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May 5, 2011

Mark Stopher

California Department of Fish and Game
601 Locust Street

Redding, CA 96001

Re: Suction Dredge Permitting Program Supplemental EIR-CEQA
Dear Mr. Stopher,

I am submitting this letter because of the Class A restriction listed in the Draft Proposed
Suction Dredge Regulations (February 28, 2011) for Mill Creek in Plumas County (Page
47). Class A is described as “No dredging permitted at any time” due to the presence of
the Sierra Nevada Mountain Yellow Legged Frog (SNMYLF) (Rana Sierrae).

| am a co-owner of two mining claims (placer) on the lower reaches of Mill Creek above
the East Branch of the North Fork Feather River near Rich Bar. The other co-owners
are my brothers. These two claims have been in the family for 98 years. My grandfather
moved to Rich Bar in 1907 working on the construction of the railroad and obtained
partnership to the claims in 1913. My father was taken to live on the claim at the age of
three months in 1924. My grandfather built a two story four bedroom home on the claim
in 1925 and it remained a family residence until its forced removal in the 1970’s due to
government regulations of the US Forest Service.

I have been going to and staying on the claim since my birth in 1951 and continue to do
so today along with my wife, children and now my grandchildren. | have fished in, hiked
near, swam in, bathed in, drank from, dredged in, and jumped rocks over Mill Creek my
entire life and | have never seen one frog nor tadpole of any type. | have seen deer,
bear, bobcats, mice, snakes, fish, bees, birds and lots of mosquitoes, but never any
frogs. | listened to the call of the SNMYLF online and can positively say | have never
heard the croak of that specific type of frog. The sound is most distinct and it would
have certainly peaked my curiosity as to the source of the sound.

I have enclosed a letter from Bob Callahan who is the only other individual which we
have allowed to work our claim. He has been in the area since childhood (1950's) and
has no memories of seeing any frogs in or around Mill Creek.

Because of the restrictions on Mill Creek, | have extensively researched the SNMYLF
and found a great amount of information on the subject. One of the first things |
discovered in common among all articles and studies regarding the habitat was that the
SNMYLF is a mid to high altitude frog commonly seen above 6,000 feet and is most
typically found as high as 11,000 to 12,000 feet in high open alpine lakes. (See attached
pictures of sample lakes.) Any streams shown are of the high meadow variety.
Furthermore | found no evidence of habitats in faster moving waters, steeper slopes, or
rocky, tree lined streams.



Further research revealed the primary reason for lack of the SNMYLF to be in Mill
Creek. The natural enemy, which feeds on the eggs and young tadpoles, is the native
trout which are present in Mill Creek. Depending on water temperatures, the time to
reach maturity can be up to four years, allowing ample time for the trout to consume the
eggs and small tadpoles. A reasonable conclusion can be made that the SNMYLF does
not exist at lower sections of the stream because there are native trout in the stream.
The SNMYLEF historically has inhabited the higher lakes because the native trout from
the lower streams were unable to reach the headwaters and higher lakes due to natural
barriers of steep rocky terrain and waterfalls. Thus, the frogs were able to thrive without
the threat of the aggressive trout.

One of the primary reasons consistently listed in the studies for the decline of the
SNMYLF is due to the introduction of non-native trout in the higher lakes for recreational
fishing. This is not the case in Mill Creek because the trout are already there. Other
primary factors are disease, pesticides and some mention of global warming.

Our claim is located on the lower section of Mill Creek and is bounded by Bucks Lake
Wilderness. (See the attached map filed with BLM showing the boundaries of our claims
and the wilderness area.) In measuring the primary streams of Mill Creek, Fales Creek
and Clear Creek there is approximately 53,600 feet of stream. Only the lower section,
about 6,600 feet or 12% of the streams, lies outside of the wilderness area, has been
open to dredging. The remaining 88% is closed to any use of internal combustion
engines thus preventing the use of a dredge. The upper headwaters of Mill Creek are
already protected by the Bucks Lake Wilderness and federal regulations.

Another major issue discovered is regarding the locations of where frogs have been
reported. | was able to find the locations of and related documentation regarding the
finds on AmphibiaWeb using the Berkeley Mapper Point Mapping Service. The locations
of the four finds of Rana Muscosa are at Silver Lake, Rock Lake, Gold Lake and along a
tributary coming down from Rock Lake (Exhibit A1 through AB). There have been no
reported finds of the SNMYLF at on or around Mill Creek in Plumas County.

The next important information is the boundary line between watersheds. While
reviewing topographical maps of the area, | noticed a ridge running between Silver Lake
(including the lakes where the frogs were reported) and the Mill Creek headwaters
(Exhibit B1& B2). | was then able to locate a US Fish and Wildlife Service mapping
program which identifies the same ridge as the official dividing line between Mill Creek
and Spanish Creek (Exhibit C). This is also confirmed with the USGS Viewer (Exhibit
D1 & D2).

The location of the known SNMYLF is not in the same watershed as Mill Creek and all
streams or lakes where there are known SNMYLF flow southeasterly away from Mill
Creek and its headwaters.



The use of watersheds as boundary lines is supported using the Aquatic Biodiversity
Management Plan prepared for the California Department of Fish and Game. In the plan
it states “most units are defined by watershed boundaries. ........ Management plans for
these areas should be site specific.....” (Exhibit E page 1). This is also supported using
the California Department of Fish and Game CNDDB QuickViewer. According to the
California Department of Fish and Game website “The CNBBD Quick Viewer tool
provides the user with a list of all CNDDB elements (species or natural communities)
that have been documented by the CNDDB to occur on the selected USGS 7.5’
topographic quad. This list may include both recent and historical records.” The map is
divided into counties and quadrangles. The program will list if the SNMYLF is present
within that quad or not. The lower reaches of Mill Creek and our claims are in the
Caribou Quad, and the list for that section shows no SNMYLF. The Bucks Lake Quad
does show the presence of the SNMYLF. (Exhibits F1 through F4). While this may be
correct the information on this quad does not differentiate between watersheds and the
Bucks Lake Quad contains parts of both watersheds which drain in different directions.
An error would be made to assume the presence of the SNMYLF throughout an entire
quad. The only legitimate determining factor would be based upon watersheds, as the
aforementioned CA Department of Fish and Game (Exhibit E) suggests.

Recommendation: With the absence of the affected species, | respectfully request the
removal of Mill Creek in Plumas County from the “Class A” status as currently listed in
the Draft Proposed Suction Dredge Regulations (page 17, Line 28).

Sincerely,

T & HEL

Thomas A. Wess



April 11, 2011

Good day, Tom.

I trust this brief missive will find you and yours, well.

In reference to your inquiry to me regarding frogs at the claims:

I'm not sure which year I worked your lower claim, nor the elevation I worked at.

However, I can say that since 1959, since I began coming to Mill Creek, Clear Creek, and French
Creek, up until my last passage there (2003?) I do not recall seeing any frogs or toads during my

hiking, exploring, and dredging.

Certainly, this is not to say there are no frogs or toads in that region, but only to say I cannot
recall seeing any, or hearing any stories about frogs or toads.

Like many children that grew up when I did, I took interest in turtles, frogs, toads, and other
critters that provided amusement. I believe that had I seen any frogs or toads around the Mill
Creek area, I probably would have taken the time to amuse myself with them, and therefore may
have some memory of them.

I simply have no memories of seeing any.

Please pass on our best to Susie and the family.

Best regards,

Bob énd Maryann Callahan




Rana sierrae - Sierra Nevada Yellow-
legged Frog

Formerly Rana muscosa - Mountain Yellow-legged Frog

Eggs o Mature Tadpole

Habitat

Habitat in breeding season, 8,800 ft., Habitat in breeding season, 8,800 ft., Alpine County Habitat in breeding season, 8,800 ft.,
Alpine County Alpine County

Close-up of breeding location, 8,800 ft., Breeding and egg-laying habitat, 8,800 ft., Alpine County Habitat, breeding season, Fresno
Alpine County County ® Vance Vreedenburg



Rana sierrae - Sierra Nevada Yellow-
legged Frog

Formerly Rana muscosa - Mountain Yellow-legged Frog

Adult male (bottom of picture) calling
from quiet channel flowing into lake,
8,800 ft., Alpine County

Habitat, 8,800 ft., Alpine County Habitat, Mono County

Habitat, Alpine County

Habitat, Fresno County Habitat, Inyo County @ Todd Battey
© Vance Vreedenburg
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AS » Research » Herpetology » Collections » Search the Catalog

CAS Herpetology Collection Database @
£~ 209386 Rana muscosa Ranidae Tissues
Collected
ountry: USA State: California County: Plumas Island(s):
Co.
scality: Plumas National Forest, Silver Lake, Collector(s): J.A. Wilkinson and 1.V. Vindum
T24N R7E Secl (SE 1/4 of SE 1/4), ;
39 57 32.2 N, 121 08 09.2 W Date Collected: 22 Aug 1999
Collector's (Field) Jvv-  Field Notes:
Number: 6370
atitude: 390 57'32.2" N Coord. Source: Garmin 12 GPS
angitude: 12108'9.2" W Georef. By: 1.V. Vindum
lax. Lat/Long Georef. Remarks:

rror

tated Locality: California: Plumas Co.: Plumas National Forest, Silver Lake, T24N R7E Secl (SE 1/4 of SE 1/4),
3957 32.2N, 121 08 09.2 W, 5820 ft

fe Stage: Juv Sex: Preservative: Alc Identified: J.V.
Vindum, 3
Sep 1999
lev: 5820 ft Habitat: ca 1730 hrs. Air temp. 24.0 C,
water temp. 21.8. At shoreline.
emarks: Publications

Close and Return |
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CAS » Research » Herpetology » Collections » Search the Catalog

CAS Herpetology Collection Database @

CAS 209404 Rana muscosa Ranidae Tissues
Collected
Country: USA State: California County: Plumas Island(s):
Co.
Locality: Plumas National Forest, Rock Lake, Collector(s): J.A. Wilkinson and 1.V. Vindum
T24N R7E Seci3 (NE 1/4 of NE 1/4), ]
3956 29.22 N, 121 08 20.29 w  Date Collected: 23 At 1998
Collector's (Field) JvV-  Field Notes:
Number: 6388
Latitude: 390 56' 29.22" N Coord. Source: Terrain Navigator, Bucks Lake
Quadrangle, 1979
Longitude: 1210 8' 29.29" W Georef. By: J.V. Vindum
Max. Lat/Long Georef. Remarks:

Error

Stated Locality; California: Plumas Co.: Plumas National Forest, Rock Lake, T24N R7E Sec13 (NE 1/4 of NE
1/4),39 56 29.22 N, 121 08 29.29 W, 6240 ft

Life Stage: Juv Sex: Preservative: Alc Identified: J.v.
Vindum, 3
Sep 1999

Elev: 6240 ft Habitat:

Remarks: Publications

| Close and Return |
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CAS » Research » Herpetology » Collections » Search the Catalog

CAS Herpetology Collection Database @

CAS 227668 Rana muscosa Ranidae Tissues
Collected
Country: USA State: California County: Plumas Island(s):
Co.

Locality: Plumas National Forest, Bucks Lake Collector(s): D.G. Mulcahy and G.0.U. Wogan

Wilderness, effluent of Rock Lake, .

T24N R7E S13 (SW 1/4 of NE 1/4), Date Collected: a0Aug;2003

3956 25.7 N, 121 08 25.5 W Collector's (Field) DGM- Field Notes:

Number: 1631

Latitude: 390 56' 25.7" N Coord. Source: Garmin 12 GPS
Longitude: 1210 8' 25.5" W Georef. By: D.G. Mulcahy
Max. Lat/Long Georef. Remarks:
Error

Stated Locality:  California: Plumas Co.: Plumas National Forest, Bucks Lake Wilderness, along drying tributary
coming down from Rock Lake, T24N R7E S13 (SW 1/4 of NE 1/4), 39 56 25.7 N, 121 08 25.5 W,

6230 ft
Life Stage: Larva Sex: Preservative: Form Identified: D.G.
Mulcahy,
5 Sep
2003
Elev: 6230 ft Habitat: 1645 hrs. In puddle, ca 1 m wide, 20

cm deep, along drying tributary
coming down from Rock Lake. Water
temp. 18 C.

Remarks:

[ Close and Return ]
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CAS » Research » Herpetology » Collections » Search the Catalog @

CAS Herpetology Collection Database

CAS 227259 Rana muscosa Ranidae Tissues
Collected
Country: USA State: California County: Plumas Island(s):
Co.
Locality: Plumas National Forest, Bucks Lake Collector(s): M.S. Koo, L. Baron and 1. Stull
Wilderness Area, outlet of Gold Lake 3
r ’ |
T24N RSE S18 (SW 1/4 of NW 1/4), 39 e Collected: 7.Aug 2003
56 33.93 N, 121 08 06.44 W Collector's (Field) MSK- Field Notes:
Number: 506
Latitude: 390 56' 33.93" N Coord. Source: Garmin III Plus GPS
Longitude: 1210 8' 6.44" W Georef. By: M.S. Koo
Max. Lat/lLong Georef. Remarks:
Error

Stated Locality: California: Plumas Co.: Plumas National Forest, Bucks Lake Wilderness Area, Gold Lake, near
outlet of Gold Lake to Jacks Meadow, T24N RBE S18 (SW 1/4 of NW 1/4), 39 56 33.93 N, 121
08 06.44 W, 5920 ft

Life Stage: Adult Sex: Preservative: Alc Identified:  M.S.
Koo, 25
Aug
2003
Elev: 5920 ft Habitat: 1130 hrs. In water on

substrate, ca 8 inches deep.

Remarks:

[ Close and Return ]
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State of California
The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

AQUATIC BIODIVERSITY MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR
THE BIG PINE CREEK WILDERNESS BASIN OF THE SIERRA NEVADA
INYO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, 1999 - 2005

BY

Curtis Milliron, Associate Fishery Biologist
Eastern Sierra and Inland Deserts Region
Bishop, California

The Mission of the Department of Fish and Game is to manage California’s
diverse fish, wildlife, and plant resources, and the habitats upon which
they depend, for their ecological values and for their
use and enjoyment by the public.
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INTRODUCTION AND OBJECTIVES

The movement of trout into wilderness waters of the eastern Sierra began in earnest
around the turn of the 20" century. Historical stocking registers account for the quantity
in milk cans of brown (often referred to as Loch Leven), brook, rainbow and golden trout
stocked into wilderness basins. Cans were transported by packstock to nearly every
accessible named lake in the Sierra. The California Department of Fish and Game
(CDFG) now utilizes a twin engine turboprop airplane equipped with bomber doors and
a GPS (global positioning system) tracking system to stock approximately 246 of the
600 named lakes above 9000 ft elevation in the eastern Sierra fisheries management
unit. However, fisheries management activities, including fishery monitoring and
evaluation, have not kept pace with fish movement technology. Most of the allotments
for trout stocked into these lakes were determined over 30 years ago by experienced
biologists using their best judgment and factors such as angler use, lake size, desirable
species (from a recreational fisheries perspective), and some site specific fish growth or
condition data. Adjustments to trout stocking allotments were made for individual lakes
only during years when CDFG staff could spend time away from the demands of other
important front-country fishery issues. Until recently, impacts on native biotic
communities went largely unnoticed by CDFG biologists, because most lakes had not
been revisited for decades.

Reported Sierra amphibian declines (Bradford, 1989) prompted a larger effort toward
amphibian population surveys by the CDFG and U.S. Forest Service. With additional
documented population losses of the mountain yellow-legged frog (MYLF), Rana
muscosa, the CDFG began increasing wilderness resource assessment activities and
initiated a fisheries and ecosystem management planning program for the eastern Sierra.

One of the major causes of MYLF population losses has been the introduction of trout
into originally fishless habitats (Cory 1963; Bradford et al. 1993; Bradford et al. 1994;
Jennings 1996; Knapp 1996). Site specific fisheries management plans are needed for
all high Sierra waters to assure that trout fisheries are managed in a manner compatible
with other native aquatic and riparian resources. Area fisheries management plans will
need to comply with individual future species recovery plans or conservation strategies
which may impart additional fisheries management constraints. CDFG plans should
attempt to optimize recreational benefits while maintaining natural biodiversity using a
basin-by-basin approach. The MYLF is a California State and Federal Species of
Special Concern, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is currently assessing the need
to list this species as Threatened or Endangered. As of this writing, a MYLF
conservation strategy is near completion.

Twenty-one management units, mostly in the eastern Sierra, have been identified for
management by CDFG’s Bishop office (Figure 1). Most units are defined by watershed
boundaries; however, several adjacent smaller basins may be combined to form a
management planning unit. Management plans for these areas should be site specific,
based on current assessments of fish and amphibian populations, angler use, and the
status of key native biota and habitats. Input from CDFG stakeholders will be included.



This first plan focuses on the North and South Forks of the Big Pine Creek Basin. The
following objectives are being used to develop the current plan:

Objective 1: Manage wilderness lakes in a manner which maintains or restores native
biodiversity and habitat quality, will support viable populations of native species, and
provides for recreational opportunities considering historical use patterns. In some
areas, most or all of the lakes may be managed as natural reserves, with little or no
angling available. Likewise, in areas of high recreational demand, most or all of the
lakes may be managed for recreational angling.

Objective 2: Refinements to trout stocking allotments should be based on recent, site-
specific data.

Objective 3: For each lake, the species, frequency, and number of trout stocked should
be guided by the following provisions:

A) Since MYLF abundance in lakes has declined and is negatively correlated
with trout presence, lakes with extant populations of MYLF, or other species of
concern, should generally not be stocked. Where a MYLF population exists
within close proximity to an established wilderness fishery, an assessment of
fishing use and the feasibility of trout removal should be made to determine if the
water could be converted to a fishless condition in order to benefit MYLF.
Wilderness fisheries management should incorporate objectives of the MYLF
Conservation Strategy.

B) Golden trout should be given priority over other trout species and stocked into
waters following existing Fish and Game Commission policy (Appendix Il). Other
species of trout may be stocked to meet other fishery management objectives
and for experimental stocking programs; however, the stocking of brook trout
should generally be avoided because they are lake spawners and have a greater
potential for establishing overabundant, self-sustaining, stunted populations.
Brook trout should not be stocked where their range may be extended.

C) Wilderness lakes should be managed to optimize angling opportunity within a
given basin. For example, some lakes might be managed for trophy-sized fish,
some for fast-action on smaller sized fish, and others for species diversity.

D) Trout should not be stocked into waters with existing self-sustaining trout
populations unless needed to meet goals for improving angling diversity, trophy
or fast-action fishing, or research. Experimental planting of trout to control
undesirable fish populations is not restricted under this provision.

E) In addition to the application of chemicals in lakes, new and innovative non-
chemical means to control undesirable fish populations should be encouraged,
including the use of stocked, sterile, predatory trout, strains or species of fish not
previously stocked, or physical means of removal.



ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The Big Pine Creek Basin is within the John Muir Wilderness of the Inyo National Forest
on the east slope of the Sierra Nevada. The North Fork Big Pine Creek drainage
contains eleven named lakes (Big Pine Lake # 8 is the only CDFG designated name)
and numerous unnamed ponds. The South Fork Big Pine Creek drainage contains six
named lakes and numerous unnamed ponds. Although Willow Lake is included in this
lake listing, it is actually a stream/marsh complex rather than a true lake. Lake maps
with associated fishery data are in Appendix |. The Palisade Glacier complex is a
prominent feature of the basin.

Area of the basins are approximately 31.7 square miles and 39.0 square miles west
above Little Pine Creek and west above the town of Big Pine, CA, respectively. The 50-
year average mean water content of the snowpack on April 1 for all snow courses is 18.3
inches, and the average (100% normal) precipitation at the Glacier Lodge rain gage is
16.89 inches (Steve Keef, Los Angeles Dept. of Water and Power). See Appendix Il for
data on Big Pine Creek total and mean flows from 1932 to 1997.

METHODS

Public scoping to address issues which should be considered in the fisheries
management plans for both the Big Pine and Convict Wilderness basins was held on
November 26, 1996. Fifteen interested individuals representing local agencies and
organizations attended (Appendix I1). Major issues included the desire to continue trout
stocking activities and to manage for a balance between recreational fisheries and other
aquatic species. Representatives from the Eastern Sierra Packers Association
suggested that pack train use for trout stocking should be re-instituted where feasible in
lieu of aerial stocking.

Fish and amphibian surveys were conducted in the North and South forks of the Big
Pine Drainage following the protocol designed by Fellers and Freel in 1995 and modified
by Knapp (University of California, Sierra Nevada Aquatic Research Laboratory, pers.
com.). To collect fish, each lake was netted with two lightweight Swedish experimental
gill nets measuring 1.8m x 36m and having six panels with a mesh size ranging from
10mm to 38mm. Otoliths were extracted from most of the trout caught in gill nets for age
determination. Each lake was visually surveyed for the presence and abundance of
amphibians. One day of field work was generally required to complete field study
objectives for each lake surveyed by a two person crew. Additional surveys were
conducted to cover all amphibian habitats, including ponds and streams, and to
determine the presence of existing or potential key fish barriers. Fish barriers were
identified in the North Fork drainage using the following criteria: presence of a rock
barrier with a vertical drop of more than five feet; or a shorter drop, if fish were absent



upstream; or a continuous reach of stream with high gradient and no holding/resting
water for trout. Using ArcView GIS software, data were archived and analyzed, and plan
alternatives were generated.

Angler use at each water in the basin was estimated through volunteer angler surveys.
Two “iron rangers”, or metal survey stations, were put at the wilderness access
trailheads, encouraging anglers to provide data for this management plan. The survey
form (Appendix Il) queried anglers on date, location, fish species caught, number of trout
kept and released, trout lengths and condition, fishing effort, and satisfaction. The most
useful data appeared to be location(s) fished, since much of the remaining data were of
poor quality. To help anglers identify waters, a simple GIS map of the basin was printed
on the back of each survey form.

To minimize optical distortion, lake images were scanned from the central third of aerial
photographs (approximately 1:15,840 scale; 1993-94) obtained from the Inyo National
Forest. Scanned images were georeferenced using Geographic Transformer AVX™ as
an ArcView GIS software extension. For comparison of lakes with each other, images
were scaled at 1:2,400 (Appendix |).

FISHERIES RESOURCES

Brown (BN), rainbow (RT), brook (BK), golden (GT), and cutthroat trout (CT) have been
stocked in the Big Pine Basin (Table 1). CDFG calendar year end stocking records date
back to the 1960's, though trout were likely first stocked into some Big Pine lakes near
the turn of the 20" century. Further information on fish presence and past stocking
allotments are contained in the stream and lake files of the CDFG’s Bishop office.

Wilderness fisheries have been managed for wild trout and "put and grow" hatchery
fingerling trout. Many strains of rainbow trout, brown trout, and brook trout have been
stocked into backcountry lakes and tributaries, and many of these trout have
successfully spawned, producing "wild trout" progeny. The term "wild trout" should not
be confused with "native trout", which refers to trout that existed in watersheds prior to
European settlement and have a defined natural range without human intervention. All
waters in Inyo and Mono counties south of the Walker River drainage, including waters
in the Big Pine Basin, have no native trout.

A reduction of stocked trout in 1999 is supported by data collected for this management
plan. Stocked trout were observed in many cases to compete with an already
overabundant wild brook trout population resulting in slow growth of all trout. In the case
of the Thumb lakes, golden trout were simply too numerous in habitats with too little food
to yield desirable trout growth.

Hatchery allotments are "goals", and production shortfalls and surpluses may occur in
some years. Actual numbers stocked can be affected by the availability of strains,
CDFG hatchery budgets, drought, disease, and the severity of winter conditions.



Table 1. Fish species stocked and recent management of the Big Pine Basin lakes.

Name of Fish species
lake stocked historically
First BN, RT, BK
Second BK, RT

Third BK, RT

Fourth BK, RT, BN, CT
Fifth BK, RT, BN
Sixth BK, RT, BN
Seventh BK, GT

Eighth GT

Summit BK, RT, CT
Black BK, RT, BN
Sam Mack BK, RT

Willow BK

Brainard BK, RT, GT

Thumb, lower BK, RT, GT
Thumb, upper BK, RT, GT
Finger GT
Elinore BK

1996 fish
stocking

6,000 RT
9,000 RT

5,000 RT
5,000 RT
8,000 RT
Not stocked
Not stocked
Not stocked
Not stocked
4,000 RT

Not stocked
Not stocked
Not stocked
1,000 GT

1,000 GT

Not stocked
Not stocked

1999 fish
stocking

6,000 RT annually

2,000 RT annually or

experimental®

3,000 RT annually

1,000 RT annually

2,000 RT annually

Not stocked

Not stocked

Not stocked

250 GT annually

Not stocked or
experimental

Not stocked

Not stocked

Not stocked

500 GT every even year

Not stocked

Not stocked

Not stocked

* Experimental management is discussed in the FUTURE FISHERIES RESEARCH

section of this plan.

Brook trout are no longer stocked in the Big Pine Creek Basin, since they generally
overpopulate, become stunted, and maintain this condition almost indefinitely. Although
brook trout are a prized sport fish, they are commonly a nuisance species in backcountry
lakes, and their presence frequently precludes other more desirable resource

management options.

Angling regulations for all waters in the Big Pine Creek Basin follow the Sierra District
general regulations that allow anglers to harvest 5 trout per day with 10 trout in
possession. Additionally, up to10 brook trout per day less than 10 inches total length may
be taken and possessed over and above the other daily bag and possession limits
specified. The brook trout “bonus bag limit” was adopted to encourage the harvest of
brook trout from overpopulated waters such as those found in the Big Pine Creek Basin.

Fifteen Big Pine lakes currently offer anglers the opportunity to catch four trout species.
Fish species distributions are derived from stocking records and gill net data (Figure 2).
Rainbow trout are stocked and may be maintained through natural reproduction in Black




































































































































