
Joseph A. Albrecht         
PO Box 1674, Helendale,  CA  92342….  phone: hm 760-952-1057 cell 760-985-5213

May 4, 2011

Mark Stopher

Environmental Program Manager

California Department of Fish and Game

601 Locust Street

Redding, CA 96001

Subject:  Public Comments to Proposed Changes in Suction Dredge Permitting Program.

Dear Mr. Stopher,

This document contains recommendations for changes to the Proposed Regulations in the 

Suction Dredge Permitting Program.  In as much as our common goal should be the 

‘protection of the various aquatic species’, I hope that you will give due consideration to 

these ideas on how to best accomplish this goal.

The evidence presented herein will support my recommended changes in the following 

Proposed Regulations.

CCR, Title 14, Division 1, Subdivision 1, Chapter 8

Fish &Game Code sections:

228(g) Number of annual permits – 4000 maximum.

228(j)(1) Nozzle size maximum 4” under standard permit.

228(k) No motorized winching under standard permit.

228(k)(3) No dredging within 3 feet of the bank.

228(k)(15) Level tailing piles and fill in holes in streambed.

Background –

Over many centuries the fisheries of CA have thrived and survived.  Yet there is one 

major factor in their demise in the last century.  That factor is Man, and Man’s 

interference with the natural processes that sustained CA’s fisheries over the thousands of 

years preceding Modern Man’s arrival in CA.  It was Man’s meddling that changed the 

processes that nature had so well established and which created hardy fish species that 

could withstand all the natural calamities that the environment could throw their way. 
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So Man arrives and decides to build dams to create energy and lakes for flood control and 

water distribution.  Man also plants non-native species that compete with native species 

for habitat and eat the native species and their young in a natural struggle just to survive.

Now, here we are in the 21
st

century.  People are wondering why our salmon and other

native fish species are declining so rapidly. They are willing to blame almost anyone, but

not willing to take responsibility for what they have done to the fisheries with all their 

unnatural changes to the environment. In many cases, they have caused the decline of a

species simply by making a ‘short sighted critical error in judgment’ about how to bring 

back our fisheries.  So, let’s explore the latest scientific trend in saving salmon and other 

species by creating man-made spawning beds. 

One of many such CA projects is known as:

“The American River Salmonid Spawning Gravel Augmentation Project”

Here is a link to the US Bureau of Reclamation website explaining the project:

http://www.usbr.gov/mp/nepa/documentShow.cfm?Doc_ID=4340

The overall goal is to create new spawning gravel habitat in several locations on CA 

rivers to improve the success of salmon spawns.

Why is this necessary below the Nimbus dam?  

“Because a popular spawning site along a two-mile stretch of river below the Nimbus 

Dam had become too shallow to allow the fish to properly reproduce”, according to a 

2010 Sacramento Bee newspaper article which then goes on to quote a professional 

biologist.

“Space was limited. Eggs were laid on top of other eggs. Survival was not what it could 

be,” said Bureau of Reclamation Fisheries Biologist John Hannon.

“With the Nimbus Dam blocking downstream flow,” Hannon said “the good spawning 

gravel was being carried away by the current without being replenished.” (emphasis

added)

So why wasn’t it being replenished?

The USBR website above states that one of the goals of the ‘Central Valley Project 

Improvement Act’ (section 3408(b)(13)) was to:

“Develop and implement a continuing program for restoring and replenishing spawning

gravels lost due to the construction and operation of Central Valley Project dams, bank 

protection projects, and other actions that have reduced the availability of spawning 

gravel and rearing habitat in the Upper Sacramento River, American River and

Stranislaus.” (emphasis added)



Let us analyze this statement as it applies to gold suction dredging.

What they are trying to achieve –

Restoring and replenishing gravels lost due to construction and operation of

dams, bank protection projects, and other actions that have reduced the availability of 

spawning gravels and rearing habitat.

What dredging does –

Dredging restores and replenishes gravels lost due to dams and their operation, bank 

protection projects (like those big cement-over-rock bank covers that you see along rivers 

where a river would naturally erode the bank and take out a road, structure or town) and

other actions that reduce the availability of spawning gravels and rearing projects.

How dredging accomplishes all these important goals –

Dredging loosens and restacks deep compacted gravels to the surface where it does not 

take an actual flood to redistribute it on the streambed for use downstream as new

spawning beds.  These gravels and cobbles move downstream until they find a low

pressure area to fall out of the current and become new “naturally” formed spawning 

beds.

Dredgers are often criticized for causing bank erosion by virtue of their dredge holes or 

tailing piles.  Yet here we see that the ‘Central Valley Project Improvement Act’ (section 

3408(b)(13)) is actually blaming the process of ‘protecting stream banks’ for reducing the 

availability of natural spawning gravel replenishment.

It seems ironic that while DFG wants to prevent bank erosion to protect various species, 

they are simultaneously doing exactly the wrong thing.  Bank erosion replenishes stream 

gravels that are continuously washed by nature, or by man with controlled water releases 

from dams, to create new natural spawning beds. Beds that are created in the natural

locations where they would be created by nature, and thereby where fish would be most 

accustomed to seeking them and spawning.

This being the case, why would an Agency concerned about the survival of any fish 

species not be encouraging activities that cause the natural replenishment of spawning 

gravels in streams and rivers? Especially those that ‘exactly recreate’ a natural spawning 

bed by water flow re-distribution versus those where heavy machinery is creating only 

simulated spawning environments. (See Appendix A – Nimbus Dam Project)

By not putting additional unnecessary restrictions on dredging, DFG has the opportunity 

to have 3500 or more annual dredge permit holders operating in a safe time period for

fish spawning, doing for free what is already costing tax payers millions of dollars. Let

us not forget also, that dredgers do it better by creating a more “natural” spawning bed!



Recommendations:

For all the above reasons DFG needs to seriously consider the following changes to the 

Proposed Regulations:

F&G Code sections: 

228(g) Number of annual permits – 4000 maximum.

• Omit this section and sell as many dredge permits as possible.

228(j)(1) Nozzle size maximum 4” under standard permit.

• Omit this section and increase the amount of gravels produced per dredge 

for creating “natural” spawning beds downstream, exactly the way nature 

does it.

228(k) No motorized winching under standard permit.

• Omit this section and allow rocks to be placed or stacked anywhere in a 

stream thereby causing random, slow, natural bank erosion and more 

spawning bed gravels downstream.   

228(k)(3) No dredging within 3 feet of the bank.

• Omit this section and cause favorable, slow and natural bank erosion and 

more spawning gravels downstream.

228(k)(15) Level tailing piles and fill in holes in streambed.

• Omit this section and allow these loose gravels and cobbles to migrate 

downstream where they can form spawning beds in a natural way in a 

natural location, and thereby improve the fisheries chances at reproductive

success.

If DFG’s true goal is to ‘protect and improve all fish habitat’, the above suggestions 

would go a long way toward accomplishing that goal, and would follow the current 

direction being pioneered by biologists across the country.  The only difference is,

dredges can do it more economically and more naturally… than scientists.

Respectfully submitted for your consideration,

Joseph A Albrecht



APPENDIX – A - Nimbus Dam Project

Here’s what they had at Nimbus Dam –

Medium/small gravels were flushed downriver from below the dam, (yellow outlined

areas) by planned discharges and storm event overflows, with no way for the river to 

naturally replenish the medium/small gravels by natural erosion upstream.

(Dam is on far right side. Water flows left.)

(continued)



A river bed full of large cobbles and rocks with very few intermediate and small gravels 

for spawning.

Why did this happen?  It happened because after the dam was constructed it restricted 

natural flooding events along this stretch of river. This in turn meant no new gravels from 

upstream erosion would be replenishing the smaller gravels that were being pushed 

downstream out of this spawning bed during floods and controlled releases from the dam.

Here’s what they created –

After digging out the channel, they added a lower layer of medium to small rocks, 

covered by a layer of small gravels.

What is here?  Small grvels on top of large gravels, just like nature classifies gravels in a 

stream by weight and size. 



How Nature creates spawning beds –

Nature erodes the banks and bottom of a streambed during high flow events after storms 

or a rapid snowmelt.  This material is then carried downstream where it finds a new home

in a low pressure area, where it stops and creates a new spawning bed. The gravels stop 

at various specific hydrologic places after being separated naturally by size and weight.

Heavier larger gravels always near the bottom. This is not done in just one place.  But it 

is done everywhere along the stream course where erosion occurs for whatever reason

upstream.

How dredging creates spawning beds –

By using a suction device, dredges suck up medium to small rocks and small gravels 

from the useless compacted streambed sediments, and place them on the surface of the 

streambed. Then when a slightly stronger water flow occurs (not necessarily a flood),

these gravels are moved downstream to find a new home in a low pressure area where 

they stop and create a new naturally formed spawning bed. This is a great advantage in 

dammed watercourses which seldom see extreme flow events which create this natural 

erosion and re-distribution process.

Sounds remarkably simple doesn’t it?  Yet Mother Nature has been doing this for the 

entire existence of the planet, and it only got all messed up when Man started damming 

rivers.

Conclusions -

DFG should be paying people to take out dredge permits and go out with their own 

equipment and create new spawning beds all over CA for trout, salmon and all other egg 

laying species. Instead, they spend millions of tax dollars trying to simulate this process 

in one confined location with limited effectiveness and capacity.

What will happen next at Nimbus dam? One need only look at how all the small 

spawning gravels disappeared after the dam was built to know what will happen. Dam

releases flushed all the smaller gravels away. Thus, during the next flood event, while 

the dam is releasing large volumes of water, nature will carry all those small gravels, that 

were put there by scientist, and flush them down river to form natural spawning beds in 

low pressure zones.  That’s the way Nature causes it to happen , and the same way 

Dredges cause it to happen…. Naturally !
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Apparently the green side has been hacking web-sites to prevent e-mails from getting to you. I tempted
to turn this over to the FBI Cyber Crimes Div.
 So im resending this, I would like to see 10 and 12 inch dredges to be allowed in the deep water areas
to reach bedrock through deep overburden. This would allow a paystreak to be developed much more
quickly. Also the 1994 regulations where fine there is no need to change anything.
 
Scott Baker
19409 East Brown Drive
Aurora Colo 80013            720-202-7093
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May 4, 2011

California Department of Fish and Game Section Dredge Program
CA

Dear Section Dredge Program,

I believe that time will show that these species and our water ways are
far more valuable than the minerals found in the riverbeds that we are
destroying them for.

As a California resident and a supporter of Defenders of Wildlife, I am
concerned about the California Department of Fish and Game's
regulations on surface dredge gold mining in our waterways.

Surface dredge mining can destroy river ecosystems, harming the frogs,
salmon, trout and other animals that call it home.

Another grave concern about this type of mining is that potential to
release mercury into our water. The mercury that can be released once
the dredged material is put back into the waterways could harm animals,
fisheries and our drinking water.

I support stronger regulations that can actually be monitored by the
Department of Fish and Game, but your current proposal does not
adequately do this.

Animals that call our waterways home could be in big trouble, along
with current and future recovery projects.

Please protect our river ecosystems and our water quality and amend the
dredging regulations to ensure adequate protection of our wildlife and
the sources of our drinking water.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Brookens
2141 N Cahuenga Blvd Apt 7
Los Angeles, CA 90068-2779
(213) 309-5336
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May 4, 2011

California Department of Fish and Game Section Dredge Program
CA

Dear Section Dredge Program,

As a California resident and water quality specialist, I am concerned
about the California Department of Fish and Game's regulations related
to surface dredge gold mining in our streams and rivers.  I spent
several years monitoring the American and Sacramento Rivers for mercury
and I am fully aware how traces of mercury bioaccumulate in wildlife.

At the same time that wastewater treatment facilities are faced with
regulations to remove trace amounts of mercury from their discharges,
the Department of Fish and Game is proposing to increase the amount of
available mercury in those receiving waters by much higher levels.
Surface dredge mining can destroy river ecosystems, harming the frogs,
salmon, trout and other animals by bringing long-buried mercury to the
surface.  The mobilized mercury from dredging ultimately bioaccumulates
in the tissues of fish and other animals in this ecosystem, increasing
human exposures as well.

Our state and my County of Sacramento have paid a huge price for the
impacts of gold mining a century ago.  One legacy of that mining is the
mercury cached below stream sediments.  Although it is less
bioavailable when trapped below the surface, dredging does and will
continue dredge it up.   I personally recall being in a meeting back
around 1999, which was attended by some dredger miners.  They told
their personal accounts of accumulating gallon jugs of mercury from
their dredgers, with no way to dispose of it but to put it back in the
river.  Even they thought it was insane that we water quality
professionals would be so focused on trace levels of mercury when they
were regularly putting many pounds of mercury back into the water from
their dredges.

I support stronger regulations that can actually be monitored by the
Department of Fish and Game, but your current proposal does not
adequately do this. Please protect our river ecosystems and our water
quality and amend the dredging regulations to ensure adequate
protection of our wildlife and the sources of our drinking water.

Sincerely,

050411_Butler
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Ms. Eva Butler
1940 Markham Way
Sacramento, CA 95818-3019



From: "Mitch Avalon"

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

CC: "Linda Zimmerman" <lzimm@pw.cccounty.us>

"Rich Lierly" <rlier@pw.cccounty.us>

"Tom Dalziel" <tdalz@pw.cccounty.us>

"Cece Sellgren" <csell@pw.cccounty.us>

Date: 05/04/2011 4:20:42 PM

Subject: comment letter on suction dredging

Mark Stopher,

 

Attached is a comment letter on the proposed reinstatement of the suction dredge permit program.  Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your environmental

document for reinstating this program.

 

Mitch Avalon

Deputy Public Works Director

Contra Costa County Public Works Department

255 Glacier Drive, Martinez, CA 94553

925-313-2203

maval@pw.cccounty.us
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May 4, 2011

California Department of Fish and Game Section Dredge Program
CA

Dear Section Dredge Program,

As a California resident I oppose suction dredge mining in our
waterways.

Surface dredge mining can destroy river ecosystems, harming the frogs,
salmon, trout and other animals that call it home.

Another grave concern about this type of mining is that potential to
release mercury into our water. The mercury that can be released once
the dredged material is put back into the waterways could harm animals,
fisheries and our drinking water.

Imperiled wildlife, songbirds, and numerous aquatic wildlife species
would be gravely impacted, along with current and future recovery
projects for that wildlife.

Please reject suction dredge mining to protect of our wildlife and the
sources of our drinking water.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Evans
3800 Bayo St
Oakland, CA 94619-2014
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From: "Katie Harris"

To: dfgsuctiondredge@dfg.ca.gov

CC:

Date: 05/04/2011 1:05:14 PM

Subject: Protect California Waterways

May 4, 2011

California Department of Fish and Game Section Dredge Program

CA

Dear Section Dredge Program,

There must be a better way of mining. Stop killing and hurting helpless

life!!!!!!

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Harris

544 W 10th St

Claremont, CA 91711-3714
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From: "David Hingston"

To: dfgsuctiondredge@dfg.ca.gov

CC:

Date: 05/04/2011 1:06:37 PM

Subject: Proposal re River Dredging

May 4, 2011

California Department of Fish and Game Section Dredge Program

CA

Dear Section Dredge Program,

Please protect life -- wildlife and drinking water.

Your current proposal concerning dredging regulations does not

adequately address concerns about surface dredge mining, which can

destroy riparian ecosystems and release mercury into our water.

Please enact regulations that can actually be monitored by the

Department of Fish and Game.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Hingston

47 Eastwood Dr

San Francisco, CA 94112-1225
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May 4, 2011

California Department of Fish and Game Section Dredge Program
CA

Dear Section Dredge Program,

You guys are part of the department of fish and game, not the
department of gold and pollution..act like you know. Your jobs are to
protect the water ways, fish and wildlife not a bunch of private
corporations. They have done their part to destroy the fish and game
already. Stop it now and do your JOBS!
As a California resident and a supporter of Defenders of Wildlife, I am
concerned about the California Department of Fish and Game's
regulations on surface dredge gold mining in our waterways.

Surface dredge mining can destroy river ecosystems, harming the frogs,
salmon, trout and other animals that call it home.

Another grave concern about this type of mining is that potential to
release mercury into our water. The mercury that can be released once
the dredged material is put back into the waterways could harm animals,
fisheries and our drinking water.

I support stronger regulations that can actually be monitored by the
Department of Fish and Game, but your current proposal does not
adequately do this.

Animals that call our waterways home could be in big trouble, along
with current and future recovery projects.

Please protect our river ecosystems and our water quality and amend the
dredging regulations to ensure adequate protection of our wildlife and
the sources of our drinking water.

Sincerely,

Miss Melanie Kaye
PO Box 1272
Davis, CA 95617-1272
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!"#$%&%'(%&

)*+,$-./ !"#$%&'()*+$,-#./)+/$,%012$3$4"*$,#').#5$1(65$7)+89$1:;9#:#+(8()*+<

0".$/ 4#.+#5.8=>$?8=$@>$ABCC$ADE@D@F$G?$G!

12'3/ '-8)/H9)+.58=I'*:'85(H+#(

4'/ ?8-J$%(*;"#-

55/ .)-#'(*-I.K/H'8H/*L>$M%G$N.:)+>$O):$P&('")+/5>$Q##>$%'*(($P8-+>$G8($R##+#

Dear Mark,
As the final public comment meeting approaches I have several questions that require a
response from the department. Since the May 10th meeting is the public's last opportunity
for input into the DSEIR I would appreciate your response before that date.

#1 Who will be reviewing and responding to all of the public comments that have been
submitted, the CDFG or its contractor, Horizon Water and Environment?

#2 Did the consultant Horizon use sub-contractors for the various portions of the DSEIR?

#3 Who will incorporate any needed changes and how will the changes be made to the
DSEIR?

#4 Will this process and final results be made open to the public or by executive fiat?

Regards......Craig

Craig A. Lindsay
President, North Fork Dredgers Association
cell 916-813-0104
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May 4, 2011

California Department of Fish and Game Section Dredge Program
CA

Dear Section Dredge Program,

California outlawed Placer Mining years ago. This is similar and should
not be allowed.

As a California resident and a supporter of Defenders of Wildlife, I am
concerned about the California Department of Fish and Game's
regulations on surface dredge gold mining in our waterways.

Surface dredge mining can destroy river ecosystems, harming the frogs,
salmon, trout and other animals that call it home.

Another grave concern about this type of mining is that potential to
release mercury into our water. The mercury that can be released once
the dredged material is put back into the waterways could harm animals,
fisheries and our drinking water.

I support stronger regulations that can actually be monitored by the
Department of Fish and Game, but your current proposal does not
adequately do this.

Animals that call our waterways home could be in big trouble, along
with current and future recovery projects.

Please protect our river ecosystems and our water quality and amend the
dredging regulations to ensure adequate protection of our wildlife and
the sources of our drinking water.

Sincerely,

Mr. Riley McIntire
1870 Phillips Way
Los Angeles, CA 90042-1039
(323) 259-9359

050411_McIntire_DefendersV



050411_Parker



!"#$%&%'(%&

)*+,$-./ !"#$%&'()*#+&*+,*#-././,

0".$/ 0*+/*$+(12#3(1#42#5677#4864846#93#9:

12'3/ ;/(<(=(#9"-*&"1#>$*/=#?1#@*'*/+*&$#"'#0.A+A.'*#B*)"--%/.)(=."/$C+*'*/+*&$D"&,EF

4'/ +',$%)=."/+&*+,*C+',D)(D,"G

May 4, 2011

California Department of Fish and Game Section Dredge Program
CA

Dear Section Dredge Program,

I do not support surface dredge gold mining in our waterways.

Surface dredge mining can destroy river ecosystems, harming the frogs,
salmon, trout and other animals that call it home. It can release
poisonous levels of mercury into our water and ecosystem that supports
food supplies.
long with current and future recovery projects.

Please amend the dredging regulations to ensure adequate protection of
our wildlife and sources of our drinking water.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anahata Pomeroy
PO Box 5084
Novato, CA 94948-5084
(415) 578-8496
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Greetings DFG Representative Mark Stopher,

Attached is a comment letter to guide the update to suction dredging regulations in our California
waterways. I have included some photos of poor dredging practices I have witnessed on the main stem
Klamath River, and tributaries. Please give my letter careful consideration. Thank you for your work,
and if you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me. 

Warm regards,
Jacob Pounds
707.442.6664
Eureka, CA
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DFG Representative Mark Stopher, 
My name is Jacob Pounds, and I have experience in the streams of the middle 

Klamath River basin. In 2006, I worked with the Happy Camp Ranger District as 
an AmeriCorps Watershed Stewards Project Member. My daily work and 
personal activities had me everywhere from the ridge tops to riparian areas from 
Beaver Creek (a tributary of the Klamath River near Yreka) to Red Cap Creek, (a 
tributary of the Klamath near Orleans) and every large watershed in-between.
Much of the data I collected with a team of other qualified personnel and 
AmeriCorps Members took place in-stream, and measured in-stream flows, 
sediment accumulation, bank and substrate stability, and population counts of 
Spring-run Chinook Salmon, Summer steelhead, and Fall-run Chinook Salmon, 
steelhead, and Coho salmon.

Throughout my time there, and as I return to reconnect and recreate in the 
ancestral territory of the Karuk Tribe (now known as the Klamath National Forest) 
I have had many interactions with both locals and folks vacationing from far off 
states who choose to spend their time scouring and in some instances 
completely reshaping the stream and/or the stream banks to “recreationally 
search for gold”. In any other instance of recreation (hiking, kayaking, fishing,
swimming, etc.), any type of destructive behavior is completely inappropriate. 
There is no sound reason to allow willful and negligent destruction of valuable 
public resources like our rivers, streams, and waterways. I want the moratorium 
on suction dredging to continue in California, indefinitely. Millions, if not billions of 
taxpayer dollars have been spent on fisheries habitat restoration and the 
improvement of ambient water quality, as well as cleaning up impacts of historic 
and contemporary mining practices. It makes no sense to issue people a permit 
to nosily destroy and undermine stream habitats at the expense of taxpayers.  

Public health and safety is at risk because of suction dredging. One watershed 
with multiple mining claims in particular, Elk Creek, a tributary of the Klamath that 
drains the northern portion of the Marble Mountain Wilderness area, and 
confluences with the Klamath just below Happy Camp, CA, serves as the 
community water source. Dredging in this stream carries the significant risk 
potential to re-suspend and ‘flour’ mercury downstream and contaminate the 
water supply with other trace metals used in historic mining practices. This 
floured mercury has a high potential to bioaccumulate in fish populations and /or 
become methylmercury and spread throughout the water column and into the air 
as well. Mercury and methylmercury exposure have been linked to human health 
impacts, including: muscular atrophy, change in nerve responses, performance 
deficits on tests of cognitive function, respiratory failure, and death. 
(http://www.epa.gov/mercury/effects.htm) Knowing these facts, it makes no 
sense to permit an activity that can contribute to the dispersal of a known toxic 
substance.

I have firsthand experience witnessing severe and widespread impacts to
streams and riparian habitat from suction dredge mining in locations throughout 
the Klamath basin. I have seen streams dewatered and re-routed to provide 
water for high-banking sluices, stream-wide holes dug to the bedrock in 
inappropriate places, which created unstable substrate piles that were a hazard 



to recreationalists, fish, and aquatic macroinvertebrate populations, long plumes 
of fine sediment mobilized in stream courses, and unsafe storage of cancer-
causing chemicals and fuels, in some cases floating on a dredge in the Klamath 
River or significant tributaries. (see attached photos) Additionally, the particulate 
matter and noise emissions from suction dredges produce a hazardous and 
distracting experience for other recreationalists, locals, tourists, and other solace 
seekers. I understand your mission as, “The Department of Fish and Game 
maintains native fish, wildlife, plant species and natural communities for their 
intrinsic and ecological value and their benefits to people. This includes habitat 
protection and maintenance in a sufficient amount and quality to ensure the 
survival of all species and natural communities. The department is also 
responsible for the diversified use of fish and wildlife including recreational, 
commercial, scientific and educational uses.” (http://www.dfg.ca.gov/about/)
Please, uphold the values of the DFG and support the habitats that give life to 
anadromous species like Coho salmon, Chinook salmon, steelhead trout, pacific 
lamprey, and every other species that relies on clean water, including humans.

I understand that a compromise needs to be struck in the 
matter of redrawing the suction dredging rules, and therefore if 
a complete moratorium on suction dredging cannot be 
implemented, then I support the No Program alternative, as 
outlined in the DFG proposal, with one caveat – suction dredge 
mining should be limited to the mainstem river corridor, in small 
numbers with low densities (less than 10 dredges per stream 
mile), limited hours of operation (between 10am-4pm only), and
be outside of cold water refugia (at least 500 feet away from any 
source of cold water), in addition to the limit of a 4”nozzle. If
people are not allowed to fish in the tributary streams because 
of concerns for fish populations, it is not wise to allow suction 
dredging on any tributaries of the Klamath-Trinity River system, 
or any river system that supports anadromous fish. 
Additionally, any ‘high banking’ mining activity, which requires 
a water diversion and introduces sediment from the riparian
corridor, flood plain, or stream bank to the bank full stream 
corridor, should be banned.

For what it’s worth, I work with the Blue Lake Rancheria Tribal Government as 
an Environmental Assistant. Primarily, I work to collect and manage water and air 
quality data throughout the lower Mad River watershed. Although much of my 
experience with water and air quality issues stems from my work with the Tribe, 
the opinions expressed within this letter are my own, and should not be taken as 
speaking for anyone or entity other than myself as a private, interested citizen of 
Eureka, California, USA. Thank you for your time, and please contact me if you 
have any questions. 

Warm regards, 
Jacob Pounds – j.l.pounds@gmail.com 
898 10th st, Eureka, CA 95501 
707.442.6664
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From: "Paula Shuhert"

To: dfgsuctiondredge@dfg.ca.gov

CC:

Date: 05/04/2011 1:05:50 PM

Subject: Protect California Waterways

May 4, 2011

California Department of Fish and Game Section Dredge Program

CA

Dear Section Dredge Program,

California's wonderful natural assets are being damaged by

irresponsible gold mining practices. Please stop the dredging that is

damaging habitat and jeopardizing our rivers and waterways.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Shuhert

1715 Brandee Ln

Santa Rosa, CA 95403-8674
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May 4, 2011

California Department of Fish and Game Section Dredge Program
CA

Dear Section Dredge Program,

As a California resident and a supporter of Defenders of Wildlife, I am
concerned about the California Department of Fish and Game's
regulations on surface dredge gold mining in our waterways.

Surface dredge mining can destroy river ecosystems, harming the frogs,
salmon, trout and other animals that call it home.

This is ALL WRONG, and you know it.

Sincerely,

Mr. andrew Friend of Defenders
3274 Lynde St
Oakland, CA 94601-2732
(510) 533-8805
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  Sirs,

 

I beleive the 1994 Seir should remain in place! The currant proposal is not clear and with many non scientific
statements, no proof as detrimental to fish and enviorment beyond speculation and guess work. Leave things
as they are!!
Thanks for your time,

 

Jerry Van Muyden
930 Lewis Court
Henderson, NV 89015

 

nothrow@cox.net
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May 4th, 2011

Dear Senator,

Please take the very important time to take a look into this SB 657 bill to overhaul dredging in California.

Our 500 membership of The Prospectors Club of Southern California, Inc.(PCSC) (a non-profit California
corporation) need your help in implementing these needed changes.

If you could kindly respond to this request, it would be immensly appreciated.

Arthur Morgan - Founder & Webmaster

The Prospectors Club of Southern California, Inc.

Website: www.prospectorsclub.org

Email: amcollects@socal.rr.com

__________________________________________________________________________________________
_________________

Important Dredge News:

     There have been two very important developments regarding dredging for gold in California. Here are the
summaries and recommended action plans:

     A. The Department of Fish & Game [DFG] announced that it has completed a "DRAFT" Environmental
Impact Statement. Go to the DFG web site http://www.dfg.ca.gov/suctiondredge/ to review the draft and to e-
mail comments. The next step of the lengthy EIR process is a public comment period of 60 days. Written
comments may be submitted no later than May 10th to Mark Stopher, DFG, 601 Locust Street, Redding,
CA 96001, or by email: Mark Stopher, dfgsuctiondredge@dfg.ca.gov.  A public hearing will be conducted
in Southern California on Wednesday, March 23rd beginning at 6:45 PM [after an introductory period
beginning at 5 PM] at 25320 The Old Road in Santa Clarita [Residence Inn by Marriott]. These regulations are
not expected to become final before 2012.

     PCSC PLANS: Outlines of suggested written comments and oral statements will be presented at the March
18th PCSC meeting. Additional details will be forthcoming by way of a supplemental e-mailing to those
members who have signed up for receiving the "Treasure News" electronically.

     B. SB 657: Recently elected Senator Ted Gaines introduced this bill to allow suction dredging to resume in
California during 2011. It also provides for the reimbursement of dredge fees to holders of 2010 dredge
permits. Details of the bill may be viewed on-line [Google: 2011 California legislation, SB 657].

     PCSC PLANS: It is important to contact your individual State Assembly Member and State Senator to
signal support for this bill. To find out who your individual legislative representatives are, use the following web
site: http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/yourleg.html.   On this page you should enter your zipcode to be directed to a

050411_Vargas1
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page showing both your Senator & your Assembly member for California.  By clicking on each of their names
you will be directed to their individual websites.

     There are 4 different methods of contact. 1.Telephone [easiest but least effective], 2. e-mail [a little more
time consuming but better], 3. snail mail [takes a stamp but is even more effective] and 4. a personal visit to
your local politician’s office [by far the best impact is made this way]. YOU MAY EMPLOY ALL FOUR AND
YOU MAY CONTINUE FOLLOWING UP!!! Since there are more legislators from urban areas, it is particularly
important for supporters of this bill to contact their urban legislator.

Sincerely

Dan Vargas
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I forgot to ad that, gold prospecting has helped me help youths stay out of gangs, etc - I used to take
many of them from my church with our club to the river periodically to have fun as a team
dredging for gold (before the ban took effect).

Also, we have science positively on our side proving that it not only does not harm the environment
but helps the environment! (Every year we take out pound of mercury and lead out of the water
way, create spawning grounds for the fish and cobbles for the fry to hide in, aerate the river, etc)
Also, when big flash floods come through the canyons, it creates more mud silt and debris than any
little dredger can ever dream of doing and the next year, you can't even see where we were at. The
fish know how to survive in the 'slow zones' during a major flood and the little bit of silt that
dredges make in no way harm fish. Also, there's not a 'blade' or anything like that in the dredge to
harm fish, it's suction only.

Anyhow, there's more but I'll leave it at that.

Thanks for taking the time to read this and have a nice day!

God bless
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