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

Postcards from Peter Durney, Marna Powell,

Oifiial Putiec Comment l O } q. and Craig and Paula Tarpenning
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

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

. . . . ’
from the Trinity River Basin, Whils | support the science and study that 1077-1 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, 1078-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly grves Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water . . e .,
w0 the CVE. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go fur enaugh w 1079-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yo, ;

Name: ?ﬂ b(’,{/‘w:z/
Address: J’G S‘(‘W{f,&é 9{
City/State/Zip.: }(Lor_.ﬁ A BRGS0

Official Public Comment o }
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

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

from the Trinity River Basin, Whilz 1 suppoart the science and study that

praduced the Flow Evaluation Eeport, the recommendstions were limited by

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

Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisladon

elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of aty water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nos po far en g:;o/ :
i 1 el T ‘stemm,

achieve a tegally mandated restoration of the ecosyste W S ("

e M H_,Q/%A Fowel L
Address: % M C:; ?
City/State:Zip: COEICE oA [/‘m‘%g

Official Public Comment
Bear E1S/EIR Team Members:

L support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frem the Trinity River Basin. While T support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluaticn Report, the recommendations were limitsd 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 VP Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve 3 lepally mandated restoration of the ECOGYSETIL

Thank You,
Narne:
Address: i Ly i

CityrState/Zip:

é/\l v -l
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Gfficial Public Conment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1080

[ suppert a diversion of no mote that 30 parcent of the natural water flow

from the Trinity River Basin, While | sepport the science and study thac 1080-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an asunpnon about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1081-1
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife peiority over the diversion af any water

to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alterarive docs not go far enough to 1082-1

achieve a legally mandated resteration of the ceosystem,

Thank Yaou, _ﬁ) SW
Name: Yestwa 3 -
Address: wah L BE::‘\‘?' D

Ca 9907

0%

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While ! support the scienes and study that
produced the: Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
a0 assumption about the amount of water thar could be available for the eiver.
Legislation crearing the Trinity River Division, and additions! legislanon
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altzmative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosystom.

City/Seate/Zip; C)N C_l,?rﬂ-.u‘;

Official Public Comument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T G e e i
hame:
Address; 1mm wammeaﬂ

Wathut Creek, Ca 94596

City/State/Zip: "~ "~ .
A ot Ty Lt 955 20 555 29 for}

1082

I support a diversion of wo more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fromt the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repert, the recommendations were limited by
an assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifs priority over the diversion of any water
ter the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go far encugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Officiaf Public Comment
Dear E18/EIR Team Members:

Thank You,
Narne: ]klﬂﬁfgiff é&ifiégzﬁta A
Address; il a C : k&f——['faf /

City/State/Zip: /o C"%lf‘ﬂs (‘;4— S 53

Main TOC

Postcards from Peter Stalin, Keith Wallace,
and Margaret Kauffman

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

4 Qfficial Public Comment O
Dear EZS/EIR Team Members:

L suppert ¢ diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
frar the Trinity River Basin, While | Supporl the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
er gssumption about the amount of water that could be avarlable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional Jegislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrily over the diversion of any water
te the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does no go far ensugh to
achizve a lepally mendated restoration of the scosystem,

Thank ¥ou,
Name: Kaﬂirun 1’|’A‘>r keir,
Address: J

City/Sate/Zip: =141 : . ‘?5.5 :JZ'D

Official Public Comment
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 T support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limired by

an assumpiion 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 gu Far encugh to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ccosgystem.

Thank You, [ A
Name: v T
Address: Richard Bloors

. d.
City/State/Zip: Santy Rosa 04 95404

Offfcial Public Comment o 5
Dear E15/EIR Team Members:

[ support 4 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 racommendations were limited by

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

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ta the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve 1 iegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: Lecis F'-CF_V?M\'{J@ chep ME,
Address; WS Cerps Lrms™ G,
City/State/Zip: R Pt =Y Lt £

RDD/TRINITY1077-1135.D0C

1083-1
1084-1
1085-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Kathryn Hopkins, Richard Bloom,
and Louis Fehrenbacher, M.D.

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

‘ O b Postcards from Harry B. Newhall, Richard Cassidy,
Official Public Comment .
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: and |Sa-Kae Mek8|n

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water Fow

from the Trinity River Basin. While T support the science and study that 1086-1
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by -
an assumption zhout the amount of water that could be available for the river, . . P .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, end additional legislation 1087-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
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 mandzted restoration of the ecosystem. 1088-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Thank You,

Narme: sz, 3 A wrgeare o

Address: R o) 7 /4 ;f{./ /“,?/

CityStateizZip: (Brir Epgamr  <m Fopom

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

et ———— [P

Official Public Comment l O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L support 2 diversion of no more that 30 pereent 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
cteasly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CWP, Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative does not go far enough to
achieve 2 legally mandated vestoration of the ecosystemn.

Thank You,
Name: ﬁ"’/ﬂ"ﬁ'/{b (/'?j-f@}’
Addrass T Gt AU

City/'Sture/Zip: Loz Auedsrly €4 Qe Loy

Qfftcial Public Comment , O 8
Bear EIS/EJR Team Members:

L support & diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienee and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be availabls for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
W the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altzmative dues not go far enough ta
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. y

Thank You. : B 7
Mame: \_E!Sg@ ‘Lm )W/&{—/\_r\/b
Address:} é‘%f )’.1‘ %W —%/L/é v
CitiSRIAipl” 7/;4/,/ (L Iy oA

;o = U F /{/)@2@
(AR =g sy
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Alan Christian, Scott Ramsden,

and Clarence Shurtleff
Qfficial Public Comment ' O gq
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1089-1

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

| support 2 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 1090-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
preduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be availuble for the river. . . "y e
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation 1091-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiife pricrity over the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far envugh to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystam.

Thank Yaou, 3 )
Name. 8 ad Coarsrrond
Address: 5’?:‘.’ OLD CrRo AL D

Ciry/State/Zip: D aronag G4 Tyt

Cfficial Pubiic Comment Oq o
Dear EIS/ETR Team Members:

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

Thank You,
Name: iﬁ\f_&m
Address; 226 MalN TR

City/State/Zip: 0 Sand TR, AT

Official Prublic Commrent ' m '
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 pereent of the natutal water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppon the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legsslation 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 daes not go far enough to
achicve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern.

Thank You,

Wame; _@@
Address: 7 & 4y
City/State/Zip: o v

o - \
V o \:)l D3-452
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Tririty River Basin. Whils [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
art assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly mives Trinity tish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Allernative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, Marheis /m”%
Name: (/%fff,fu/‘;wm” L - .

Address: 25/ 8 Pakes O
City/State/Zip: Heyurond €4 Pprype

Official Public Commnent
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. While I support the scienve and study that
produced the Flow Evajuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
&n assumption about the amount of water that could be zvailable for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildiifé-priority over the diversion of any water
w0 the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far encugh o
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosvstem,

Thank You, .
Name: ‘ld'\rv‘rl \TQAL\ hEaATAY
Address: 2535 C‘jASJFCLﬂL.[&L, e .

City/State/Zip: 5?2' CQL %( &

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EER Team Members:

T support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natueal 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.
Legisfation creating the Triniry 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,
Name: Z Jommes
Addrass: ﬁg&’(ﬁ«v e _;'\"-

CiyiStaeZip: (v ~olet, 2 DTy

RDD/TRINITY1077-1135.D0C
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1092-1
1093-1
1094-1
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Postcards from Mathias VanThiel, John Wilson,
and Bill James

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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/EIR Team ¥embers:

Postcards from Steve Vargas, Wagner,
Official Public Comment ‘ oqs and Ann Chrisler

[ t a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow . . P ries.”
fr;ﬁsg; '?rir:it)-' River Basin. Whilz I suppatt the science and study that 1095-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisherie

protduced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by

N . . 78 i : ”
an assumpiion abaut the amount of water that could be available for the rver, 1096-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water . titled “Fisheries.”
o :hcyégvp. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far encush to 1097-1 Please see thematic responses

achieve a legafly mandated restoration of the ecosvstem.

Thank You,

Name: %.e VA*EM
Address: B‘-’-éﬂ‘f- 73

Civyswaezip _of. HEBmpn (h ST

Official Public Commicnt
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

T suppert a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fiom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and smudy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assemption about the amount of water tat 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
to the CVP. Therefore, the Praferred Afternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name:
Address:
City/State/Zip:

Offfeial Public Cominent ' Oq ?
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

I support a diversien of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the 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 legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
t the CVP. Therefare, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecasysiem.

Thank You, N T
Name: CP\AA CLM—{«_
Addrass: P L‘—’cm =T

City/State/Zip: 1’3 i Lo . T OTT
A R SN L N

V £ \:;l D3-454

Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page

RDD/TRINITY1077-1135.D0C



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

Postcards from A. Metcalf, John Dempsey, and Ron Lewis, M.D.

Official Public Commant ' o qg 1098-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: . A

1099-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
I support @ diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
fram the Trinity River Basin. Whife T sepport the sclence and study that . . P . ”
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repart, thcpfecommelldatiuns were himited by 1100-1 Please see thematlc responses tlﬂed FISherles-
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Drivision, and additionai legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
te the CVP. Therefore, the Prefemred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

' : ) A
Name: @W\L&SXQ 'fJ Q ’W@ Box 297%%';
Address: ?{j By 2734 SF. 94127
Ctiy/State/ Zip: C;r‘l’ cA C%J['{ [27

Official Public Comment I
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members;

i support 4 diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study ehat
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limjted by
an assumption about the amount of water thut could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisladon
cloarly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alizraative doss not go far enough o
achievg g [egally mandated restaration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

MName: Gﬁtfj M)ﬁ‘gm

Address: /‘? .S }%_S“‘O %/
City/State/Zip:

Official Public Comment ! o O
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a divetsion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Bagin. While | support the science and study that
produced the Fiow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption abour 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
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, % | " ﬂ‘{ﬁ
Name: SOEYL rlaes L%

Address: 1915 P
City/State/Zip: E:N ‘alcu\(_,m g, E}t’

K./'Q = -
V - \:)l D3-455
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Ofcial Putiic Conment l o l Postcards from Norm Sauer, William Lindstrom,
Dear EIS/ERR Team Members:

and Marshall Kilduff

I support & diversion of ne mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the seience and study that

. . urs P
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by 1101-1 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 addinonal legislation 1102-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
¢learly gives Trinity fish and wildlife poority over the diversion of any water

to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to . . P . P
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystern. 1103-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Thark You,

MName: Neorm SF?MCR

Address: Z201 wzk}s'kr S‘)L.

City/State/Zip: 5.4 Co. G423

Qfficial Public Comment o z
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Teinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the tecommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ecreating 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 dovs not go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoratjon of the eeosystem.

Thank You, ) .

Name: %' W
Address:
City/Sime/Zip:

William Lindstrom
Bid Bilmington B
Suun Mizteo Cod 944023354

Officie! Public Comment 0
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a divarsion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While | suppart 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 tiver,
Legisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legistation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prictity tver the diversion of any water
ta the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does net go far encugh
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

Name: ﬂ:i tontin BE jLF ,d?/,/
Addrass: 327 {atie {Fe i ’
City/State/Zip: ST o4 Gy iste

w’ - : ®
V o \:)l D3-456
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Jim Thompson, Thomas L. Branch,

Offtcial Public Comment | (o q and Joseph Baldanzi
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of 0o more that 30 pereent of the natural water flow 1104-1
from the Trinity River Basin, While I support the science and study that =
produced the Flow Evaluation Repost, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

& assumption about the amount of water that could be availabls for the river. 1105-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Divislon, and additional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the divession of any watcr . . ux : ”
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does nat go far cnough o 1106-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thaok You,

Name: \&\l"‘\ T[J(CJW‘F’SW

Address: pRA (; [ﬂ{“«hq_ i\i‘
City/Srate/Zip: -y '@a\v\(jl’ Voo (O ﬁ“ﬂ 2 3

Official Public Comment | o
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 suppert the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Himited by
an assumption about the amount of watzr 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 w
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: ‘(L%DHM L -W
Addruss: b‘g'ﬁ LﬂRHH %r

City/State/Zip: 0 . 44109

Official Public Comment ‘ ( b
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert 2 diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaiuation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Akernative does not go fer encugh
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: /o g ot 5&1 BN
Address: Ty So Flcpgpni S5

City/State/Zip:  _ S~ Adprzre, & Forsron—

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

Postcards from Clint S. Carter, Clifford J. Liehe

Official Pubiic Comment l ‘ O ? and Pam Branch
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppoet a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the nawral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and stady that 1107-1
praduced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1108-1 Please see thematic responses titled ”Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additienal legislaticn

clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . P .
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Alternative does not go tar enough to 1109-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,

QLHS‘L,/S,@ﬁ@ﬁ;'Z\
320 ONIERS VK,

Address: N‘ %
City/State/Zip: M Bl 20 é& %{;:é i ?tf@ A
Official Public Comment ' l o 8

Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Usupport a diversion of ao more that 30 percent of the natural warer 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 waler that could be available for the tiver.
Lepisiation creating the Trinity River Division, and additionat legislation
clearly gives Triuty fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the ©VP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternanve does not go far enough to
achieve ¢ legally mandated restoration of the ceosvstem,

Thank You, \ .
Neme: (.// “/’?Af |,
Address: &

CovSweZy: G
San Francisco, CA $1L1E

Official Public Carment ' l ‘ > I
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 | suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptinn about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional lepisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife pricrity over the diversion of any water
ta the VP Therefore, the Preferred Altemnative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandaied restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Narre:

Address: .

City/State Zip: MO?.‘“BQ

<~ v AY

R D3-458
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Official Public Conument
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Richard Diamond, Eli M. Diamond,
\l‘ o and Greg Hart

I suppart a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1110-1
from the Trinity River Basin. While T suppaort the sclence and study llha[
produced the Flow Evalvation Report, the recommendations were limited by

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

. . P c
an assumption about the ameunt of water that could be available for the river 1111-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wiildlife priority gver the diversion of any water 1112-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemative does not go far encugh to

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystent
Thank You,

Name: acka«c{ B-:G{Mm_ L
Address: 144 } \Dc.;mcﬂu 1/(/ .
0’1:2 /3y

CityrSuate/Zip: <, I rerte o

Gificial Public Commeny \ ‘ l l
Dear EIS/EIR T¢am Members:

1 support a diversion of no mare that 30 percent of the natral water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While ] support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ant assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, arnd additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlite priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achueve a legally mandated restoration of the eCOsystem.

Thank You,
Mame; r;J; . E T wiom i
Address: ) Devowfne b,

— 1
City/State/Zip: Son Toewneses C4 &g,y

Officiul Public Comment ‘
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 [ suppor the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by
an assumpiion about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
elearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
o the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough o
achizve a legally mandated restoration of the 2Casysiem,

Thank You,
Name: gEes Has
Addrass: TE B Fpesm s Bled

City/State/Zip:  # Efwned £, #l Tk s

V £ \:;l D3-459
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Qfficial Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

Postcards from Ted Dubois, Arthur Hurley,
‘ ‘ ‘ 3 and No Signature

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

. . . P
from the Trinity River Basi, While | support the science and study that 1113-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
produced the Flow Evaluation Feport, the recommendations were fmited by
an assunphion about the amount of water that could be avaitable for the river, 1114-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and sdditional legislation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water . . “ps o n
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does mot go far enough to 1115-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,

Name: _T-Q,cg 0 LJlDr‘)f;&

Address: SE9D MeBe ot :_Me
City/State/Zip: é ,E dﬂ [aaty woich, {a @ E’gqj‘

Official Public Comment ‘ l t q
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trnity River Basin, While [ support the seience and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were {imired _b}'
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative does noc go far encugh to
achigve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name: Aerssor gy
Address:

1": 37 g ps s LA
ciysaezn  AMGPE Ch GUTR

Official Public Coniment
Dear E1S/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of ne more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluarion Report, the Tecommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amount of water that eould be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prietity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative doss not go far enough to
achiveve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address:
CityiStare/Zip,;

V ~ \:)’l D3-460
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Colette Fosbourg, Francis J. Collin, Jr.,
Qfficial Pudlic Conment ‘\ ‘ w and Peter R. Schimpﬂe
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: | .

| support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow ~ . titl “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study that 1116-1 Please see thematic responses ed

produced the Flow Evaluation Repart, the recommendations were limited by

an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river. 1117-1 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 1118-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

to the CVP. Thersfore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far encugh 1o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosysrent

1
Address: fﬁL 1
CityiState/Zip:

1, (A QUEFCo
Official Public Comment
Dear E1S/EIR Tezm Members:

I support a diversion of ne more that 30 perzent of the natural warer flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While T support the science and study thar
produced the Flaw Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assutnprion gbout the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional l2gislatien
clearly pives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any warer
te the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve & legally mandated restoration of the ceusystem,

¥

Thank ¥ou, VoA
Name: / ,{Qlf L )f’e ('.‘)/n/ﬁ‘.é/icj)
i S

Thank You,

Marme: FRAMES 7 Cuteiy =g
Address: {235 Rees Cp
Ciry/State/Zip: MAPA  Che. F4STE

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
ap assumpticn about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legisiation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
o the CVP. Theretore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You, 3 !
Name:
Address:
CityiState/ Zip:

V £ \:;l D3-461
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Kaz Wagner, Robert Pauli,
Official Public Comment \ \ ‘ and James A. McCall
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support & diversion of no more that 30 poreent of the natural water flow . . ups e
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 1119-1 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. 1120-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, aud additional lepisiation

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlifc priority over the diversion of any water . . s o n
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enongh o 11211 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem

Thank You,

Name: /(Qﬁ Wdfﬂﬂ?

Address: /J()/ﬂ’ N} M/

City/Seate/Zip: LipUnT Vi Mle 4
‘ G459,

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

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Triaity River Basin. Whitc [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption ahout the amanat of water that could be available for the tiver,
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislarion
clearly gives Triniry fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
ter the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altsrnative does not go far enough o
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You, »
ame: /,(jﬁét’r“?(' p&k ./,f ﬁﬁ/(
Address: /03{ Feir é‘qu (ff‘“

City/State/Zip: /(/a/ya [ on / ?94\(\(09-

Official Public Conment z ‘
Dear EES/EIR Team Members:

{ 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 recommendatians were limited by
an assumption about 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 priority ever the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achicve a legaliy mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

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

Mt dxmes A MeCall
3 Ramsay Ci
it Cneme D 945962342

o - \
V o \:)l D3-462
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Qfficial Pubiic Cotmment l l z 2
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural watar flow
drom the Trinity River Basin, While [ support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the secommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legeslation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prietity cver the diversion of any warer
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does not go far enough 1o

achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. Fea
zr o, o >
Thank You, . e ey S o5
—_ e (R o
Name: Svber = et A e oot ”f! ; 5 J’f’;;ﬁz ;’,d v

Address: f2ot Tl S

RDD/TRINITY1077-1135.D0C
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£, it
City/StateiZip: /Seredesy, o FeFob ﬂ\gﬂ": {‘r"{, s—a"f LA

! LAy TG ¥
ko . .

Postcard from Stuart Feldman

11221 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

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

Official Pubiic Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow
from the Triniey River Basin. While T support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were fimited by
4n assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional tegislation
ctearly 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 restovation of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Nams:
Address:
Cury/State/ Zip:

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no mors that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppaort 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 avaiizble for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional leaislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any waler
to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefired Alrernative does not go far enough o
achieve a logally mandated restoration of the ecosystem,

Thank You,
Mame:
Address:
CityiState/Zip:

w124 A ..
Plrgdpyse ZA G 105

RDD/TRINITY1077-1135.D0C

1123-1
1124-1

Main TOC

Postcards from Susan Danaher and James A. Cormack

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

< v AY

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

Postcards from George Crichton and Stephen E. Erickson

1125-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

1126-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

Official Public Commeny l l 2 5
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

L 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 nver.
Legislation ¢reating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative does not go far enough to
achieve a Jegally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank ¥You,

Name: 4gﬂ§5 !f( ; é:é W’
Address: HJZQ r :ﬂé: Zd? C‘}'.
Aso ¥oztf

City/Siare/Zip:

T

Official Public Comment
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: u
]

[ suppart 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 assumpticn about the amount 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 warer
0 the CVE, Therefore, the Preferred Altemative does nat go far enough 1o
achieve a legally mandared restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank You,
Name:
Address: ckson

City/State/Zip: gé?f‘éi.??ﬁ% 21755

Sy, SELEA

V K \31 D3-465
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Al Lawrence, Gregory R. Merriman,

Official Public Comment \ l 2 ? and PatriCia J- Riley
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1127-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Teinity River Basin. Whils | support the science and sudy that

produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . up: s
ani assumprion about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 1128-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation . . o
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water 1129-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

to the CVP. Therefore, the Prefermed Altemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem. :

Thank You,

Namae: ) £,

Address: £ ire -~ df-
CiySateZip:  LasFiies, 04 9055

Official Public Cammient
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

[ support a diversion of o mere that 30 percent of the natural water fow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 suppart the science and study that
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 Trnity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
1o the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Altlernative does ot go far Engugh to
achieve 3 legally mandated restoration of the scosysten

Thank You,

Name: (PELELY - MEEZ AR
e =

Address: AL = VS

City'State/Zip: 'Frd 'F?QFEI"«@IS&')- Ch 43173

Offictal Pubfic Comment l ‘ z q
Dear EISEIR Team Members:

I support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 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
elearty gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therefore, the Preferred Alemative does not go far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosystem.

Thank Yoo, . a,

Name: [%\'\/\I( W A\ E\I L"\

Address: (il (Qubu% (ﬁ: "ﬂ’&
City/State/Zip: _gﬁé/'-‘ P sisw . (4 %f/

V ~ \:)’l D3-466
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

Postcards from Charles Anthony, Cliff Finley, and Linda Barba

Official Public Communt \ \ 0 .
. . u: :
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members: 1130-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
1 support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water fiow R . nses titled “Fisheries.”
from the Trinity River Basin. While [ support the science and study that 1131-1 Please see thematic respo
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by . . s .
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river, 1132-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

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

Thank You, P N )
Name! C:*rﬁ\f(.gfr AWIL:’BJ“[
Address: iZts C(X\;ULN S‘ i FH.G

City/Stateizip: bl FEAKELD L 4 4-

Official Public Comment l \ ‘
Dear EIS/EIR Tenm Members: .

1 support a diversion of no more that 3 persent of the natural water flow
irom the Trinity River Basin. While I support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were Fmited by
an agsumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additiona) legislation
clearty gives Trinity fish and wildlifs prierity over the diversion of any water
to the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Aliemative dres not 2o far enough to
achieve a legally mandated restoration of dhe ecosystem.

Thank You, -
Nemne: Cly 2.2
Address: e (r/ 43 f4/

City/State/Zip: Agnesro OF GS283.

Official Pubiic Comment \ \ 2
Dear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppart a diversion of no more that 20 percent of the natuea! water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While 1 support the science and study that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
an assumption about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ercating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority ever the diversion of any water
w the CVP. Therafore, the Preferred Alternative doss not go far enough to
achieve a Tegally mandated restoration of the CCOSYFIBTL

Thank You,
Name; _Z—;ﬂc{r\ Bearha o?ﬁ’ Z)jtm.é«.

Address: JHOY ol ferde pi
City/State/Zip: ¢~ edule A Gy

V ~ \:)’l D3-467
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT R

Postcards from J.P.J. Peutet, Jr., John Barba,

m B and Richard Luczyski
Offtcial Public Comntent - ‘ ,
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

. . ur: P
- e see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
[ support a diversion of no more that 30 percent of the natural water flow 1133-1 Pleas P
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ Support the science and study that . . ups P
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limiced by 1134-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.
an sssumption about the amownt of water that could he avziilable for the river . . . .
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additjonal legislation 1135-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.

clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife prierity over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP. Therefors, the Preferred Alternative does ot go far enough
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the scosyslem.

Thank You,

Name: 1P}
Address: 52?' LOGKE HAVEN-ST—
City/State/Zip: M

Qffrcinf Public Comnient \ l q
Dear ELS/ETR Team Members:

I support a diversion of o more thar 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin, While [ suppert the science and stedy that
produced the Flow Evaluation Report, the recommendations were limited by
a0 assumption about the: ameunt of water that could be availible for the tiver,
Legislation creating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislation
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priarity aver the diversion of any water
to the CVP. Therafore, the Preferrad Alrermutive daes not go far cnough to
achieve a legally mandated restaration of the ecosysiem.

Thank You, .
. —— A / -
Name: Gl {Sqrbn_ T ,_A{
Address: T49% Vel Verde Pl
CitySateiZip: _Cledaie, O 1208

-

‘_W Official Public Comment
Bear EIS/EIR Team Members:

I suppert a diversion of no mere that 30 percent of the natural water flow
from the Trinity River Basin. While I suppert the science and study thar
produced the Flow Evaluation Repor, the recommendations were limited by
an assumptian about the amount of water that could be available for the river.
Legislation ereating the Trinity River Division, and additional legislatian
clearly gives Trinity fish and wildlife priority over the diversion of any water
10 the CVP, Therefore, the Preferred Allemative does not go far enough 10
achieve a legally mandated restoration of the ecosyslem,

Thank Yoeu, .
Name: e haed L czys ks,
Address: A wl o eghed, HeT

CityiSwe/Zipn.  Poaes Ber{ . ca Gild

< v ALY

~S D3-468
RDD/TRINITY1077-1135.D0C Main TOC Comments TOC Next Page



	Postcards from Peter Durney, Marna Powell, �and Craig and Paula Tarpenning
	Postcards from Peter Stalin, Keith Wallace, �and Margaret Kauffman
	Postcards from Kathryn Hopkins, Richard Bloom, and Louis Fehrenbacher, M.D.
	Postcards from Harry B. Newhall, Richard Cassidy, and Isa-Kae Meksin
	Postcards from Alan Christian, Scott Ramsden, and Clarence Shurtleff
	Postcards from Mathias VanThiel, John Wilson, and Bill James
	Postcards from Steve Vargas, Wagner, and Ann Chrisler
	Postcards from A. Metcalf, John Dempsey, and Ron Lewis, M.D.
	Postcards from Norm Sauer, William Lindstrom, and Marshall Kilduff
	Postcards from Jim Thompson, Thomas L. Branch, and Joseph Baldanzi
	Postcards from Clint S. Carter, Clifford J. Liehe and Pam Branch
	Postcards from Richard Diamond, Eli M. Diamond, and Greg Hart
	Postcards from Ted Dubois, Arthur Hurley, and No Signature
	Postcards from Colette Fosbourg, Francis J. Collin, Jr., and Peter R. Schimpfle
	Postcards from Kaz Wagner, Robert Pauli, and James A. McCall
	Postcard from Stuart Feldman
	Postcards from Susan Danaher and James A. Cormack
	Postcards from George Crichton and Stephen E. Erickson
	Postcards from Al Lawrence, Gregory R. Merriman, and Patricia J. Riley
	Postcards from Charles Anthony, Cliff Finley, and Linda Barba
	Postcards from J.P.J. Peutet, Jr., John Barba, and Richard Luczyski

	Main TOC: 
	Comments TOC: 
	Next: 


