 4393-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥ou, REGEIVED

e AN 1 4 2000
tidmss- : 2 Fish & Wildiife Sersc-

City/State/Zip: "75’47? Arcatz. CA

Official Public Comment L} 242
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 suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an ption about the of water that could be avaiiable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ’ FESEIYED
Name: paf H 3AN 14 2000
Address: 148 l{:’\—dna'f"

. 1S Sie e Wildlife Seric.
CitySute/Zip:  __San 058 8 ﬁ q& J2 Yata e

Gifficial Padlic Comment  H} 34 1
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
praduced the Flow Evalvation Report, the dations were limited by
2n assumpiion about the amount of water that could be availzble for the fver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . RESEIVED
Name: L(J/ Ly .—F //:’f[/fo I(’AN14 7000
Address: _/_Lé‘LmL&_ D ot & Witdiife Servict
City'SmieiZip: = au \:Jﬂ-hx Ca $TF5 0 e

<~ V’“"\

T b D3-1834
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

g 5w

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: e Postcards from Regan Urbanick, Russell A. Gentry, and Kelen Wallen

1 suppert a diversion of go 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 _ : : 78 o8 s ”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4394-1 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 4395-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystein.

4396-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Name:
Address: Z2288 YuLi P BP

City/State/Zip: S'M qase C#-.
LIPE S KA

Officiat Public Cortment Ll‘ 5q 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water floy
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 ¢ould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisioa, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, REDEIVED
Name: E 7o JAN 14 2000
Address: ¢ YL S G
City/StateiZip; 5 95?4?”‘“5‘ Ch

Offtciad Public Comment L} R
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural waier flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppont 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 wiidlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Peeferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

SEBEINED

Thank You, .

Name: _‘I&MMJAN L 2
Address: Sl & W Ay
Citysaerzip: _Sanada Rosa AT

< Ve

R D3-1835
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Public Contment Ll- 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Steve C. Howard, Andrew Meskil, and Cory Williams
I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 4397-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by

an zssumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. ) ) ) )
Legislation creating the Triaity River Division, and additional legislation 4398-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish end wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achiove 8 togally manared restoration, of th eeosysterm. 4399-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, [
Name: (;‘*/5)" M/J/ﬁ-ﬁm{ RERELY=:
Address: 3§00 _Chyeyy cxeelr #d BT 5 v

CityiState/Zip: ﬂifg_ﬂ(’n? G D2, oo & it~
Aroais. Gn

Official Pubtic Comment L3 39 G
Dear EISEIR Team Metbers:

1 support  diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the naral 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
an assumption about the ameunt of water that coold be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. e
JenRiYED

Thank You, h ) )
Name: Fndres s . AAM 14 20
Address: s¥F o1z ﬂu(-‘ﬁ#_sf{ ¢ Wildiie =

City/StatefZip: Eu ;c‘ﬁ & o GFYD fprcann €

Official Public Comment L} 30,7]
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

" I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natwral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be avaiiable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
clearly gives Trimity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any watec
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferted Alternative does not go far enongh o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . 2EREIVES
Mame: IR HovmtD A -
Address: 282l bovmdra Vr'-"\ Fo. JAN L2 o
Ciry/State/Zip: __ StPasTalol | oo F54T0urmst s-‘c‘;{‘;d“i‘: =

areata, L

——

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

Offictat Putiic Comment L34 02 Postcards from Michael Z. Hammond, Ralph A. H. Groves, and
Dear EISEIR Team Members: Anna Karen Clemmensen

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
roduced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited .by ) ) ) .
P assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4400-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

ives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water . . . . .
gextycg‘l;;s 'ljl-i::eyfo:e. the PreferredpAltemalive does net go far enough to 4401-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

hi legally mandated restoration of the eoosystemn.
:h;;r;o:gﬂ ymﬁéz‘v————/ FETEINED 4402-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Neme: [Prros faebn (bR a1l

Address: JIRE Darmes PErsdiel o paice oo
CiySutelzip: VP Peje CA PVSFT Al

Official Pubtic Commen: L1}
Drear EIS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the naturl water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recg dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not-go far enough o
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. IEREINED

Thank You,

Name: RALPH A,H. GROVES JAN 14 2000
Address: —SANTAROSA CASRAN] S Tish & Wildiife Serve
City/State/Zip: cata, A

) P{{J{,‘U_ A‘L"‘ oipst

e Official Public Comment a1p0
“Diear ETS/EIR Team Members:

"I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the namural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an asswnption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the Hver.
Legislation creating the Trimity 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 cestoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, REBTIVED

Name: “M&w AN 14 2000

Address: v Tigh & Wildlige Sneir
City/Statel/Zip: \ Q& o

w p N .vl
v T b D3-1837
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment q Li. 06

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from David Imper, Marshasue Cohen, and Annette R. de Knijf

I support a diversion of 1o mse that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4403-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . P .,
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4404-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an assumplion about the amounnt of water that could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . ups P
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4405-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . . . .
: . . BEGEIVEL

Name: éﬂﬂﬂ,”& ﬂ,dg Kniﬁ . _

Address: 4O St it 2.2 J‘JAM 14 i

CityStaterZip: __ Arcad,  CA 955278 Fish & "':“d'f-‘-" S
- rcata, L~

W

Official Fubiic Comment Hupy
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, JEGEIYED
Name: £ , PR
Address: Jor-0 _BAY ST -J,AH 14 ‘2“_”
Ciy/State/Zip: Lt @EWA (o 705 CF ToHE Tl =
Totr -’
- ~Gfficial Public Comment L}L} b 3

Dear EIS/EIR Team Membérs:

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

Thanic You. REBEIVED
Narae: / ¥
Address: PPt JAN 1 4 n

ChyisuelZin: _ Ll Rern R FE® Wil -
. rcata. L

<~ e AY

e D3-1838
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

o ogcat Pustc Commar $4408 Postcards from Bruce Hunner, Ronald Poff, and Stephen Black

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 4406-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . : u: . ”
Legjs]atiopn creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4407-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildkife priority over the diversion of any water . . . .
ta the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to 4408-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, W—%M REGEIVED
Mame: 5+‘Pi'\ Ly, .6 I‘((J‘\ jfﬁ\l id il

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Address: 2208 Coying OF T
CitySaierzip: frakarsiield Ch g 3FoE 2

44o7

Official Public Comment
Deer EIS/EIR Team Members: .

1 support & diversion of no more that 3¢ pércent 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 availzble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional fegislation
ciearly gives Trinity fish and wild¥ife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far encugh to

achieve a legally d of the ecosy X

Thank You, ) - REGEIVED
Name: ' AAN 14 2086
Address: Gl fin S 1S & Wi S

CfitylStamf_Zip:_ . Sapda '&Sa i 9@{04 A

R _‘ 4 Official Public Commeny’ / L‘L}D (0
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members: )

g}

I support a diversion of pg_mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the TFrinity River Basin, While [ support the science and soudy 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.
Legislarion creating the Trinity River Division, and additioral Jegislation
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 w0
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: ,glek:-é HunnER
Address: e, FIF2

City/StatefZip: _HLug j - 45¥2g

o]

< Ve

R D3-1839
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

2 = ogfcit ubtc Commens HA\) Postcards from Matthew Miles, Neil Palmer, and Tristen Thron

i —
‘Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: _

: padda)
1 support a diversion of no more that B0 percent of the natural water fow

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stedy that 4409-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assurnption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 4410-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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 Altemative docs not go far engugh to 4411-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
Thank You,

' ] ‘ SENEIVER
Mame: 7Z’ 57 End mf\/t RE
Address: FO Box oS . JAN L& 2000
City/State/Zip: ARCLTE A G551 8 i3 fi & Widife Ser ic:

Arcaia, CA

Official Public Commens LA O
» Dear E15/EIR Feam Members:

I suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frora the Trinity River Basin. While ! support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpton about the amount of waler that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife privrity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far énough to

achieve a legally mandal storation of the ecosystem.
Thank You, W”&_ REGEIVER
Name: Ly

Address: lozo /hvgel SAN 14 200

) . g Sl & Wiliibe Seros
City/State/Zip: _ﬁ@'ﬂﬂﬂ‘_&. ?ﬂ%aia. cr

~ P i . Officiai Public Cammﬁ:t! qq Dq

Dear EISJ’EIR Team Members:

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

Thank You, _ ??EQEijﬁ
Name: MAAM&_ Jah g 4 Fir]
Address: 2o "M B 5 50 & i

e Sepe -
Ciystaterzipp _Lorels (A 956072 Ycaig, pg

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

Official Public Commerit s ¢ AL
Dear EIS/EIR Team Membets:

Postcards from Craig Benson, Clark Fenton, and Carl Ebersole, M.D.

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

from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the sciegce and ;etu}rlus; iltl;;tby 4412-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, recommendations w ¢

jon t ter that eould be available for the river. ) ) e ]
ﬂgis]aﬁon cm;ﬁ;:ttgi: Trinity Rgze‘:aﬂivisiomwud zdditional legislasion 4413-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . - o
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsmative does 1ot g2 fer enough to 44141 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, » REBEIYES
Name: W A JMN 14

Address: Hsw L A A T8 R & Wiless oo

City/State/Zip: e A CA . DLooy. Areata, o

Officinl Pablic Comment w3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 peccent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
proeduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomimendations were Hmited by
an assumption about the t of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and =dditional legislation
¢learly gives Trinity {ish 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, ISPy
Name: CL—PFQ-‘J\ %‘\}J—-b'\} 428500z
Address: Jg PeJFT=Rry DL dAH 14 2ue
CitySawZipp PRCATR  cA B3 rish & wWidiite <.

Argata, CA

Official Public Corment L‘EU( 1 z’
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluvation Report, the recommendations were Limited by
an ption about the of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation: creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prority over the diversion of any water
to the CWP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, - |RY]
) . REGEIV
Name: Cﬂﬂj &n—‘f en = e

Address: 195 Puy L ang AR 1

‘ N e & Wkdite
City/State/Zip: _MML,M q s "shmcma, cL

<~ e AY

e D3-1841
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Officiat Public Commers 3T Postcards from Doug & Susan Thomas, Larlene Webster,
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and James M. Webster

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

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4415-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . . 3
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4416-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to

achieve g legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. . 4417-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, RESEIVED

Name: z/zm&mdm 14 200

Address: éx i3z 15 Fiefi & Wildiife Servcs
City/State/Zip: 0 @y Arcata, CA

Official Public Comment LIL\' I [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 [ suppent the science and stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an asstaaption about the amount of water that conld be available for the cver.
Legisiation creating 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 Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restoration of the ecosyskem. g pp 1YES

Thank Yeu, )
Natne: AN Fa 200k
Adldress: -8 Tali & Wilglife Serae
7 - y Hreata, T
CityState/Zip: (A agamlfnl £-26053 e

Official Public Commrent Ll' q l 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert 3 diversion of ne mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evailuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availzble 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 Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem,

Thank You, ’ sEREIVEL
Name: D outy & Sustrm W hanos .
Address: oAl Rose Aue. JAN 14 206
City/State/Zip: Wonbraus oA ALLEE ?ishn%c\;g'd[c.;f; e

g ove Yoolhia fegustocdl woleens

<N VD

Rt D3-1842

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY4337-4434.D0C



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

L Oicel Public Commens Y4 2.0 Postcards from Ralph L. Brown, Mark Neff, and Marilee Jensen
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: .
1 rt a diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P -
from the Tm:::ty River Bagin, While 1 suf:poun:he ccionce and ::d; that 4418-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
- an assumption about the amount of water that could be availzble for the river. 4419-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to 4420-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve a Iegally mandated restoration of the ecesystem.
Thank You, :;gi,g;‘j!i‘
MName! .
Adduess: S48 15
City/State/Zip: b | 3 el & Wi Sapscs
? 5’3 y ‘Arcata. <
- Officiel Public Comment L"L)( ‘I Ci

Deai".EISf._EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natueal water flaw
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be avatlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislation
cleariy gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . N FEEEIUED
A mﬂqu-\c’ : ;i * AN 04 2w
Address; )ia"f < it

> S Tl & WGt

City/State/Zip: MTM:& 1 irate, o

_ Official Public Comment g4t 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert = diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fhow
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 prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go.ﬁ;lr goough to

achieve a legally mandated ian of the ecosy TEEiNE
Thank You, EFTY 14 200
Name: K ) JDL L. .Br'aW_.“% —
Address: PO grﬂ( 12 B4 Argata, O

City/State/Zip: Weaveryille CA 96 o1%

<~ v =\

= D3-1843
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Offciat Pubiic Commens 44} 23 Postcards from Kathryn M. Burk, Britta Wallace, and Barry Frazier

Dear EISEIR Team Members:

£ support a diversion of no more that 30 percenr of che natuzal water flow _ : : ug: fae
oo Trinity Rives Bacin. WHk | support the science andl sty that 44211 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the r dations were limited by . . P .,
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 4422-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Lepislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of a 1 . . . .
‘o the CYE. Tﬂ::te);o;e the Prefosred Alieratie do6s aox g;mflar m:igvgat:r 4423-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

hieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.
S ‘ AEBEIVED
Name: Bpexy [Zazee 5 L4 00
= =)
Addsess: 1398 Sau A o R B Wi Servic-
CityiState/Zip: Il 5 BpEALIG, (A FHPHTaE, Ca

Official Public Comment Jetzz o
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 parcent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stody that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limnited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Tuinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, FEREIVET.
Name: BT W LAz e AN 3 L 2600
Address: S Hoevice®s LA EST & Wildife Servies

City/State/Zip: _Nidhe, €4 Py Arcata, CA

Officiat Public Comment L34 2.}
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 3¢ parcent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recc dations were linited by
an assumption about the amcunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve g legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, IERELY:
Name: [£orvgdnd - W . Bl o
Address: ’!‘a\,{ T 5T, ,‘-FFB Jal 14 20
City/Seate/Zip: ?MMA A od9=sas 1"5”A%;::ﬂ'f‘“éj
SN —~ D
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

. Oficiat Pustic Commens 1} 280 Postcards from Fred D. Fletcher, Ken & Karin Niehoff, and Julie Allen
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support & diversion of 1o more that 30 percent of the nanum! water flow 4424-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 4425-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addibional legislation,

learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer . . . .
‘o the CVP. '['hereb;'om, e Prefirred. Altereative docs not g0 far m,ﬂgh to 4426-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, ’ " BEGEIVED

Name: 5@«, y
Address: (300 Selceonsnt i s J%N 14.2000 _
CuryiSucelzip: __fLdAnburpa, (STHR7 SR 5 iTe Servic:

o e e Rt e e a e b e RS e i et s B

Official Public Comment d-l-’-} 25

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assnmption about the amonnt of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yo, . REAETUER
MName: &m_wwmr F
Address: 17570 foeng UsTG A2 AAN 1 4 2086

CityiState/Zip: 'S pivappag g Q 9f F&Fsh a e ger
ar¢ata.

Official Public Comment '—1 4 Z'Jt

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 [ suppon the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation 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
to the CVP., Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip: 1% S5 & Wdite <o .
Sebastopol, G 95472-3665 Arrata, £ ’
— S
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: Postcards from Roger Barber, Dan & Virginia Mardesich,
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow and Barbara France

from the Trnity River Basin, While ] support the science 2nd study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumgtion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 44271
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

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achieve 2 legally mandated restorarion of the ecosystem. o 2 a g Y E 4428-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, i

Name: JAN 14 200 4429-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Address: I Tishi & Wiikllfe Serss

City/StateiZip: dreata. OF

Official Pibiic Comment L*'-* 2_%
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of na more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frotn 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 amoeunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislalion creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additioral legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversien of any water
to the CYF. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve 2 legally ek ion of the Y

Toaak Yo /QMWE‘”

Name:

Address:  DondVigin Mardesich AN 14 itk
27 Quacry Road e i b R

City/State/Zip: SinBafzel Casemran . % woh & Wildite =

Arcats. Ot

Official Public Canunent L&L* Z‘-?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the cecommendations were limited by
an asswnption 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 wildjife priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
echieve a legally mandated réstoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, M@— REBEIVED
Name:

Address: (JAN 14 200
City/State/Zip: @9 Bleskln om0

) ) x ° s
RDD/TRINITY4337-4434.D0C T b D3-1846

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



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

= . 2 . .
S Ofcia Putic Commers 1445 Postcards from Karen Valona, Dennis Beall, and Donielle Howe
- Dear EIS."EIR Team Members:
diversion of that 30 naqural . . oy .
'f,i“,:%'ii' ;m:lvt;rsl?l::e: Bastn, 3 \:’hdc I su;:l::tu:l:i::nce a.m; ::::eyr E‘;I" - 4430-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
- produced the Flow Ev ion Report, the d: were limited by
ao assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the tiver. 4431-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Tririty 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 docs not go far enough to 4432-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
achieve 4 legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. JEREIVED
Thank You, . i )
Namte: £, A4 14 2000
Address: 4 LY~ .8 Fisti & Widlife Seir

City/State/Zip: (= N c:lsﬁﬁﬁrcam. o

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

'%1‘}31

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 Evaluarion Report, the recommendations were lintited by
an assamption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net po far encugh to

achieve a legally mandaged restoration of the ecosystem, )
REBEIVZ.
Thank You, / /

f JAM {4
Address: _ 'S Tish & Wildife T
City/State/Zip; _ & . CA 95421 Arcata, O

Offfciat Public Comment L-] 430

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of o more that 30 percent of the namral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the ¢ dations were limited by
&n assumpticn about the amount of water that could be availabie for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivar Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far snough to
achieve g legally mandated restotation of the ecosystem.

Phek Yo, REREIVED
Name: ;
Address; KT i) Seeks AN 14 200

City/State/Zip: . _Spafe  frasa  £us sish & Vidite Seric:
Apcata, Ck

5503

) ) . ° s
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SR Letter from Brooks Weisman
433

4433-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Brooks Weisman
1654 Chester Ave.
Arcata, CA 95521
Dear EIS/EIR. Teain Members:
I'support a diversion of no more than 30 percent of the natural water
flow from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study 4433-1

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

Sincerely

Brooks Weisman

January 9, 2000
RECEIVES
JAN 1 4 2000
i1 Fish & Wiidlife Service
Arcata, C:
<~ ~/ f)
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Postcard from B. Derek Straatsun

Officiad Pubtic Comment =) St

4434-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no mers that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ supgort the science and study that -
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the racommendations were limited by
an agsomption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legiglation 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 Altemative does not go far encugh to
achieve 2 lepally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 3 i

Name: % chﬂ.&é% = %
Address: [ 5, Apflea Rt

CiyiSweZip: _FNL AC. Lo G434

< ., 2
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