
From: P VA

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: suction dredging
Date: Tuesday, March 29, 2011 7:36:28 AM

Hi,

I am a part time prospector and I think that suction dredging 

should be limited to the size of the dredge  because some people 

are cleaning out the rivers with their huge machines and not 

leaving much for other people.  If the size of the dredge is limited 

to 4 inches, that would probably be a good compromise.    Maybe 

a time limit of 30 days per year per person per state might also be 

appropriate.

Peter Adrichan
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From: Steve Evans

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Suction dredge reg for the McCloud River
Date: Tuesday, March 29, 2011 10:51:19 AM

Hi Mark: 

As I mentioned on the phone, the proposed regs propose an A classification for the McCloud 

from Sec. 16, T38N, R3W upstream to the McCloud Dam. I believe that the section number 

is a typo. I think it really means Sec. 36, which happens to be the legal end point for the 

McCloud Wild Trout Stream. Here is the narrative description for the wild trout segment on 

the McCloud: 

18. McCloud River, from Lake McCloud Dam downstream to the southern boundary of 

Section 36, 

T38N, R3W, M.D.B. & M. (Shasta County). 

Steve

Steven L. Evans 

Conservation Director 

Friends of the River 

1418 20th Street - Suite 100, Sacramento, CA 95814 

Phone: (916) 442-3155, Ext. 221 

Fax; (916) 442-3396 

Email: sevans@friendsoftheriver.org

Web Site: www.friendsoftheriver.org
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From: Michael O"Connell

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov; dfgsuctiondredge@dfg.ca.

gov;

Subject: DSEIR / Suction Dredge Regulation
Date: Tuesday, March 29, 2011 9:24:20 AM

●

Mark Stopher
●

Department of Fish and Game
●

601 Locust Street
● Redding, CA 96001

Mr. Stopher,

I am unable to attend the planned public meetings for the 
DSEIR / suction dredge regulation due to my employment 
obligations and distance of my home (Crescent City, Ca.) to the 
meeting locations.

It is my understanding the meetings will be video taped by your 
people. I would like to obtain copies of these taped meetings (as 
they occur if possible) before the comment period on this 
subject is over (April 29, 2011). I realize there may be time and 
expense considerations and am willing to pay a reasonable fee 
for the cost of copying and sending these duplicate tapes to me.

Thank you for your time,

Mike O'Connell
2555 Morehead Rd.
Crescent City, Ca. 95531
707-954-0718
mikeoc4@charter.net
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From: John Buckley

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: to Mark from John at CSERC
Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2011 8:24:08 AM

Hi, Mark: 

Good morning...  I expect that you got to bed later even than I did,
although I had the hours' long drive home after speaking so briefly at
the session last night. 

The meeting was brutal, to say the least.  In the hour before it
started and during the time that I was seated in the midst of the
miners, the comments expressed ranged from miners being totally
misinformed/but passionate, to miners talking openly about wanting to
get rid of any damn frogs they found and similar nasty sentiments
about anything that appeared to be restricting their mining. 

You had my sympathy sitting there across from some of the more
virulent speakers, since you obviously couldn't correct their mis- 
statements or defend the agency. 

But here is why I am contacting you (besides sympathy): 

Last night could not have been any better example of how little State
Fish and Game can count on the wisdom, good intentions, environmental
ethics, and personal responsibility of the miners to ensure that
resources aren't harmed. 

Miners openly shared that they are still going to suction dredge
within 3' of streambanks (for many reasons).  They still intend to
winch boulders without "begging for approval" and they repeatedly
pointed out that they will suction silt areas "because that's where
the gold is." 

Many miners also made it clear they couldn't care less about frogs or
tadpoles or riparian birds or anything else that might get in the way
of their mining. 

So this is not a public comment.  It is just a personal e-mail to
underscore more than ever that unless DFG comes up with strong, err-on- 
the-side-of-resources final plan that has teeth and consequences, then
you can guarantee that a lot of miners are going to be irresponsible
and do actions that not only violate the rules, but will harm water
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quality, wildlife, and other resources. 

Rewarding the nastiness and low mentality advocacy of the majority of
those who spoke last night is the last thing that DFG should do. 

John Buckley 
CSERC



From: Bill Carnazzo

To: Mark Stopher; 

cc: Mark Rockwell; Bob Suter; Jim Ricker; 

Ron Gould; 

Subject: Sacramento hearing
Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2011 11:28:03 AM

Mark...Thanks for providing the opportunity to speak last night. You and the rest 
of your team exhibited admirable patience under rather difficult conditions.

I and the groups that I am affiliated with would like to work with DFG on a 
constructive basis, to the end that the final product in this proceeding is a solid, 
enforceable set of regulations that embody the resource protections that are 
needed, and implement DFG's duty to act as a trustee for the resource. We will 
provide clear, concise comments on the regulations and CEQA document.

Bill Carnazzo, Spring Creek Guide Service 
5209 Crestline Drive, Foresthill CA 95631 
(530) 367-5209 (H) (916) 295-9353 (C)
www.billcarnazzo.com (web site)

bcarnazzo@ftcnet.net (email) 

"This is because that is.That is because this is." 
><((((º>.·´¯`·.¸.·´¯`·.¸><((((º>
              ><((((º>.·´¯`·.¸.·´¯`·.¸><((((º> 
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From: james johnson

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Comments on proposed changes to dredging regulations
Date: Thursday, March 31, 2011 9:08:10 AM
Attachments: Letter to DFG.wps 

Thank you hearing my concerns.

Sincerely, James Johnson
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To Mark Stopher, 

 Thank you for your time to hear my concerns on the proposed changes to the 

current dredging regulations. I realize that DFG is between a rock and a hard spot with 

trying to appease people on both sides of the dredging issue, while doing their job of 

protecting the fish habitat of the waterways of California. 

 First I would like to say that dredgers are the only current source of removing 

mercury and lead from the waterways of California. I would suggest a one year trial 

period with little or no change to the current regulations and a program set up to collect 

and determine the actual amount of mercury and lead collected by dredgers. This could  

be a voluntary program where local vendors of  dredging equipment could be collection 

centers. The proceeds from the recycling of these materials could be used to help DFG 

address the fish population issues. I believe that you would be quite surprised by the 

amount dredgers take out of the water each year. This is a free resource for cleaning the 

waterways.

  I believe that the current regulations are sufficient to protect the fish habitat, 

however, of the changes proposed to be made I will comment on the major issues as I see 

it. The biggest issues are the 4” maximum nozzle size and the requirement for on site 

inspections for approval of larger nozzle size’s and winching. 

 Working the larger rivers with a 4” dredge will not find enough gold to either 

make a profit, or keep the interest of a recreational dredger, thus making those claims 

become almost worthless. There are thousands of placer claims on major waterways 

worth millions of dollars that would immediately lose most of there value. 

 The sheer logistics of on site inspections does not seem practical. In most 

instances the dredger would have to meet the inspector and guide them into the claims 

and show them the area where they proposed to dredge/winch. Many claims are in remote 

areas requiring long dangerous hikes, swimming, etc. to gain access. Cell phones often do 

not work in these areas so if a dredger was waiting on the inspector and there was a 

problem there could be no communication.  

 Another problem is that there are no guidelines as to what “on the ground” 

conditions would allow approval of  a nozzle larger that 4” to approved. Although all my 

interaction’s with DFG personnel have been positive, this opens the possibility of abuse 

of power when what conditions that need to be met are not defined. It leaves it as totally 

subjective from one person to another.     

 Backfilling your dredging hole is counter productive to fish habitat. Studies from 

both sides have shown that deep holes allow fish a resting spot in cooler water. It would 

require twice the work for a dredger thus getting ½ the gold. Every year when returning 

to my claims the holes are all filled in and the tailings piles are flat, as mother nature 

takes care of that. I do not see a point in this proposed requirement. 

 As I have stated, I do not see anything in the California DFG’s DSEIR that 

warrants changing any of the current regulations. Please be fair and objective in your 

duty as a public servant and consider the rights of all users of the public waterways.  

Sincerely, James Johnson 
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From: Dan S Auto Electric Knapek

To: dfgsuctiondredge@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: SUCTION DREDGING
Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2011 8:19:49 PM

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

MY NAME IS   DAN KNAPEK  I HAVE BEEN DREDGING ON THE TRINITY 
RIVER FOR THE LAST 12 YEARS STRAIGHT.  I HAVE BEEN DREDGING ON 
THE NEW RIVER A TRIBUTARY TO THE TRINITY RIVER. I AM VERY 
INTERESTED IN THE FISH HABBITAT  AND  DREDGING   AT MY CLAIM I 
DON'T  HAVE ANY SPON AREA  BECAUSE I LOOK FOR THEM AND KNOW 
HOW THEY SPON .  I ALSO  KNOW WHAT TO LOOK FOR .
MY CLAIM IS ON THE NEW RIVER.
I ALSO KNOW WHEN THE FISH ARE IN THE RIVER (STEEL HEAD AND 
SALMON)  AND HAVE SEEN THEM UP RIVER FROM MY CLAIM  I ALSO 
WATCH  TROUT IN THE BACK OF MY DREDGE EATING BUGS THAT COME 
OFF OF THE TAILINGS. MY DREDGE IS A 4 INCH  .I AM A RESPONSIBLE 
PERSON AND A CONSERVATIONIST I ALSO  WANT TO SEE THE FISH 
PROTECTED .
I WANT TO CONTINUE TO DREDGE ON MY CLAIM ON THE NEW RIVER 
ALONG WITH ALL OTHER MINERS IN THE AREA. PLEASE DON'T TAKE 
OUR MINING RIGHTS AWAY  LET US CONTINUE TO WORK  OUR CLAINS 
AND WORK WITH THE ENVIRONMENT
OVER THE YEARS I HAVEN'T SEEN ANY IMPACT  THAT WOULD 
ADVERSLY EFFECT THE  FISH OR STREAM BED FROM YEAR TO YEAR

THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME

DAN KNAPEK
1 530 629 3202
PO BOX 362 
SALYER CA
95563
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From: craig.lindsay@comcast.net

To: Mark Stopher; Michael Stevenson; 

cc: Craig Lindsay; 

Subject: Sacramento DSEIR Meeting
Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2011 3:03:28 PM

Mark and Michael,

I wanted to express my appreciation for establishing the public meeting process that 

allowed me to address my concerns last evening. Kudos to you both for your 

equanimity, poise and the ability to listen especially after 6 hours! Thanks again 

Michael letting me load my PowerPoint presentation on I believe, your computer.

Although the meeting had a large amount of passion, fervor and some outright anger 

I certainly hope that in some of the some of the comments/statements were verifiable 

facts that will at least get you to re-visit and reassess certain key issues.

One question however, I'm still not clear how much of this is an iterative process. 

Mainly because the thought and final decision making process appears  not to be 

transparent.

As mentioned last evening there are inconsistencies, mistakes and omissions in the 

DSEIR, I will address the specifics in a separate letter/e-mail which I hope will add to 

the quality of the document.

Regards.......Craig

PS Sorry about my bad joke about the gull last night, just thought people needed a 

chuckle. Mark, don't tell the SOU guys!
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From: ARTHUR MORGAN

To: dfgsuctiondredge@dfg.ca.gov;

cc: MARTIN MILAS; 

Subject: Suction Dredge Permitting Program 
Date: Wednesday, March 30, 2011 2:31:58 PM

Mark Stopher, 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust St. 
Redding, CA 96001

I am in favor of the following plan:1994 Regulations Alternative 
(continuation of previous regulations in effect prior to the 2008 
moratorium)

I am one of the founders of The Prospectors Club of Southern Calif., Inc. - 
 a non-profit organization, organized 45 years ago, and dedicated to 
prospecting and treasure hunting.

Our membership has at times reached as high as 500 members, and many 
of these have been involved in recreational mining, and dredging at times 
during these many years of the Club's lifetime.

I think I can speak for the majority of members in our Club by saying that 
we are wholeheartedly in favor of returning to dredging in our California 
rivers and streams, without unfair regulations against this activity.

Please take a moment, and visit our Prospectors Club website, and take a 
look at the fine things we are devoted to in our endeavors.

http://www.prospectorsclub.org

I am also, by the way, the webmaster.

Thanks for your valuable time,

I am,
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Sincerely yours,

Arthur A. Morgan

cc: Martin Milas-President 
The Prospectors Club, Inc.
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