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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1680

Letter from Phil Erickson Dated January 5, 2000

4145-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4145-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1681

Letter from Russell Hill Dated January 5, 2000

4146-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4146-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1682

Letter from Michael Hart Dated January 3, 2000

4147-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4147-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1683

Letter from Paul Hendricks, Thomas & Hendricks Architects and
Planners Dated January 5, 2000

4148-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4148-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1684

Letter from Harold A. Keelen, Jr., Dated January 6, 2000

4149-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4149-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1685

Letter from John Petersen Dated January 5, 2000

4150-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4150-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC

Letter from R. J. Hanavan Dated January 5, 2000

4151-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4151-1
D3-1686

4151-1
cont’d



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1687

Letter from Thomas E. Pillsbury Dated January 4, 2000

4152-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4152-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC

Letter from Thomas R. Deetz, MD, Conservation Chair, Santa Cruz Fly
Fishermen, Dated January 4, 2000

4153-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4153-1
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COMMENTS ON THE TRINITY RIVER MAINSTEM FISHERY RESTORATION DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1689

Postcards from Marilyn Jasper and Shari A. Celador

4154-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4155-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1690

Postcards from Vince Jacobs and Shane Kohlbeck

4156-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4157-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1691

Letter from Deanna Spooner Dated January 10, 2000

4158-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4158-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1692

Letter from Doris Ostrander Dawdy Dated January 10, 2000

4159-1 Please read page 3-211 of the DEIS/EIR, “Water Rights” paragraph,
specifically the explanation of the Winters Doctrine.

4159-2 The format of the citation in the text is correct. The date for the
memorandum appears on page 6-12 of Chapter 6.0 References.

4159-1

4159-2



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1693

Letter from Doris Ostrander Dawdy continued

4159-3 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4159-4 Modifications to Trinity Dam are not required under the Preferred
Alternative (only under the Maximum Flow Alternative). However,
Reclamation has studied the option of raising Trinity Dam as a
separate action. The question being explored is: given the imple-
mentation of the Preferred Alternative, is there a benefit to be gained
by undertaking a project to raise Trinity Dam? The appraisal-level
report has indicated that it is not a feasible action; the hydrology of
the Trinity River would not support both the proposed instream
flow regime and a larger reservoir capacity. This does not affect the
implementation of the Preferred Alternative.

4159-5 Each agency was given the same deference regarding all decisions in
the preparation of the DEIS/EIR; Trinity County is the sole lead
agency for the CEQA portion of the document.

4159-3

4159-4

4159-5



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1694

Letter from San Joaquin River Group Dated November 16, 1999

4160-1 Thank you for your comments. Your comments have been noted.
Regarding the length of the public comment period, the public
comment period was extended to January 20th, and additional pub-
lic workshops were held in Sacramento (December 6, 1999) and
Weaverville (December 7, 1999).

4160-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1695

Letter from County of Del Norte, Board of Supervisors,
Dated December 15, 1999

4161-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4161-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1696

Letter from County of Del Norte, Board of Supervisors, continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC

Letter from County of Del Norte, Board of Supervisors, continued

4161-1
cont’d
D3-1697



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1698

Letter from Jim Smith Dated December 15, 1999



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1699

Letter from Jim Smith continued

4162-1 Please see Response 3875-4.

4162-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1700

Letter from Jim Smith continued

4162-2 With the current available information, we do not believe that this
flow reduction results in mortality of salmon eggs deposited in
redds prior to the flow reduction. During the development of the
flow recommendations of the Preferred Alternative (i.e., TRFES), the
Trinity River Flow Evaluation team evaluated the effects of reducing
dam releases from 450 to 300 cfs (identified in several alternatives)
on spawners (USFWS and HVT, 1999). They concluded that main-
taining a flow of 450 cfs until mid-October was necessary to ensure
suitable water temperatures for adult salmon as identified in the
North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Plan. Maintaining a
flow of 450 cfs until mid-October was also justified based upon
studies of spawner distribution at 450 cfs by the California Depart-
ment of Fish and Game (CDFG) (CDFG 1994, 1995, 1996a, 1996b).
They found that spawners to have a greater distribution as com-
pared to lesser flows, thereby reducing competitive interactions
including superimposition of redds (whereby salmon literally dig up
each others nests). In addition, an evaluation of depths at which chi-
nook spawn indicated that the shallowest of salmon redds (1 of 311
redds) was 4 inches deep (USFWS and HVT, 1999, page 105). At this
depth, a change in stage of 4 to 5 inches, which occurs when flows
are reduced from 450 to 300 cfs (Lewiston gage data, USGS), is not
great enough to dewater salmon eggs to cause mortality. This is
because salmon typically bury their eggs from 8 to 14 inches below
the streambed surface (Briggs, 1953), leaving 3 to 4 inches of water
depth to cover the eggs. However, reducing dam releases to below
300 cfs may result in risk of mortality by dewatering eggs.

Empirical and water temperature model data indicate water tem-
peratures can exceed the threshold for suitability for holding and
spawning adult fish (i.e., the Basin Plan Objectives or the North
Coast Regional Water Quality Control Plan). As an example, during
the first week of October 1993, a dam release of 300 cfs was not
sufficient to meet the Basin Plan objectives. However, dam releases
of approximately 450 cfs were sufficient to meet the Basin Plan
objectives in October 1992, 1994, and 1996 (see TRFES, page 200).
Empirical and model data show that when dam-released water is
relatively warm (53 degrees F), increased dam releases (e.g., 450 cfs)
can ensure that downstream target temperatures are met.

4162-2



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1701

Letter from Jim Smith continued

4162-2
cont’d

Because of the unpredictable nature of meteorology and variable
Lewiston Reservoir operations, which largely influence the
dam-release water temperature and meeting the downstream
objectives (see above response), we believe that scheduling water to
assure that suitable water temperatures exist for holding and
spawning adult salmon is the best restoration strategy.

Studies of the channel rehabilitation sites have indicated that higher
flows have caused positive changes to several of the sites. Recent
high flow events have been in conjunction with safety-of-dams
releases and not as implementation of a flow schedule to restore the
snowmelt portion of the hydrograph. Re-initiation of a snowmelt
portion of the hydrograph (peak and descending limb) under the
proposed flows of the Preferred Alternative will re-initiate processes
necessary to maintain a functioning alluvial river. This will allow for
the creation and maintenance of diverse salmonid habitats and will
prevent the future formation of sediment berms. There have been
some positive changes in habitat following high flow events.
Encroaching alders have been removed by high flows in some areas;
however, extensive sand berms and willow and blackberry stands
are still common in most areas and were little affected by the floods
of 1998, 1997, and 1995. There have been improvements to the
habitat at channel rehabilitation sites. Gallagher (1999) reported that
channel rehabilitation projects have resulted in an increased amount
of fry and juvenile salmonid habitat as well as an increase in habitat
diversity. McBain and Trush (1997) also found that high flow events
have increased geomorphological habitat complexity and initiated
functional floodplains at several channel rehabilitation sites. Some
side channels above Douglas City have improved following high
flow events as well. Several side channels have been used exten-
sively by juvenile salmonids for rearing and adults for spawning
(Glase, 1994). Part of the program for identifying and prioritizing
channel rehabilitation sites will be to assess the stranding potential
of each site.



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1702

Letter from Jim Smith continued

4162-3 The current problem of stranding of fry and juvenile salmonids is
due to the presence of the riparian berms, creating an unnatural
channel configuration. As flows fluctuate during the winter, espe-
cially during safety-of-dams releases, fry and juvenile salmonids
move to low-velocity habitat behind the berms. As flows are
reduced, fry and juveniles become stranded behind the berms.
Although some degree of stranding occurs on unregulated rivers,
restoration of the historic channel geometry will minimize the
amount of stranding that occurs on the Trinity River. The issue of
stranding will be one of the selection criteria in assessing the priority
of proposed channel rehabilitation projects.

4162-4 The commentor questions why there would be a greater impact to
Central Valley chinook salmon from implementation of the
Preferred Alternative over the existing conditions than the Flow
Evaluation Alternative over the No Action Alternative, when the
only difference in these alternatives is the addition of watershed
restoration. The addition of watershed restoration would only occur
in the Trinity Basin. Therefore, the Preferred Alternative and the
Flow Evaluation Alternative have exactly the same impacts to fish-
ery resources in the Central Valley. For fishery resources in the Cen-
tral Valley, when compared to the No Action Alternative, there are
no differences in implementation of the Preferred or Flow Evalua-
tion Alternatives.

However, there are greater incremental impacts from the implemen-
tation of the No Action Alternative over existing conditions than
there are from the implementation of the Preferred/Flow Evaluation
Alternative (for Central Valley fisheries resources these alternatives
are the same) over the No Action Alternative. There would be a
much greater incremental reduction in Shasta Reservoir carryover
storage between the existing condition and the implementation of
the No Action Alternative than between the No Action Alternative
and implementation of the Preferred/Flow Evaluation Alternative.

The result would be that in the Central Valley, the implementation
of the Preferred/Flow Evaluation Alternative compared to existing
conditions would result in impacts on spring chinook salmon as a
result of higher water temperatures and increases in egg and fry
losses. However, the implementation of the Preferred/Flow Evalu-
ation Alternative would not significantly increase these impacts
further when compared to the No Action Alternative.

4162-3

4162-4



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1703

Letter from Jim Smith continued

4162-5 The commentor asks what the impacts on fishery resources are for
the various alternatives from temperature variations in Lewiston
Reservoir. The commentor is referred to pages 8 through 13 in
Attachment B17: Reservoir Fisheries Evaluation Report found in the
Fishery Resources Technical Appendix B. The fishery in Lewiston is
almost entirely supported by fish stocked by CDFG. The reservoir
will continue to act as a re-regulation reservoir as it does now.
Depending on the alternative, there may be more or less thermal
stratification occurring in Lewiston Reservoir. However, the
coldwater fish that would continue to occupy the reservoir will
actively seek the temperature they prefer. If there are more frequent
releases from Trinity Reservoir into Lewiston Reservoir, then there
would be more cold water and more suitable habitat for Lewiston’s
fishery. Less frequent releases of cold water from Trinity Reservoir
would result in more thermal stratification in Lewiston, resulting in
those coldwater fish seeking out that cold water. Either way, the
fishery populations in Lewiston would remain relatively unaffected
by variations in operations as they are supported by annual stocking
by CDFG. Changes in operational releases would not disrupt
essential reproductive physiology or behavior, which would then
adversely affect the populations of those reservoir species.

4162-5
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RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1704

Letter from Denver Nelson Dated December 11, 1999



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1705

Letter from Denver Nelson continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1706

Letter from Denver Nelson continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1707

Letter from Denver Nelson continued

4163-1 Please see thematic responses titled “Fisheries.”

4163-2 Please see thematic response titled “Implementation Funding and
Relationship to Repayment, Reimbursement, and the CVPIA
Restoration Fund” and Response 5302-3.

4163-2

4163-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1708

Letter from Denver Nelson continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1709

Letter from Denver Nelson continued

4163-3 Please see Response 3362-1.

4163-3



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1710

Letter from Illegible Signature

4164-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4164-2 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”

4164-1

4164-2



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1711

Letter from Illegible Signature

4165-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”

4165-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1712

Letter from Illegible Signature

4166-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”

4166-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4166-1

4166-2



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1713

Letter from Beth Evanco Dated December 4, 1999

4167-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4167-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1714

Letter from L. Williams

4168-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4168-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1715

Letter from Illegible Signature

4169-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”

4169-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1716

Letter from Dorothy Smond

4170-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”

4170-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4170-1

4170-2



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1717

Letter from Nanette Wier

4171-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”

4171-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4171-2

4171-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1718

Letter from Colleen M. Ohlandt

4172-1 Regarding tribal trust, please see thematic response titled “Tribal
Trust.”

4172-2 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. No
response is required.

4172-1

4172-2



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1719

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, Dated December 21, 1999



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1720

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1721

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued

4173-1 Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been noted. If
waterway markers are to be posted to warn or advise boaters of low
or high flows, etc., the applicable co-lead agency should request a
copy of the state’s waterways marking system regulations, i.e., Title
14, California Code of Regulations, Section 700, et. seq., and be
aware of requirements to place waterways markers.

4173-1



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1722

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1723

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1724

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1725

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1726

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1727

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1728

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1729

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued



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

RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1730

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued

4173-2 Please see thematic response titled “Mitigation for Significant
Impacts.”

4173-2
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RDD/TRINITY4145-4173.DOC D3-1731

Letter from State of California, Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research, continued
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