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May 9" 2011
To:  Mr Stopher, Ca. DFG

From: Donald E. Eno
Lifetime Member PLP

Adopting Comments from Jerry Hobbs of P.L.P. et al
Re: Public Comments on Proposed Suction Dredging Regulations — SDEIR

California Mother lode Country is a rich resource, to this day, and it is a
crying shame that the people of California cannot enjoy the economic
benefits from our infamous Mother lode mineral bounty. California is in the
tank some 30 billion dollars, and the United States economy is on life
support rescued only by printing money neck and neck with other Countries
fiat currencies. The ship is sinking fast and unbelievably the CDFG is
spending millions of dollars screwing around with this SDEIR for the
purpose of making sure of two things.

One is to stop all placer gold mining in our rivers assuring that new wealth
cannot ever be extracted from rivers and for the benefit of California’s
economy ever again.

Two i1s to ensure that all the mercury, heavy metals, Su/fide Rich Black
Sands, toxic minerals, asphalt and garbage that is polluting our rivers is
“Quarantined” and thoroughly protected by the environmental groups &
Federal and State Agencies. All of them hell bent on making it a crime for
suction dredge miners to remove any and all pollution we unearth from
under river gravel beds - the very same out of site out of mind ecological
disaster contaminating California’s aquatic environment and our drinking
water supplies - that these Agencies proclaim to be protecting.

SDEIR Simply Cannot Ignore [Blow Off] the Economic Potential and
Losses of the Gold Mining Potential Of the Sierra Nevada Mother lode
Country & Other Gold Bearing Areas of California Without Hard Look
Economic Analysis.



The mineral wealth of the Mother lode has not produced anywhere near its
potential, in fact, the citizens of California have been and are being cheated
as a direct result of USFS abuse of discretion for decades. It goes without
saying that the Citizens of California have lost countless billions of dollars
as a result of USFS surface use mining regulations and abusive practices.

Every single time prospectors go out upon the National Forests (NF)
operating under the authorization of the US Mining laws, we risk being seen
or caught by the USFS and that is where the trouble begins. Even though
everything we do is perfectly lawful, we have to all but hide like thieves in
the night to keep from being threatened or cited for something by the FS.
The FS learned decades ago that if they can catch the miners early enough,
there is always a way to stop him from doing enough diligent work before he
can make a discovery of valuable minerals, or stop him from having a
chance to perfect his discovery. The cost to California has been vast and it
has all been done in the name of protecting FS surface resources. This, in
part is why I bring all these issues to the forefront, what are the losses to the
State, and what have been the true costs? How much more must be lost.

These Environmental protection agencies” EPA, CDFG, USFS, and
CRWQB were created, funded, and armed with vast power and backed by
environmental statutes for the purpose of protecting; safe domestic water
supplies, clean water, protection of fish and wildlife, clean air, to prohibit
pollutants from harming our shared environment. However, this is not the
case, environmental concern and protections are not the mission or the
objective at all. Environmental health is a subterfuge, a surrogate for
exacting absolute power to take absolute control over virtually all lands of
the United States, and the [river]| Pollution in this case is what
Representative Helen Chenowith-Hage dubbed the new species of cash cow.
If not but for the pollution lurking in the rivers, and the fears of ecological
disasters that are threatening our environment, none of these federal and
state employees would have a job.

These agencies, CDFG included have created an entire industry: vibrant
environmental businesses like Horizon, a subcontracted private gaggle of
purported scientists performing tasks like this SDEIR, and environmental
special interest groups’ law firms, dedicated to litigation on behalf of Mother
Nature, a bustling private businesses well funded by our agencies, and spin
cycling the moneys back to their lobbies to help control all the; lands,



waters, and air of these United States. Despite our thirty billion dollar
deficit, there is apparently no shortage of money flowing through these
bustling businesses or through our State and Federal agencies for
environmental studies and draconian regulations.

All these; sky is falling, save the earth, global warming theories assure
absolute Federal and State Agencies’ control over every natural resource
guarantees to provide a thriving environmental industry, and spin cycles
money to lobbies and Politicians for more and more power and control.
Hell, we don’t need to save the planet, the planet will be fine long after
mankind is gone and forgotten. We cannot save ourselves from ourselves,
and this whole SDEIR proves my case.

At this point, assuming CDFG pulls off this hoax, the net result will assure
several horrific environmental consequences will occur as follows.

The gross pollution; Heavy metals like lead, mercury, and minerals like
arsenic and others cited in the SDEIR will remain undisturbed in the
watersheds; on bedrock, under the river gravel beds of the Sierra Nevada’s
will continue to; oxidize, leach, rust, corrode deep in the river channels out
of site and out of mind.

The mercury will remain in the rivers as-is where-is for now.

The super-sized metallic garbage, miscellaneous metallic trash, scrap metals,
aluminum cans, tin cans, and asphalt will largely be ignored & unnoticed.
The general public will pat you all on the back, they will continue flocking
to the National forests enjoying the rivers and streams oblivious to the
ecological disaster under their feet. Swimmers, tubers, kayakers, fishermen,
sport divers, come one comes all will be exposed to the very personal safety
hazards your SDEIR declared would likely pose a health hazard to gold
dredgers working under water! And, these elitists’ fly fishermen, and the
more reasonable sport fishermen will continue to pursue, catch, kill, and eat
mercury and heavy metals contaminated fish flesh, oblivious to the CDFG
fish farming for $$ and heavy metals protection management practices.

It is absolute certainty that that all future major floods will turn the raging
rivers into massive gravel ball mills which in turn will grind and spread this
poisonous mixture further down the watersheds, flouring mercury, and
posing greater and greater risks to our water supply, fish, aquatic



environments and jeopardize the public health and safety of all citizens of
California.

The net result of all these environmental controls - in this particular case the
SDEIR - for the purported; protection of water quality, the habitats for the
poor yellow legged frog, (AKA: Fish Food) and, the elimination &
mitigation of the in stream suction dredge miners - will assure a long
enduring legacy and testament Government assured pollution and poisonous
water supplies for all humankind and species within the once great State of
California.

Question; Why does CDFG insist on fattening up planted — stocked trout
and/or other fish species with yellow legged frogs and / or other frogs?
Question; Is it the all mighty dollar for fishing licenses?

The theories and conclusions throughout the SDEIR are weak at best,
grabbing at straws, inferring harms to justify an entirely new CDFG in
stream suction dredge mining, providing for the submission of a Plan of
Operations scenario with multiple authorizations under the guise of a
“permit.”

My wife and I moved to California in 1992 for the gold mining opportunities
it offered under the US Mining Laws. When we moved here, 1 was naive, I
thought that the agencies like the USFS were honorable and had to be
honest. Silly me, it didn’t take long for me to learn that I was dead wrong.

Prospecting and small scale mining is wrought with challenges, often
hazardous to life and limb; dark tunnels, raises, shafts, oxygen depletion,
cave-ins, underwater rockslides, looming boulders, and the list goes on. The
greatest threat of all hands-down has been USFS material interference, and
making otherwise lawful exercise of the authorized mining under the US
Mining Laws a crime.

The only mining allowed it appears is Massive Corporate — scale mining, a
scale that sends the Environmentalists into orbit. These are the mines that
leave the massive scars all the environmentalists get upset about. What is
strange is that small-scale miners in both under ground placer and river
placers could work 50 years and never know they were there. You all have a
choice, either plenty of insignificant blemishes here and there - and often
times no trace at all, or the alternative is big massive pits and everybody



goes crazy over them to. So, it appears that environmentalists will never be
happy.

Then there is the USFS managed Mineral Materials mining, but the USFS
gets their cut of the $$$. The small hard rock miners have been all but
destroyed, and all that’s really left are the small-scale miners operating
small-scale suction dredgers.

Having dissected this SDEIR as much as I have, it is evident that CDFG and
all collaborators have a mission that I never knew before. It appears that
CDFG has a new mission. More on this later...

SDEIR Premise: No Valid Gold Mines — No Concern For Takings

The DFG scientists and collaborators who prepared the SDEIR made
arbitrary and capricious assumptions regarding the shrinking number of
Suction Dredge Miners - in correlation - with the rise and fall of the spot
price of gold - the shrinking number of plans of operations (PO’s) - the
purported depletion of gold in our rivers as evidenced by - (the disputed data
collected from 1,111 CDFG surveys) - which erroneously presumes that the
gold production reported in relation to the reported number of days miners
spent suction dredge mining - at first blush - might indicate that there is no
economic quantity[ies] of gold in the California’s rivers to substantiate valid
mining claims. This entire topic is overly generalized, there is no economic
analysis or computations to support these presumptions in the SDEIR and I
believe that such analysis was overlooked to avoid interferences with the
predetermined objectives that this SDEIR was tailored to create.

Operating under these broad brushed presumptions, it appears that the
SDEIR is relying on the theory that under this new regulatory regime, there
will be no way for miners to prove they have a valuable mine and therefore,
there will not be any fakings issues, thus no liabilities for the State of
California. This is not a safe presumption.

SDEIR indicates that the USFS geologists (mineral examiners / expert
witnesses) from Redding Ca. Region 5 et al have been consulted to assist the
CDFG SDEIR team to formulate these proposed sub-surface mining
regulations with a Plan of Operations (PO) authorization(s) provision(s)
cleverly referred to as a “Permit(s).” In reality, these so-called permits are



simply a 36 CFR 228 styled PO approval process with multi-level stages of
authorization - to pretend each level of authorization is a Permit to skirt the
Federal Mining Laws. This is a very, very clever use of semantics to achieve
a result that will benefit the USFS far beyond they could have dreamed of
otherwise under the Federal Laws and constraints of authority.

There can be no doubt whatsoever that the USFS and perhaps BLM advised
CDFG that Validity Examinations and Validity Contest actions routinely
would cost the poor miner(s) + or - $100,000.00 each for one mining claim
and usually takes many years to adjudicate. It will cost more if the miner
actually won because most likely FS would appeal which drags this process
out longer costing more $$. Plainly the USFS and CDFG rely upon the
overwhelming legal costs to take mines w/o compensation by design.

And, these Certified Minerals Officers know full well that when the SDEIR
proposed regulations reduce the dredge nozzle size, then next to nobody will
stand a chance in a validity contest. This I believe is the plan that CDFG has
cooked up in concert with the USFS and is what CDFG is relying upon. It is
also why CDFG SDEIR is arrogantly refusing to accommodate, or even
discuss the 1872 Mining Laws, and the Mineral Policy Acts of 1970 and
1980, mining rights, ownership of real property etc. I have been scratching
my head wondering what I was missing that gave CDFG and SDEIR this
arrogant confidence. The maze of bizarre anomalies contained in this SDEIR
is coming into focus now.

Any miner or mineral examiner worth a damn knows that profit of a mining
venture is directionally proportional to the tonnage and grade of ore moved
vs, the time it takes to move it. And that your proposed regulations are by
design intended to materially interfere, prohibit mining and to threaten to
invalidate any and all placer mines of your collective choosing to insulate
the State and the USFS from the threat of takings at the court of claims. This
in itself is subterfuge, a premeditated plan to take any and all mining claims
at will under the color of law and authority without Due Process of law. I
suggest that CDFG cease and desist with this SDEIR plan as there will be no
turning back if you do the dirty deed. If Congress Investigates the
collaboration with those highly trained Federal officers and attorneys who
knew better, heads are going to roll.

Therefore, if the USFS and / or BLM and / or CRWQB et al are colluding
with the CDFG team to formulate this perfect plan using this SDEIR to



destroy one targeted class of people, through these regulations under the
guise of protecting the fish and water quality, there will be big trouble ahead
for all who knowingly participated. Occupational Profiling?
Discrimination? And, even more profound is that if CDFG goes final with
these Proposed regulations, the USES will have achieved the regulatory
regime of their dreams, second only to the 1974 promulgation of the 36 CFR
252 Surface Mining Regulations — re codified as 36 CFR 228.

So, I can well imagine how the USFS, R-5, OGC, and the whole lot of these
collaborators are feeling mighty giddy about now knowing that they have
nearly achieved the otherwise impossible. That is, a means to prohibit
mining via collaboration with CDFG and CRWQCB et al through this
SDEIR.

I strongly recommend that CDFG and FS et al don’t go this route. Actually,
it doesn’t matter that much, you are all exposed to a profound degree having
done what you have done thus far. You can bet your careers that there will
be intense Congressional oversight, investigations, hearings as a result of
this premeditated trickery under the color of law and under the pretext of
protecting fish and water quality.

It is my opinion that the CDFG and all collaborators are using the alleged +
or — 2% mercury loss from dredge tailings issue that might harm fish and
water quality as a pretext and excuse to justify gaining 100% control over
suction dredge mining in our rivers and to satisfy all collaborators in this
dubious deception of unprecedented proportion. The word Collaborators
sounds like such an innocent term doesn’t it? It is not, it is more like
conspiring in this case referring to this SDEIR.

Just as the environmentalists used the protection of the habitat for the
spotted owl as a surrogate species for the true purpose of prohibiting the
practice of logging old growth timber, the CDFG appears to be using specs
of mercury and frogs as a line of attack to stop and/or control all suction
dredge mining in California’s rivers. Everybody knows that frogs are fish
[food, especially fishermen! So CDFG keeps on managing the fish farm
monopoly, business as usual for big annual income, selling licenses to kill
fish en masse. All the while quarantining the river pollution to protect it, not
the fish and frogs.




Frankly, having read all the vague theories, overblown fears, and purported
science contained throughout your SDEIR, I conclude that there isn’t one of
you who could possibly cares about our fish, water quality, or any other
genuine environmental concern, other than the power you gain from it.
Rather, this particular brand of environmentalism as demonstrated
throughout this SDEIR is a calculated maneuver used strictly for control. I
cannot read one paragraph is your SDEIR without seeing the spin, bias and
unjustifiable smearing of suction dredge miners and all their associated
activities.

Resume SDEIR Premise Analysis
Skewed Data collection biased outcome of SDEIR
Using 1,111 responses to your survey questions appears to be a methodical and calculated
strategy to skew the analysis and conclusions, and to minimize as much opposition to this
SDEIR as possible. Your analysis and conclusions in this SDEIR are based
upon the responses of only the suction dredge miners who responded to your
surveys consisting of 1,111 suction dredge miners for the 2008 mining
season. (Approximately 33 percent of the documented permits for that year)
CDFG should reconsider the wisdom of this flawed strategy.

Question; How might the analysis and results of the SDEIR changed if
every owner of patented and un-patented placer mining claims filed at BLM
throughout the state of California had been notified in advance that CDFG
was planning to perform an EIR with the intent to promulgate new sub
surface placer mining regulations and a multi level permit system affecting
all mining claims situated on rivers and streams?

CDFG failed to provide proper lawful Notice

SDEIR should have put all California mining claim owners on proper lawful
‘notice’ that their “property interests” may or will be taken by “State
Regulations” under this SDEIR regulatory scheme.

SDEIR Offends Due Process

I know it sounds silly for mere citizens to expect be protected by Due
Process under the US Constitution with respect to property rights. Never the
less, it is just a thought CDFG might entertain since you have made it clear
you don’t care about mining rights or any of that silly nonsense the courts
have struggled with about 140 years.



SDEIR Failed to provide Advanced Notice

SDEIR failed to put all California mining claimants (property Owners) on
advanced notice prior to preparing the SDEIR. This failure precluded all
prospectors, miners, and mining claim holders on notice as to the; who,
what, when, where, and why their property interests and mining rights may
be affected.

Insufficient notice biased SDEIR

If all mining claim holders in this State were properly notified well in
advance, the SDEIR would have had vastly more input and data, and
therefore dramatically changed the content of the entire SDEIR. However,
the way this SDEIR has been fabricated, it is evident that it has been a
sneaky, quiet, back room process with unscrupulous characters & motives to
satisfy everyone but the targeted and profiled gold miners of every stripe in
the State of California. SDEIR infended to deceive the public and skew the
data in to achieve the purposes of all the agencies involved.

As it stands, each and every owner of mining claims located in the State of
California have been denied an opportunity to be involved in public scoping,
and to participate in this SDEIR process. And to be notified in advance of
impending regulatory schemes that may affect their rights, and if these
regulations go final, it is a forgone conclusion that the Due Process rights of
every owner of mining claims located in the State of California will violated
by SDEIR failure to serve notice.

[ urge CDFG to reconsider moving forward with this egregious oversight
and immediately correct this oversight by giving proper notice in a timely
manner.

This entire premise lacks merit for a broad number of reasons, which my
comments will expose in further discussions as follows;

Your analysis and conclusions are based in part upon the responses of only the suction dredge miners who
responded to your surveys consisting of approximately 1,111 (purported) randomly* selected suction
dredge miners for the 2008 mining season. (Repetitive)

Under Notice and Due Process, SDEIR should have sent surveys and
notice to all owners of placer mining claims located in California by
collaborating with USDI BLM using BLM Data Base.



The mere fact that CDFG SDEIR Team deliberately chose not to send
surveys to all miners who own Federal placer mining claims in California is
egregious and indefensible.

Why?

Because every year the USDI BLM sends out the annual mining claims
maintenance packages to all mining claimants holding active (Lode, Placer,
Tunnel sites, & Mill sites) within the State of California. This annual mass
mailing notifies everyone holding interest is such property of the latest
changes is fees or rules. You have had nearly three years to deal with this
crap, to contact miners and gather information that you claim to want for
making wise decisions. We only have 60 days to unravel and decipher your
complex web of deception. Given more time, I personally could have refined
my comments and condensed them, but I have to ensure my standing is
secure first and fore most.

Discussion

Each and every owner of an un-patented placer mining claim has an interest
in mining in California, and certainly deserves the right to be put on
advanced notice; that several methods of placer mining are currently being
reviewed by a hand picked group of environmental activists masquerading
as; scientists, CDFG officers, private environmental contractors and
consultants of every environmental Agency within the State of California.

SDEIR regulations affect more than just in stream suction dredgers
Further, this collaborative group is planning to perform an EIR for the
purpose reviewing suction dredge mining, and that the scope and breadth of
this review will include possible changes to; kigh-banking, gold panning,
power sluicing, ground sluicing, and power winching on Federal mining
claims located throughout the state of California. CDFG SDEIR failed to
give all these other owners of placer mining claims notice and Due Process.
Their mining rights have also been adversely affected and they don’t even

know it yet!

Further such notice should have advised all placer mining claimants that the
outcome of the review may or is likely to result in proposing new
regulations that may result in more restrictive use(s) of their Federal mining
claims that may adversely the impact their right to mine, and /or may
adversely affect their property interest’s in said mining claims and may
affect the validity of their mining claims.
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To be fair, the CDFG should have collaborated and coordinated a mass
mailing to all mining claimants with USDI BLM to ensure all claimants
were given notice by adding one or two stinking pages to the BLM bulk
mailing with notice, enclosed information and updates, and web site
addresses with pertinent and current information such as I described above.
Even if CDFG asserts this collaboration with BLM is or was impossible, for
any reason whatsoever, then the alternative would be to Request a computer
generated electronic version of the BLM’s current mailing list.

Had CDFG done this, then all properly and notified recipients would have
been given proper and lawful notice that their Federal mining claims and
Granted Mining Rights would be in serious Jeopardy.

Even more profound is that the Citizens of California and the Citizens of the
United States - each and every one - are adversely affected by these broad
sweeping proposed regulations.

Why?

Because the US Mining Laws declares that these lands are free and open to
exploration, prospecting, entry, location, and mining to all citizens of the
United States. Now, unwitting prospectors who enter lands open to entry
under the mining laws who have not been given notice will be subject to
citation for daring to prospect in a manner in violation with SDEIR
regulations.

(Insert 1872 US Mining Law Preamble Here)

Therefore your failure to notify not only the current owners of un-patented
mining claims in California, but also you are prohibiting all future
prospecting in rivers, lakes, and whatever waters that you have authority to
reasonably regulate.

Thus, this SDEIR and proposed regulations hamper, impede, clash with,
endanger and materially interfere with and outright prohibit the entire stated
purpose of the US Mining Laws and the Mineral Policy Acts.

I Request CDFG provide Congress a Copy of this SDEIR

I strongly suggest that the CDFG formally inform and advise Congress that
the State of California and the CDFG has devised a plan and scheme to
usurp and generally disregard the US Mining Laws with respect to in stream
placer mining throughout the state with this proposed SDEIR.
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I advise CDFG to advise Congress that CDFG has in the past, and is,
expanding vast withdrawals of rivers and streams from conducting any
reasonable means of placer mining operation in California’s waters by
regulatory fiat under the SDEIR with the full cooperation and assistance of
the USFS and/or other Federal Agencies.

When I say Congress, I am not referring to your liberal buddies, I mean
the appropriate Committees and Subcommittees related to mining and
land management etc. that would be horrified at these actions.

Question; How many linear miles of rivers and streams did CDFG close to
in stream placer mining in the State of California (suction Dredging) in
19947

Question: Can you provide me/us with a series of maps for the public record
showing and listing all the miles of rivers CDFG closed to in stream placer
mining with suction dredges?

(If not, please provide relevant data or a specific reference so I can go
dredge these up for myself.)

Question; How many linear miles of rivers and streams is CDFG closing to
in stream placer mining in the State of California (suction Dredging) as
proposed in this SDEIR?

Citizens’ right to choose to benefit from the Rewards of US Mining
Laws have been usurped

And the Citizens of this State and the US have not been given advance
notice that their right under the US Mining Laws to obtain a mining right
and to secure the exclusive possession of an un-patented mining claim
through self-initiation is unlawful in the State of California.

CDFG failed to afford notice to corporations in this SDEIR

Under the US Mining Laws the word “Citizens” has been extended to
include “Corporations.” Thus, it appears that corporations have not been put
on notice of CDFG SDEIR finding proposed regulatory scheme as may
adversely affect their valuable mineral estates.

Further, I personally own several such mining claims that I did not “dredge”

in 2008, however this does not indicate that I had or have no interest in
extracting my minerals by suction dredge mining at some point in the future.
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CDFG via SDEIR is willfully discriminating against a minority group
The fact that I was not afforded the courtesy of proper and lawful notice and
was not afforded an opportunity to participate in this process strictly because
I did not choose to purchase a suction dredge permit from CDFG for that
particular year - even though I still hold valid active river placer mining
claims - discriminates against me, skews the purported analysis, and by
extension, discriminates against thousands of other subsurface placer miners
holding valid and active Federal mining claims who were also deliberately
and / or maliciously excluded from reasonable; notification, participation,
and failed to afford them an opportunity to participate in the surveys.

Back to Premise

The SDEIR makes far too many unfounded presumptions throughout this
SDEIR, and severely lacks any consequential analysis related to the reasons.
Reading the SDEIR one is led to believe that it must be due to depletion of
gold in California’s rivers and streams. I disagree with these bald assertions
that were made in the SDEIR to mislead one to believe that that theory is
true. Absent any evidence the validity of the question remains why.

Questions;
Why have in stream placer mining operations been on a steady decline for

nearly 20 years?

Why is gold production continuing to be in decline - despite the 10-year
steadily rising spot gold price reaching the current price of $1,500.00 per
ounce?

Why are the numbers of approved plans of operations in California’s
National Forests inexplicably down nearly to zero for all forms of gold
mining including; open pit placer mining, subsurface (underground) gravel
mining, subsurface lode mining, and in stream placer mining?

Your SDEIR team made no attempt to determine the cause of any of these
questions. The only data available that your team found worthy of analyzing
came from surveys of gold recovery that was proffered by the 1,111 in
stream placer miners survey. Even then the SDEIR had reservations
concerning the validity of this data and explained scientifically why such
data may be skewed, for example they came up with “recall bias” with
respect to miners’ anecdotal reports of gold production.
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So, I came up with my own explanation for the SDEIR gold depletion theory
which I call “liars bias” short for “The deliberate and calculated for CDFG
desired outcome bias.”

Setting the record straight — answering the questions
For all your highly educated scientists, analysts, and consultants to fail to
entertain and address the possible reasons why is absurd. In fact,
considering your collaboration with the USFS minerals officers in particular
makes the fact that the SDEIR team couldn’t — didn’t want to - manage to
answer these questions is both inexcusable and inexplicable, and at best
deceitful to put it mildly. Especially in light of the valuable resources of gold
locked away in rivers CDFG has removed from in stream mining for nearly
twenty years.

If I make bald assertions with out providing explanations or basis for my
answers to these questions SDEIR team would have no reason to consider
them. Therefore I will provide the sources for your analysis so that you can
answer the mysterious questions yourselves.

Below I will provide yvou the plausible variables that you should have
considered carefully before yvou all took such quantum leaps to achieve your
politically motivated agenda as follows;

(I know, it puts a monkey wrench in your giddy up that you wanted to
avoid.)

Reasons Why and Sources of data for Confirmation
Comprehensive analysis of BLM statistics related to the number of placer
mining claims located on lakes, rivers, streams and waters filed at BLM
each and every year at least beginning in 1990 or earlier.

A) The spot price of gold each and every year since 1990 or earlier.
B) Comprehensive USFS data since 1990 or earlier establishing;

1) The number of submissions of plans of operations (PO’s) and
Notices of Intent (NOI) - Statewide - for suction dredging
operations & the number of FS approvals of NOI’s & PO’s for
suction dredging in connection with either camping or occupancy.

2) The number of Submitted NOI’s and/or PO’s that FS did not
authorize along with the statistical data indicating why they were
not authorized.
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3) The number of NOI’s and PO’s that the miners withdrew after
they had been submitted.

4) The length of time it took between the date of submission and the
date the NOI’s or PO’s were either; rejected, denied,
unreasonably delayed, unreasonably mitigated, and/or were
subsequently withdrawn by claimant for his just cause.

Just Cause,

Miners who refused a PO because of the unlawful minimum bond,

unreasonable mitigation measures, unreasonable delay, etc..

Discussion; USFS fabricated a shortcut to aid them in compelling the

miners to file a NOI or PO to authorize camping. The FS used 36

CFR 261 prohibitions to issue Forest Order 03-98 prohibiting

camping more than 30 days unless the miner obtained authorization

through an approved PO. To add insult to injury at the same time the

USES tried to require a minimum bond of $2100.00 before a PO

would be authorized. (Minimum bond was unlawful and FS dropped

the “minimum bond” a few years later)

W/O the camping FO, the USFS lacked jurisdiction and authority to
demand a PO for suction dredging operations. And FS compelled
miners to submit a PO under the pretext of authorizing the “camping’
Forest Orders - coupled with the attendant extortion of a reclamation
bond. Semantics.

2

Convoluted as it sounds, hard to describe or believe as it is, the USFS
tracked down every miner in Pumas NF routinely in a concerted
effort - and harassed and threatened all miners in Plumas National
Forest for some ten years with this creative use of semantics under
the color of law and authority.

Also, there are no bonding companies that will bond small miners
because the property interest in an un-patented mining claim - that
the bond would have been tied to - is encumbered by USFS
“authorizations,” rendering the true mineral value of any and all such
un-patented mining claims nearly worthless.

(For Plumas NF only, FO 03-98, 30 day camping prohibition w/out
authorization through a PO.) Circa 1998

All the rock solid evidence and data reflecting my assertions above is
available at all USFS District Ranger and Forest Supervisors’ offices
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throughout California. - Whatever the FS does in one state spreads
like wildfire to all the others.
*(Just like the USFS, the BLM should also provide very similar statistical
data, and criteria as described for USFS above - under their mining
regulations - as relates to suction dredge mining since 1990 or before.)

Harassment

I don’t suppose SDEIR considered this issue & FS would not be eager to
share this information because it looks bad.

Question? Might anyone on the SDEIR team be thinking that the data
derived from these answers might explain in part why these tactics might;
lower the gold production rates, or reduce the number of miners willing to
mine, or explain both the increase in the number of approved PO’s from
1990 — 2000 and then the decrease in the number of PO’s from about 2000
to the present?

Discussion — Harassment — NOI — PO Approval Process

The USFS willfully and eagerly engages in stalling tactics that violate their
own 36 CFR 228 mining regulations. They use their unbridled discretion to
compel miners to submit a NOI or PO under the guise that our “operations”
(one- man show) may cause a significant surface resource disturbance.
This allows the FS to stall approving operations - as a matter of course -
under the premise that they must analyze the possible adverse impacts to
surface resources. - And/or they need more information or more time to
adequately analyze the proposed PO for many months and years.

Yet, by golly, the FS always approves PO’s without ever performing an EA
because they determine that the operations will not cause a significant
surface resource disturbance after all! Wow, we have come full circle to
where we began. Seems like a waste of time and a big hassle for nothing in
most cases.

Furthermore, after months and years of torture and stalling and frustration,
some miners decide it is time to go and mine anyway. Bad move, these
miners end up in Federal Court and get prosecuted and punished.

Discussion — Latest Trick to stop all NOI’s and PO’s

The PNF FS latest trick that has evolved over the past few years is to sick
the CRWQCB on them and as a result, nobody in Plumas NF or Tahoe NF
has managed to get an approved PO for the past 2 years. Some have paid
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thousands of dollars and waited for years for approvals with no guarantee
that they will actually ever be approved.

SDEIR Disingenuous — Old Data Intentionally Misleading -

Thus SDEIR is mis-leading due to the manner in which SDEIR used the
USFS number of PO’s spanning 3 years to pretend that miners just aren’t
mining or filing PO’s to mine. From the data you can acquire from the USFS
Offices in Plumas NF will prove my assertions above are true and it would
lead reasonable minds to conclude that these forms of harassment are
occurring and have for at least 16 years straight.

And, the USFS data - if reviewed fairly — would show a distinct and direct
correlation between the “Camping” Forest Order 03-98 (in Plumas NF) and
the number of PO’s filed for suction Dredging operations within the
National Forests.

Harassment — Direct Correlation — FS Own Interpretations of case law
Also, it would be wise to recognize that for several years before the FS
dreamed up the camping forest order, - around 1992? - The number of NOI’s
& PO’s for suction dredge mining is up during that period because of the
prior occupancy strategy the USFS engaged in ie; claiming their
interpretation of certain case law regarding occupancy and structures along
with the USFS threats of citations etc. This was also a USFS-wide scheme in
Region 5. Most of the suction dredgers I knew at the time had done their
homework and determined that the FS was without authority to demand
these NOI’s & PO’s so we had to hide as much as possible. FS does not
have any interest in whether their rules are lawful, they use them as long as
they can get away with it, and when a court rules them unlawful, the FS
finds another unlawful strategy until it is over ruled. The end justifies the
means!

CDFG is also Responsible for Gold Production being Down

CDFG Largely responsible for huge reduction in production. Funny, one
would have thought that with all the highly educated professionals involved
- pouring their hearts & souls into this project - analyzing all this data and
combing such vast literature resources for research to complete this
comprehensive SDEIR - that at least one brilliant analyst might have found
it important to analyze data beginning say 5 or 10 years prior to the /st time
the CDFG introduced suction dredging regulations - followed by the
introduction of the /994 suction dredge mining regulations - and then
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performed the economic analysis to derive at the actual adverse economic
impacts caused to the gold production specifically caused by the CDFG
Regulatory scheme and permit system in California.

Question; What is the adverse economic impact in relation to gold
production in California as a direct and/or indirect result of CDFG suction
dredging regulations since 19857

Assuming that the answer is provided by CDFG along with the Data to
support it, then we might ascertain how much gold production has been lost
or taken by and from the State of California, as a direct consequence of
CDEFG prior suction dredging regulations and correlate this data accordingly
for economic analysis of the loss of gold recovery and its value in Dollars
since CDFG got involved regulating in stream mining.

Darn it, I forgot, California’s Gold Production in California’s Mother
Lode Country is not worthy of economic consideration, for it complicates the
predetermined goals and objectives of the SDEIR.

Such in depth analysis will strongly suggest that the low production rates are
indeed directly correlated with the adverse economic impacts caused in
large part by all previous CDEFG SD unreasonable and restrictive

regulations.

Economic Analysis Grossly Deficient

Seriously, CDFG SDEIR economic analysis needed to take a requisite “hard
look™ at the adverse economic impacts directly related to cumulative
economic impacts to suction dredge miners and to the State of California
with due regard to the USFS own special brand of harassment of placer
miners and lode miners spanning the same period of time in California.

Irretrievable losses of highly skilled prospectors & miners

Consider also that countless highly skilled lode and placer miners with
decades of experience have been harassed out of the forests and/or driven
into bankruptcy as a direct result of these abuses, and worse, all that hard
earned knowledge about all forms of gold mining is lost, leaving us with
precious few mentors that might have passed down that invaluable
knowledge to younger men if not but for these unreasonable Government
Agency regulations and willful abuses.
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OK, a little sarcasm is in order

I can hear it all now, the collaborators behind this charade saying; “we can’t
have that, no, we just “stay the course” white wash the whole gold
production subject and pretend there simply is not enough gold to justify
showing how much economic harm we have already caused to the miners
and the California economy, and caused directly by our own regulations.”
“Don’t take a requisite “hard look™ at the “economic” analysis, that’s
opening Pandora’s box.” “And if we did the economic hard look analysis it
certainly would interfere with our plans and make us all look bad.”

Honest Adverse Analysis of Economic Impacts Would Benefit the State
of California Substantially

If CDFG SDEIR team did genuine and honest economic research,
evaluation, and also reviewed the direct adverse economic impacts caused
by the USFS harassment and regulations spanning the same period of time,
and the correlated direct economic impacts caused by the other agencies,
then CDFG would have some solid data to truly evaluate the potential
economic benefits that the State of California might expect to gain from
mineral extraction, especially in these economic hard times.

Question; We the Citizens of this state need to know approximately what
we have lost over the past 20 years and what more we will lose as a result of
the SDEIR proposed regulations?

This requisite hard look at the economic impacts and benefits analysis
would benefit the; in stream miners, all the citizens of the State of
California, and the Federal Government to know; how much money all this
harassment, litigation, prosecution, and regulation is costing the people of
the State of California, the Federal Government, and the Tax Payers of the
United States.

Let’s not forget, all these unnecessary harassments and litigation have an
adverse impact related to; the losses of workforce skills, talent, loss of
productive workforce hours, loss of efficiency during in stream mining
operations, and losses of gold recovery and so on. CDFG has a broad array
of highly skilled professional analysts and resources available to prepare the
proper hard look at economic impacts for this SDEIR, so it shouldn’t be that
tough to come up with this economic analysis. Perhaps then we will have a
far better perspective and make better decisions — and in the best interest of
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the citizens of the State of California, and eliminate a lot of waste, fraud, and
abuse at the same time!

Adverse Economic Impacts to California and to the United States

Next, what are these illusive costs anyway?

What is the cost to the California Tax payers?

What is the cost in lost gold recovery revenue as a direct result of Federal
and State’s regulatory interference; which amounts to regulatory material
interference?

What is the cost to the Federal Government?

What is the cost to the people of the United States?

How much money does it cost the USFS to pay the college kids to spy on
miners for them, or for the USFS to; hassle, threaten, intimidate, inspect,
cite, investigate, prosecute, and punish these evil gold miners on an annual
basis anyway?

What is the cost in terms of lost short term & long term opportunities for
gold discoveries and production revenues directly linked to the /oss of
willing citizens (loss of man power) due to these egregious abuses?

What are the costs for the Federal Defenders Offices to defend many of
these poor lode, placer and/or suction dredge miners?

What are the /egal costs and expenses foist upon the suction dredge miners
who pay out of pocket expenses, and $300,00 an hour attorney’s fees for all
manner of endless litigation with the agencies?

(Not to mention the personal toll it takes on us, stress, worry, hardships,
[frustration and losses of income, shattered hopes, the countless hours
studying the vast universe of applicable laws that adversely affect them, and
keeping up with new rules in the federal Register, writing comments for the
purpose of ensuring we have provided input and have Standing to Sue when
the Agencies ram all these rules and regulations down out throats?)

What does it cost on an annual basis for the fuel, maintenance of vehicles,
and mileage for hither swarms of USFES officers to commute in packs to and
from mining claims, record keeping, Law Enforcement, time researching
County and BLM record to locate and keep track of these mining claims so
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they can target the placer miners & intercept miners who might be mining
or dredging on their claims? Oh! The horror of it all!

What are the costs of transportation and putting USFS officers up in hotels
to be present to testify against these miners?

What does it cost the Federal Courts to handle the caseloads directly related
to try and convict these miners on an annual basis?

What does it cost the IBLA to adjudicate all these mining cases brought
against miners to take their claims away?

What is the cost to the miners who were prosecuted over the span of a
decade and were found guilty, punished, fined, and put on probation, for
alleged crimes under the color of law, when it turns out that years later, the
Federal Courts rule that the very convoluted forest rules that all those poor
saps were prosecuted and punished for spanning a decade are unlawful?
(Does anyone think the USFS expunged their record, or could/would make it
up to them?) Hell no!

Oh! Like me, yea, USFS cited me, attempted prosecution, went to trial with
no evidence, on the bogus camping FO 03-98, and I was acquitted after two
years of stress, legal research, and misery. Think FS would apologize?
How are we compensated? No, they simply dream up another clever ruse to
compel our compliance.

What does it cost the USFES alone to process simple NOI’s and PO’s for
suction dredge mining; to analyze, stall, mitigate, request more information,
perform the environmental reviews or analysis, to perform the surface use
determinations, and to approve - (something already authorized under the
US Mining Laws) - these operations on an annual basis?

What is the annual cost for the USFS to be constantly in consultation with
the Office of General Council (OGC) on a continuous basis as relates to
those targeted — profiled gold miners?

What does it cost for the USFS to withdraw the land from mineral entry for

the sole purpose of prohibiting one miner or one claimant from - dare I utter
the words - suction dredge mining on his/her mining claim? Expand this for

cost per year on average?
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