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

Dear EIS/EIR Tesm Members:

I support 2 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the ameant of water that could be available for the river.
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lsgislazion
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefesred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally i ion of the y 3

Thank You,

Name: Mf@-ﬁ"b

Address: /B C_.f'ge( L) b 24,
City/State/Zip: !ﬂ@éﬁd 2 ( é ?55:»{

Offciai Pablic Comment u4g3y,
Bear EIS/EIR Tepm Members: . :

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

fmn}ﬂm"!‘:mlwaerBasin. While { support the science and study that

P the Flow Eval ion Report, the dations were [imited by

&n assumption about the aniovnt of water thet could be available for the river.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
Therefore, the Prefetred

to the CVP. Alternative does not go far 1)
hieve a legally mandated fon of the ecosy cnough
Thank You,

Nazme: &&ﬁ '
Address: Gl Compedide
CityiSwiciZip: _Sycode, Cf Q075

Oficial Public Comment LJfL‘l 65
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppost & diyersion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. ‘While I support the science and study that
pmduuedﬂ!eﬂnwEva}umonReporhthemommsndgﬁmwmllmimdby
n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fisk and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefire, the Preferred Altemative does not ge far encugh to

hieve u legally mandnred ion of the
Thank You,
Name: Jc.e ’Lﬁh * g o
Address: bo. Bor 73

CitySwte/Zip: Rhye Lebe (of #EUC

RDD/TRINITY4435-4511.D0C

Postcards from Joe Huntzinger, Amy Hunt, and Joelon Davis

4435-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4436-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4437-1 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

Postcards from Nicole Morgenstern, Sarah Musolf,
and Ryan F. Rousseau

Offfcial Pablic Comment 44340 o
Dear BEIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of ac more that 30 percent of the natoral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that _ : . " P
produced the Flow Evatuation Report, the recommendations were fiuited by 4438-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

an assuinption abous the amount of water that coutd be available for the river,

Legislation cresting the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion 4439-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

;h?:vecﬁmmmm rfibruertad ’Z'F‘J: p fm ot go for exough to 4440-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You, .

Name:

Address: ¥ .

City/State/Zip: <

Official Public Comument L}L‘ sq
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 suppost the science and shudy that
producedﬂJ:FiowEvalunngpon,mmommendnhmwmhmnedby
massumpuunabomtheamountofwmrthatnouldbeavm]able for che river.
creating the Trinity River Division, and additionsl legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and witdlife pnmlyaverthedwefsmof any waler

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Al does not go far encugh 10
achieve a legally dated ion of the ¥
‘Thank You,

Name: {I /11 ’ (_
Address: 5 E,R {'cﬁ:é ‘AULO.‘-)

Citylstatelzip: Ve G O QrERg

Official Public Comment L}u‘ 3 8
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of a0 more that 30 pementofths nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basl.n While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow E Report, the dati werelnmtedby
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 CVE. Therefore, tlna Preferred Alternative does not go far enongh to
higve a legally d ion of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Marme:

Address:

City/State/Zip: Wﬁsﬂi

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

%

EabTe) RECEIVEE
Official Public Consment )
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ' 4AN 18 2000

L suppert 2 diversion of oo more that 30 perceat of the natural

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the rives.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional iegislation
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wxldh& pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. 'Th the P d Al ive does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

S8 Fish & Wlldﬂfe Serz.

b\‘-{‘-}z ) - AECH|YEDR
Official Public Comment JAN 18 m

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 15 Fish & Widiffe Servies
I suppost a diversioa of no more that 30 percent of the natral Waler H8w
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppou the scmwe and stady that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the were limited by
an assusmnption 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 pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:
Official Public Comment Uﬂ-\‘—ﬂ
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of oo mese that 30 percent of the natiral water flow
from the Trinity River Besin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amaunt of water that could be avaifable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addidional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally dated ion of the

Thank Yo, : BECEIVED
Name: (.,

Address: JAN ¥ & 2060
GWIS&Mp:M Fish :ﬂ W'gdg: Service

A

RDD/TRINITY4435-4511.D0C

Postcards from Angie Astey, Chelsey Pratt, and Alanna Goldsmith

4441-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4442-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4443-1 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

Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

1 suppert & diversion of a0 more that 30 pertent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluadion Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assustption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and. additional legislation
clearly gives Triaity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far ennugh ta

achtevealegally dated ion of the Y
Thaak You,

Name: Mlﬂﬂ._._'
Address: PO Roz 134

CityStateZipr T hwidad A 945578

Bificial Pubiic Cormzent
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a divetsion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basir, Whﬂclsupponthesc:enoemdsmdytba:
produced the Flow Evalustion Report, the recommendations were limited by

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

Legislation creatiug the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally dated ion of the ecosy
Thank You,

Name; Blaly  (Glwell
Address: His 5 en

City/State/Zip: Adeafe., £ AS5S2)

ey NECHITED
Official Public Consmertt
JAN : 8 2008
Dezr EIS/EIR Team Members:

cigh & Wildlife Senvics
1 suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent ot‘?he napyrakawdier flow
from the Frinity River Basin. ‘While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assusnption 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 doss not go far enough to

achieve a lepally dated ion of the Y
Thank You, .

Marne: handa \j’

addess: HOMD L) ST

City/State/Zip: é! g'@ Kg IQ Q ﬂsggz

RDD/TRINITY4435-4511.D0C

Postcards from Linda V., Blair Colwell, and David Irelan

4444-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4445-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4446-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

I Postcards from Alisha Gimenez, Ty Clarez, and Gien Kjesbu
Officiat Public Cosssent L!,!.}L}cl
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support  diversion of 5o more that 30 perocat of the namral wasor flow 4447-1 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 4448-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Frinity River Division, 2nd additional legislation . . e .,
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity over the diversion of any water 4449-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far encugh to
achieve a legally dated 1 ion of the 'y

Thank You,

— . .
Address: %05! ][ﬂ\‘ 6'{'. .
Acaato Apy, 4S54

City/State/Zip: (48

Official Public Comment l.l 4 L} g
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 Report, the recommendations were Timited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availsble for che river,
Legishtion creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any watet
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsenative does not go far encvgh
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,
Name: ol W 17
Address: P2, Pox Ho7

City/State/Zip: _ut HioperCrons CA 3773

Officiat Public Comment  LWLYLY7]

Dear EIS/EIR Team Metmbers:

I support e diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendatoas were limited by
an assumption abeut 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 Prefatred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -

Narne: 4[55&_-0, Enone 007
Address: AUBN Folion O
Ciey/Smte/Zip: _fyooier, ¢4 GEEAYL

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

F Postcards from Amelia O’Brein, Mike Davidson, and Simone Mellor

Official Public Comment L.‘ us 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

4450-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow

" from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppor: the science and smdy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by 4451-1
an assumption about the amount of wates that could be available for the river.
éﬁiﬂ?ﬁ;ﬁ“@gfﬁmg ?;:,ﬁ:;“;f;ﬂﬂ;‘:ddgmiloﬁ’f":‘f;’;m 44521 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CVP. Therefore, the P d Al ive does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally dated ien of the ¥ X .

Thank You, . N
e enpG (00 Mo
i R N RROONC

City/State/Zip:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 peecent of the natural water fiow
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
cleerly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the P d Al ive does not go far eocugh o
hieve 1 legally miandated 1 ion of the ecosy

Thank You,
Name: Mike Doridpe
Address: M F  ave.

CitSuate/Zip: __ Gy ek Jon of 4550

Official Puslic Commens L33 DO
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppert a diversion of no more that 3¢ perceat of the natural water flow
from the Trinily River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amomt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and edditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefarred Alternative does not go far encugh to
achicve a legatly mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, e

Name: A aaid O

Address: 2EED Arhodont L b
ciyisunizip: _Jptid CA JER 2V

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

T Postcards from Bryan Martinez, Jordan Marky, and Vanessa Ericksen
Oficial Public Commere L343 Lp :

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’

~ o N 4453-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
MEﬁuﬁ‘?ﬁiﬁ?ﬁ; nwg;glﬂ %ﬁ&%ﬁ% by 4454-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the ameunt of water that coul _a\_mi ¢ for the river.
D O Do e dhvomion 4456-1 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 Aliernative does not go far enongh to
hieve 2 legally dated ion of the Y

Thaek You,

Address: 2348 god Ave,

CitysuteZip: M ey ;'nu!,fim't!g FLA

T N - X

Official Public Comnsent
Prear EISEIR Team Members: L} q 5‘-}

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the scistics and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation 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
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far ¢nough to

hieve 2 legelly mandated ion of the
‘Thank You,
Name: Saud /"f.x fer
Address: 0 G 177

City/State/Zip: 9y snce LA 5;‘1654

Dear EISEIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of np more that 3¢ percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While E support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaleation Report, the recommendations were fimited 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 priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achizve a lepally wiandated restoration of the ecosystem.

TFhank You,
Name: 33«-7 aclnez
Address: Lo Bwx 2039

City/StatefZip: Trindagd (A 35577

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

: _ Postcards from Jeremiah Hammond, Michael Forest,
Officil Public Comment 1} 1364 and Michael T. Hoffman

Dear EIYEIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow ) . . .
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that 4457-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
o 1mem%:u?the Repiw'mmaa 1d be 'l:h?efhmg:dw

an assinption al amount of waier coul available for the river. . . . .
Legislation creating the Trinily River Division, and addifional legislation 4458-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water

X the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to . . . .
ey vt essommton. of i teovyoats oo 4459-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Thank You,
Name: M&Mm&“_" 4"‘}

Address: : i
City/State/Zip: e/

Officinf Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: '-}458

1 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 Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpéion 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 diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
hieve a legally dated ton of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Official Public Comemens 4'_1'5-?

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversicn of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Dasin. While | support the science and study that

. pred d the Flew E ion Repodt, the dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity Rjver 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 snough to

hieve a legally dated ion of the e
‘Thark You,
Name: Jecemids Hommond
Address:

1360 Berg ¥ |
cityisuteizip: Me\ieloialte OB 9Gel%

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

o Postcards from Mark Alderette, Scott Morrison, and Tony Peterson
MFicial Publlc Comment qu'lf 2

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

'I suppart & diversion of no more that 30 percsnt of the natural water flow 4460-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and sindy that
maé:::{,wmf:;i o e oo o e by 4461-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation ) ) . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over he diversion of any water 4462-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does aot go far enough to

achieve a fegelly mandated rastoration of the ecosystem.
Thapk You,

Name: Ty I brasr
Address: 25 oy Haw OFL
Ciyrseterzip: AP Gl F/3F A

Official Pubiiz Comment 44 lp l
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of 10 more thar 30 percent of the nanwal warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that .
produced the Flow Evelfuation Report, the dations were lunited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the dver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity Fish and wildlife priosity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated rastoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Sed7 /{W’B’//;IW

Address: Ze/3 @VVmg&L«g"‘
City/State/Zip: /ﬂffmé b ra GESY

Official Public Conment 1_].1..} 7%0)

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

4

4 legaliy dated ion of the
Thank You,
Name: Magy Aebersi7e
Address: I27) LBEAR CREEX L2,

City/Stale/Zip: _NEWQyRY RN, CA FrI320

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

Postcards from Terry G. Stevens, Ron Van de Rydt, and Joey M. Wilson
Official Public Comment IJ[(_l. S

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: ’ 4463-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 suppert a diversion of no more that 36 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 4464-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations wers limited by
ap zssumption about the amount of water that conld be available for the river. : . . o o
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4465-1 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 Aliemative dees not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, -
MName: -S-&ﬁ.y/’ M" [’Jlfggr‘l

Address: 3_‘373’12&‘2{ m%!b
City/State/Zip: /U(,Uém'd(/‘a Pedc 2 Q. c{ 5@ Xy

Officiat Public Comment L}'—l-la'—!

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 stody that
preduced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommandations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availzhle for the tiver.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative dees not go far enough to
achieve z |2gally mandated restoration of the ecosysten.

Thank You,
Name: av Ae

, t
Address: Egﬁ? 52! i?f J.% #g?'f’
City/State/Zip: = -
2402

official Public Commens 4t L9 D

Drear EIS/EIR Feam 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 Repert, the recomunendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Triniry River Division, and additional legisiation
elearly gives Tuinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh 10

hieve a legally dated ion of the ecosystem.
Thank You,
Name: TERDY G ST'E VEM S
Address: TS24 MTlEN Ro,

City/State/Zip: WEw RURY PRRE. Ca. 91320

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

<

Postcards from Chris Landeen, David Gerken, and David Hubenthal
Official Public Comment 443
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

4466-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
1 support a diversion of no more that 30_per0e11510f the nanau:‘; water 't};:;
inity Ri in. While I rt the science St . . . .
%ﬁ&?ﬁ“ﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁn Replme-., the mevommendations wese &ymm by 4467-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of waier that could be availsble for the niver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation 5 . . P, .
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water 4468-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far ¢enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: T AVIED MVBEUHN—
Address: ey Olo pPene ST

CityStateZip: _ThHosang Tovs (2 Tre O

Qfficial Public Comment L+L]. La']
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 assamption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Diviston, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrsd Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, .
Name: Lavirp Gegeenl
Address: HEF SHADy LAL

CityStateiZip: _Jtey mpi b, g, FIOIS

Oiicial Pusic Commert - Y lolp

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppost a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natueal 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 feor 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. Therefore, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enongh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, :
Name: chns Landesn

Address: =1l I lisd
CityrState/Zip: _ Mewidrng Fﬂ%,ﬁf /320

<~ v =\
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Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: - . :

1 support a diversion of no more fat 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 recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of watcr that could be avaitable for the river.
" Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversipn of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not &D?ough ta
achieve a legally dated ion of the Y "4y I VE,;

-

3 Thank You, ‘( . ., QS{ £ 7 & o
A \ She Ay
‘ Name eryt Wileo) EN

<4

: ot (25| o S,
re NPT T G072 e

Official Public Comment 4470
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of 110 mote 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 dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of wates that could be wvailable for the river,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, snd additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a legally dated ¥ ion of the Y
Thank You, )
Name: e Cf Sepr 15

Address: 53z ) Stenseh®7y3

City/Sumte/Zip: _Hooa Pank, &f. 9862/

Official Pablic Comment L} L} bﬁ
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 dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that éould be available for the river.
Legislatien ¢reating ihe “Frinity River Division, and additional legislation
cleasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to

achieve a Jegally d I ion of the e
Thank You,

MName: _—‘-g'/\.vt Bf'ﬁ’jrﬂ
Address; 55 fevean Ch.

CityfState/Zip: ﬂ)ﬂﬁ_’o L“Uﬁ:r’ '; ;k ,(3 i{'.?g)@

RDD/TRINITY4435-4511.D0C

Postcards from John Briggs, Stacey Sebring, and Terri Wilson

4469-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4470-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4471-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcards from Patrick R. Craig, David Salm, and Wm. L. Blanckenburg
Hyy , HESEIVED

. Officiai Public Comment <A} { & 3ppp 4472-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: < .

N < . . . .
I support a diversion ef no more that 30 percent of the naturs] wates fidw 4473-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
duced the Flow Evaluation Report, the 1 dations were limited by . . “ps .«
an assumption about the amount of water that ¢ould be available for the river. 4474-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fisk and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not ge far enough 0
T 2 legally Anted ion of the ecusyétem.l Lo g A .
Thank You, o ;‘Z"ﬁ?' MM “: “5
N WO BoiRcling 1729 88T
- | %
Address: Lols Cill Crnadl  Frpcls AT kBl ot
City/State/Zip: 7 3(:4:‘1{2, CF Fpx 58 MM .
APt of ZRe ,a:-;%» S R T LAy AP LN iy
il AL serai gn FREN e IR o ST ony
30T S Apreise it g i BT beslaeny iy b inal -

Officiat Public Cantnrent L}q 13
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 Repont, 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 additicnal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: b Dzvd Saim _
Address: Forsabrle GA 95435
City/State/Zip: N -
ez o i
Official Public Comment qyq2

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 [ support the science and study that
produced tl-_le Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were lmited by
an assurnption sbout 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 Prefermed Altermative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ﬁ & 5.

Address:
Clty/State/Zip: PS5 My Pawick B, Craig .
@ f&éﬁémmf ADBIEZ

e
|
) ) x ° s
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Postcards from Jessica Tuten, Julie Thomas, and
Grant and Shirley Pyle

; o 4475-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
amount of water

Y “"Roive'r Diviston, and additional fegislation . . . .
wildlife priority over the divarsion of any water 4476-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Forsty o Preferred Alternative does not go far encugh to
fon of e exeVRE G EIVER 4477-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

_ dAN 18 gy
S Fral " .
L e g Senee

Official Public Commeni l.\L*"I b

Dear EIS/FIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
ﬁon?pthe Trinity River 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 river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi_nona.l legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the dlqul‘piﬁno% water
10 the CVP. Thercfore, the Preferred Altemative does not B ©

i dated i f the Ciaw
i:;hle:c; legaily on of the N 13 2000

ank You, : - R K

-3 il & Wililifa Sepvies

Name: §§yj’ 5 N%"‘W 1 s :"; ervie

Address: ér &wg ’

City/State/Zip: G prial : C . D

Efficial Public Comimern L} L" -15
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

. produced the Flow Bvaluation 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 wildlifz priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achieve a lepally mandated restoration of the scosystem.

Thank You, ‘ Aea £1p s
Name: \}f“(a m‘ffw ,-j.-.. , w1
Addgess: : i/ g 'wl.-; ‘5‘l i
CityStatefZip:. _AJ g o ’(’ AL %.w.{i’jf &

) ) x ° s
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Postcards from Sue White, Roy Henry Marin, and William D. Keeler
- Official Public Conmuens L\ ‘__} 80

. Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: : . . s .
- s e 4478-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ suppert the science and study that 4479-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be _m:'ailable for the river. ) ) . o
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4480-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any walsr
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o

achieve a legally mandated toraticn of, the, ecogystem.
Tk You, ﬂu‘w z: RECEIyss
bt SR 1 e

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Name:
Address: IS K85 & ey,
City/State/Zip: Ara.

. Oficial Public Comment U419
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversior 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 assnmption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additfonal legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Aliemnative does not go far enough to
achieve z legally mandated restoration of the °°°sys’°ma£

Thank You, . QEsy;;r
Name: %ﬁl&gﬂ& AN 4 g
Address: ! ot 98 g5 ideige .

citysewzZip Tucede 04 GIEaf Ve o

Official Public Comment 1__\ L\ "] 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 1 support the selence and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divigion, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternatdve does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, RECEIyEn

Name: L Lt AN

Address: oo G e Baceed 95 ’ !_ § 20ge

City/State/Zip: e Fa fr . (PA P5u 30 'm;f;fg"’g: Seree
- |

< v =\
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Offfcial Public Commenr - L}q 8 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of oo mors that 30 percent of the natum] 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 t:or ﬂ:le Tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi}iong] tegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not gﬁ%%ﬂ&h (0]
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. . £

Jaf
Tharnk You, ; LS Pope
- Y 00t
Name: tm J.:' er ‘ '—_) it ¥ EIE'Z& Witays, s
Address: 5324 6‘0 /e‘l_-hb{_ ats g T

City/SratefZip: Sa:t?ffﬂ?m C‘f. ?5‘-‘/{'{,‘?

Official Public Comment L-,I-L{v%z_
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the aatural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Hmited 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 Trinsty fish and wildlife prority over the diversioz of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative doss not go far enough te
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Neme: MELM m.a—ii;gﬁwsuw
Address: 0. Bary GLT din #
CiySuerzip: Do seguurne, ke 904 o

[

Officiel Public Comment ! ]1 L ‘ (8 l
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
producad the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amonnt of water that could be g\:al]abl: for the iver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona] legistaticn
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water

ta the CVE. Thersfore, the Preferred Altemative does not 50 far enough to
achieve & legally mandated ion of the ecosystem. chj e,
- N et
Thank You, ) 4 m ! g
Name: B Ll
S 2

Address:
e R, @A bown s

RDD/TRINITY4435-4511.D0C

Postcards from Marjorie Boehm, Dr. Gerald Haslam, and Tim Sullivan

4481-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4482-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4483-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

<~ v AY
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offeint Pustic Commens 33§ lp Postcards from Elenore Agenbroad, Lesile Ellison, and Rosalind O’Neal
Irear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 suppart 2 divarsion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4484-1 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 . . pya— c
an assumption about the amouat of water that could be available for the river. 4485-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislution creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4486-1
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go for enough to -

n

achieve a legally T ion of the ecosy 3 HER Eiy £
Thank You,

AN
Name: @W G/Mﬁ«e i 25&':‘

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

ST e
Address: /9 fleghtand C7 Arcar
City/State/Zip: biiadh (& F3de2

L

Oftciat Public Comment - Yt} 85
f
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 Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption zhout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legistation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative dogs not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, Al Clm— TECEiyey

Name: e 12l 1§
Address: S ; 15832 Rivemido Dr
City/StateiZip: __12.__ 2o 0 06 b

Qfficial Public Comment L"L‘ 8 L‘-
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversior of no more that 30 percent of the nateral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the scisnce 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.
Legislatior: creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. - Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecos: .

Thank You, . b

Mame: ! Eincrs 2 C R gr

Address: ! 821 Jofforson C i e
Tt TA e N

City/State/Zip:

<N v AY
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Postcards from Howard Cohen, Ph.D., Gale H. Grubb, and
et Conmer 1489 Winton McKibben

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

},f,;f,’l’g;’;,ﬁ;;ﬁ‘;fe;’;“;m';:;f g“z;ﬁn‘t":fg;‘r:zﬂ :‘ZEB; ot 4487-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produced ‘the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . - .
Legislation creafing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4488-1 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. & ¢ P Eiy 4489-1

Thark You,

iy
Neme: Mﬂzmz_/nik;gsef\é o -bf < iy

Address: Yiteys;

Afc;ga it g,
Cityswaerzio: Ok b (& FYe P

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

2

Official Pablic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: q 48’8

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

achieve a legally mandated ion of the ecosy fen
Thaok Yon, EF ve,
Name: GDJL H-. Grubb AA

Address: Po ive i1y 1

Ciry/Stare/Zip: g P S "

" Official Public Comment Uy g7
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the szience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluatior: Report, the recommendations were iimited by
an assumption about the amount of water that coutd 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 pf the scosystem.

é/\l " :3.
v T b D3-1867
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et i Comment 4407 Postcards from Frell Stevers, Barney Baby, and Mary K. Oswald
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 4490-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the stisnce and StL;A':{Y 'z];ib
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by R . . P, .
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river. 4491-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and addi.liona‘l legislation ) ] . ) B
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 4492-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. g Z5r Win

Thank. You, o
Nare: MREY K. (Beded N
Address: _2BbIE MAN2AN, TH > 5 Somi

City/State/Zip: Sploms Gﬁ“js‘#‘/é‘ :

T

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

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natical water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluatien Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assymption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Leglslam_)n ceeating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative dees not go far erough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystert, —— ——— .~

Thank You, '

Name: ;:Jl ”;'-’EQE?@!-_'{?

Address; WETE < N = ARt

City/State/Zip: A . a o it
-

Official Public Comment Uuydp
Bear EIS/EIR Teant Members: .

I support a diversion ef 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 ef 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
ta the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go fa:énongh to

achigve a fegally mandated restoration of the ecosystent. E; ¥
" £
Thank You, s
— o s T e s
Nare: 47 AQQD S Ml T e i 2By
L
Address: Lo | derclun Sﬁl“"’-ﬂ,«,f‘f{’f Sy

City/State/Zip: i 2(:( L Z S i EB W
-

< Ve

R D3-1868

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY4435-4511.D0C
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Officiad Public Comment L\ L‘q 5 .

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

Thank You, . - !
Name: QM’ -
Address: -
City/State/Zip:

t;‘lﬂ‘wial Public Contment l_} q_ﬁq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 suppart 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 amownt 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 cover the diversien of eny water
to the CVP. Thersfare, the Preferred Aliernative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated restotation of the ecosystem. FEZE ¥z x

Thank Yor !

N —Gag & Anue Hithsumsier AN 18

Addre.ss* |©. Box 1077 U8 Fig & Wit
Fenngrave, Aea

City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment L*Ui q 3
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support 2 diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the scieace 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 ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority cver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

TERgy R,

Thank You,

R . &
Name: = = AR g,
Address: Te. Box 24 IS ToH & Widn o
Ciysate/zip WA Grandery 08 T5dT6can cc

RDD/TRINITY4435-4511.D0C

Postcards from Michael McCabe, Greg & Anne Wittenmeier,
and Stephanie Gibbs

4493-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4494-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4495-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
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Postcards from John Uniack, John Blayney, and Carol Budds

Official Public Comment Y43
Dear EIS"’EIR Team Members: . . s .
4496-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
I support a d]versmn of ne more that 30 percent of the natoral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that . . . .
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 4497-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
an assumption about the amount of water that could be g\:railable for the river.
T e Prionty s the thversion o 0y water 4498-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
to the CYP. Therefore, lhe Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o

achieve a legally d T ion of the ecosy
Thark You.
’ . 1

Mame: - ) EEE“, R

Address: T 94N 15 2,

City/State/Zip: Sonta Rosa G4 o4 IS Pt gy
F] oo

2 Ca

) Official Public Comment L\qal -?
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creaing the Trinity River Division, and additional legislaticn
clearly gives Trigity 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 ecosystens,

BEEE gy
Thank You, FiiEs
Nae: S 13 g
Address: 5 h (.'er g
IO 2 Sap
City/State/Zip: SOHOWA, CA 95473 o

Official Public Comment u‘ UICI o
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3§ 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 abopt the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Lagislation creating the Trinity River Dvision, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far crémégh te

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. ife-
Thank Yaon, — A
Name: \_J f"‘d'k'} (ﬂ"}f\d(' 5 & <
Address: _‘BQX pr iy 4| Freagy B

Cryrsuezip: JUR NHES A 9357)

é/\l B =\
R D3-1870

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY4435-4511.D0C
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Offecial Public Comment JAN 7
Dear EfS/EIR Team Members: JS Fig

82033

h & Wil

[ support a diversion of a0 mor that 30 percent of the naturat water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
a0 assumption about the amount of water that could be ?\_ranlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislation
clearly gives Teinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Prefered Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You,
Name: Tl [ hiel €4 hiege
Address: [ Mum“v"‘f'{# M ll Ky’

CiyfStw/Zip, _Eweeh o o 95503

U500 - BEgEw:.
. OMPubEc Comment JAN 5 i
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: =

i

US Eish & Wi =

I support & diversion of ne mote that 30 percent of the natufsF watendlow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited })y
an assumption about the amount of water that could be _al_imlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife priority over the diversicn of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough ¢
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ccosystem.

Thavk You,

Name: ./J‘/Jaz A EEE

Address: P o &92/
Cilseizip: _ZBUE b ol 55X

. Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support 2 diversion of ne more that 30 percent of thé nawraﬂcwazer flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recomtmendations were limited by
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the Tiver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisicn, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far enough to

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

Name: @]M g.- @_"ﬁ

Address: .28'0 £ Mdf}lf"ﬂ”f‘ S

City'Statefizy S =n - A FCazs

RDD/TRINITY4435-4511.D0C

Postcards from Randall T. Cook, Dan Sanref, and Tom Thiesen

4499-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4500-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4501-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w p N .vl
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ayficial Public Comment Y01 Postcards from Mark Pringle, Mark DuPont, and Moss Henry
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nauml water flow 4502-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be availsble for the river. 4503-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity Rivér Division, and additional legislation

i inity fish and wildlife pricvity over the diversion of any water ) ] ) )
o e OVE. Rﬁgfw: . refrd Alsmaive doss 11 g0 far encigh 1o 4504-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

achisve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. Y& G ¢ iFe

Thank You, J“N
Nasme: Mﬂ-ﬁs f‘kl‘lrw I g i ‘18 2.
Addrese: 249_E. Lot pvé. 4 J1.5 Wit 5.

“a D

CiySae/Zip: __ ottty , CH 443/

Offcial Public Commens D0 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 Evaluation Report, the racornmendations were limired by
an assumplion ebont the amount of water thet could be available for the river.
Legislation crzating the Trnity River Division, and additional legiskation
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. 7 ¢ p p

=Iy £n

Thank You, -

" ° A,
Name: Mu@( S gy Vig 2hiy
Address: Loy 393 nE

Wikessie,
Lol gy,
. G :

fh‘c,?
Ciy/SuateZip: _ Cer@hps O asssC e

A Official Public Comment ysoz
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 s¢ience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption aboui the amount of water that cou!d be available for the niver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prioriry over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does ot go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated Testoration of the ecosystem. TR S Z ;i 2

Thank You, JAN %
- EL LI
Narne: Plade_ ;md_( (;:_ gy &7
gy )
Address: o, Box 2ot5 ircn;_ain

City/Stare/Zip: Peiinaen G} . 15520

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

. - 1BOB fﬂ!g,“,
Offclal rublc Comment R+, Postcards from Kit Crosby-Williams, Leira R. Kent, and Cynthia Chason

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: UE g, £

I support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the gt wate_r How

from the Trinity River Sasin. 1:‘;';1;‘ e o s Lot by 4506-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
produce + endati

an assumption abeut the amount of water that could be available for the river. . . ) )
Leswlanr?n creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 4507-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CYP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough o 4508-1
achieve a legally mand.aled restoration of the ecosysiem,
Thank You,
Mame:

Address: dvio ole Arpaie K

City/Srate/Zip: @ ods €A LAY

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

7.

HS0T - kg, i
Official Public Comprent :
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: o,

1 suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural™er %{n‘ 3
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study il
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption 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 pricrity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysterm,

Thank Yon,
Name: %&o / M
Address: 285" (Zedorfioes e,

CitylState/Zip: DBl en. fetouiids (A F507S

e".ﬁob
i

- Official Public Comment Ety g

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: dag e

1 support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of Lhe nan.u"ﬂ Wiiiter flow
from the Trinity River Basm. ‘While I support the science and’ “Frudy-that
produced the Flow Eval Report, the dations were limited by
2n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona! legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferrad Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandsted rEstoration of d

Thank You, . .
Name: ﬂfé‘ / l s
Address: 030 ﬁ <p

City/State/Zip:

ber CenseLtarg
Food (dn be Grawn aM’—h M”M(eﬂzﬁ

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

Offivial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR. Team Members:

JAN 18 2009

1% Figh & Wildiite Servic-
1 support a diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natirdkiwater flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppor: 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 nver.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divisien, and additional legislaticn
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVE. Therefore, the Prefemed Alternative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally dated r ion of the y
“Thank You, . .
Address:

City/State/Zip:

- Officiul Public Commens "HSio
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 3¢ 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 sbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priotity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Thetefore, the Preferced Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

T4
Thark You, L7 "95,*;,,}_

Name: _Cager macmmRsed N

Address: £Y BARSIY SR U gy,
City/Stte/Zip: CARLI T Ca Gy Ly oo

L.

o 4509
: ) Official Public Comment
Pear EIS/EIR Team Members: -

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the seience and study that
produced the Flow ion Report, the recc dations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could 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 CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does not go Far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, . «'?fg'- Ty

~ fr-.
Narae: b \[&V\J{U ¥iing iy 7
Address: ) p_ang Bb! '_’s;;sh;' ‘Z‘F')
City/State/Zip: Ture b a CAQISOS -l.c_qttffoﬁfr -

l I

e oy
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Postcards from D. Venturini, Carol Masterson, and Rhea G. Zaks

4509-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4510-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
4511-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
w N _vl
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