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Mark Stopher:

 

We were not aware of your meeting, however, about 3 years ago, we had a problem with people dredging
on the Auburn Ravine in Placer County.  We contacted the Department of Fish and Game and were told
permits were issued. 

 

The problem the dredging created was stirring up silt and sand that clogged our foot valves.  We pay Nevada
Irrigation District for use of the water for irrigation.  The noise from their equipment made it impossible for
people on the creek to hear each other talking.  The bottom line was we had to contact the sheriff's
department to make them stop.

 

We are now in contact with a committee that is trying to restore the fish habitat in the Auburn Ravine, so we
feel we have resolved the problem should it come up in the future.

 

Thanks for your interest,

 

Judy Dawson
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I realize my input is one of probably thousands and I almost did not do this email but realizing that our
freedoms are quickly eroding so I felt compelled to give my 2-cents.

I grew up in Nevada City in the 60-70's I would have never thought I would see the day that a man
would be put out of work by a group of Indians and a liberal Alameda County judge. 

Seems that the way to for a group to get what they want is to file a lawsuit and tie things up for 4 years?

I'll bet I could find a way to do this on just about any outdoor activity if I put my mind to it.

The fact is that this litigation has really hurt a lot of men at a time when the economy is already in the
toilet. Are miners going to be compensated? Hell no. Why? Well take away all the political correctness
and the social veneer and what you would find is a bunch of people that simply hate miners and don't
want them on what they see as THEIR rivers. They could care less if miners are dead or alive. They
truly hate us!
Here's the real truth:  Anyone that has been around dredging knows that there is very little impact on
the environment. This is a bunch of extortion by the left wing. It is a microcosm of the reason the USA
is in such a mess.  A larger scale would be drilling for oil. Remember the Left saying that the Alaska
Pipeline would kill all the Caribou? Hah! They ended up multiplying because the warmth of the pipes
made it a lot less harsh of an environment for the newly born to survive.  

Here's the deal!  The California politicians are all to quick to jump on the side of Fish, Indians, and
Environmentalists and to Hell with a man putting food on the table for his family.  I doubt the ones
that voted for this law even know what suction dredging is! They probably have it positioned in their
mind being some kind of 1880 hydraulic mining operation. 

We need to change the laws so it is not so easy to put people out of work without some sort of penalty. 
I can guarantee one thing. The miners are not going to be getting any casino to make up for their
hardships. And you know what! They sure the Hell should. You have no idea how bad things are in this
economy. No idea! 

Stop the suffering and let people work. And not with a bunch of stupid restrictions. I myself bought a
claim in 2009. I spend thousands on dredge equipment just in time for this crap to happen. My
investment amounts to nothing. And does anyone reallu give a crap? Hah! I can tell you another thing! I
would be living a Hell of a lot better had I been able to put that equipment to work!

Remember one more thing. Nevada, Eldorado, and Placer County get good economic help when
miners are getting gold and spending money. This reaches out far more that just a miners pocket book.
It helps entire communities live better. 

I saw a bumper sticker a few years back that said: "Liberals Want Misery Shared Equally" I now fully
understand what that means!

Stop this madness and let the people work!

051111_Miller
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Sincerely,

Craig Miller



Mark Stopher 

California Department of Fish and Game 

Suction Dredge Program Draft SEIR Comments 

601 Locust Street 

Redding, CA  96001 

 

 

 

As a private land owner on the South Fork of Indian Creek outside of Happy Camp, 

Ca. who has been dredging on the same claims since 1981 I am in extreme protest 

of the proposed draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement and the 

proposed regulations for suction dredging that it offers.  I and my family have 

been dredging the same areas for the past 30 years.  I am sure you cannot 

imagine our disappointment when the new regulations went into effect and we 

were no longer able to dredge.   The proposed regulations do not allow any 

suction dredging on my private property or the mining claim #2973221 in Siskiyou 

County that has been my home for 30 years.  In reading through the proposed 

changes for those who are allowed, you have made it impossible to do any mining 

with all the proposed restrictions and regulations.  Because suction dredging is 

the only practical method of mining the valuable underwater gold deposits on this 

claim and my private property your proposal leaves me forbidden to mine my 

claim. 

This is a violation of federal law forbidding material interference with my federally 

protected mineral rights, and also constitutes an unconstitutional taking of my 

private property without just compensation.   

I urge you to reconsider your proposed regulations.  The Dept. has made it 

impossible to do any suction dredging under the new regulations proposed for 

the areas it has opened.  No one can successfully dredge for gold in any creek 

under the new proposed regulations, it is not possible and the Dept. knows that.   

This area had strong fish runs for decades and there is no credible case 

whatsoever for harm to fish from small-scale suction dredging operations.  A 
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single fisherman with a good day on the river causes more damage to fish than all 

the suction dredge miners put together, and you allow the fishing, to say nothing  

of the netting that is unregulated and will one day become the end of the salmon.  

Focusing environmental regulation on an activity like suction dredging, which 

actually improves fish habitat, discredits your regulatory role. 

We have a third generation dredging family and have spent many mining seasons 

working together.   Dredging is not an easy task  we have learned so many things 

about ourselves and each other.  It has been a recreation for us it has brought us 

all so much closer as a family.   The thrill of finding even the smallest amount of 

gold after a hard day’s work was always something we could rejoice in together.   

You will be taking a very special part of our lives away from us if you continue on 

with the closure of all our waterways to mining.  Your proposed restrictions in 

your supplemental statement would make it impossible to dredge on our 

claim/private property even if you opened it to us.  I believe you are well aware 

that your changes are so restrictive it would be impossible to work under those 

conditions. 

If you do not reconsider, and allow me to mine my claim, you may rest assured 

that I and other miners will hold you accountable in the courts for your 

outrageously unlawful and arbitrary decisions. 

 

Sincerely, 

Terri Nixon 
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Josh,
Thanks for taking this to the finish line.  I would be interested in hearing about the hearing, and helping
to prepare a post that relates it all to the Yuba.

Incidentally, we have RM data showing spikes in turbidity in the Middle Yuba in summer from dredges.

Gary

-----Original Message-----
From: Joshua Stark
Sent: Tuesday, May 10, 2011 7:54 PM
To: dfgsuctiondredge@dfg.ca.gov
Cc: Gary Reedy; Jason Rainey
Subject: Suction Dredge EIR comments

To Whom It May Concern:

Please accept these comments on behalf of the South Yuba River Citizens League.

Joshua Stark
Salmon Campaign Manager
South Yuba River Citizens League
(530)-470-3680
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From: Director

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Fwd: Dredging regs
Date: Saturday, January 01, 4501 12:00:00 AM

>>> Duane Armbruster <darm1958@yahoo.com> 5/16/2011 8:58 PM >>>

In regards to dredging law changes I personally would like to see a return 

back to the 1994 EIR based regulations. How many more studies do we 

need? Time to end these costly lawsuits.

Thank you for your time,

Duane Armbruster

Happy Camp, CA

051611_Armbruster
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I have purchased my permit for years to comply with this intrusive state. Just note, I am a third generation

miner on a federal mine, protected by federal law. I will still mine, because that is my way of life I was born

too! I put away My grandpa's old 30-30 and know mine with my mini 14, My bright colored tools are now

camo, close your eyes to these socialist regulations or we will have a conflict. Mining is NOT A STATE

issue..........period. I spoke my mind because that is my right......now come shoot me. because I will be mining

and nobody is going to stop me.

 

> Date: Fri, 20 May 2011 09:45:26 -0700

> From: MStopher@dfgca.gov

> To: MStopher@dfg.ca.gov

> CC: BAGUILAR@dfg.ca.gov; CVOUCHILAS@dfg.ca.gov; DMaxwell@dfg.ca.gov; JHANSON@dfg.ca.gov;

JMattox@dfg.ca.gov; JMEANS@dfg.ca.gov; MCarion@dfg.ca.gov; RKelly@dfg.ca.gov; THovey@dfg.ca.gov;

kevin@horizonh2o.com; Michael@horizonh2o.com; rhumphreys@waterboards.ca.gov

> Subject: Suction dredge program update

> 

> Interested parties

> 

> On May 10, 2011 the public review period for the draft regulations and Draft Subsequent EIR concluded. We

received mail, email and fax comments from over 10,000 individuals and organizations. More than 90% were

essentially form letters or emails containing variations of similar messages either opposing or supporting

mining. Over 800 people attended the six public meetings and many of them spoke or hand delivered

additional comments. We are currently reading, sorting and organizing the comments. As we do so we are

evaluating what information is influential in reconsidering the impact assessment and draft regulations and

preparing to respond in the Final SEIR to the comments. That work continues on a schedule which would

complete the regulatory process in November 2011. I cannot imagine any scenario where suction dredge gold

mining will lawfully resume before then. 

> 

> I have received many phone calls regarding recent actions by the State Assembly and Senate budget

subcommittees last week. Both subcommittees last week adopted budget language recommended by legislative

staff which proposes to extend the moratorium on suction dredge mining for five years unless all impacts

(presumably those identified in the Draft SEIR) of suction dredging are fully mitigated and a new fee structure

is in place to fully cover all program costs. The language would also prohibit the Department of Fish and Game

from expending any funds for suction dredge permitting and regulations (except for enforcement of the

moratorium and litigation). It appears this would terminate the regulation/EIR process currently underway.

Since the subcommittee actions are part of the larger budget process, none of the above takes effect unless

specified in the final budget bill signed by the Governor. The Department of Fish and Game did not initiate or

sponsor this legislative action and I first became aware that this was on the subcommittee agenda on the

afternoon of May 10. I do not know what the prospects are for these actions to be modified, approved or

rejected.

> 

> DFG follows direction provided by the legislature and Governor. Our current direction (via SB 670 and a

Court Order) is to develop new regulations and comply with the California Environmental Quality Act. I

anticipate we will continue on that course until and unless the legislature and Governor direct us otherwise. 

> 

> 

> Mark Stopher

> Environmental Program Manager

> California Department of Fish and Game

> 601 Locust Street

> Redding, CA 96001
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Mark:

Thank you for the official update on the suction dredging program.  If
those on our conservation side who are concerned about wildlife and
water quality had seen a reasonable effort towards balance by DFG in
the proposed regulations, it is unlikely that so much effort would
have been generated to oppose the proposed action and the weak
regulations put forward by your staff.

It was apparent that DFG was not planning to restrict suction dredging
in stream and river segments that have Special Status species or are
located above domestic water intake sites.  On the contrary, it
appeared that DFG was going to rely primarily on unenforceable
guidelines that depended on the good intentions of suction miners.

It is my experience with these kinds of plans that whenever the State
fails to promote balanced, environmentally reasonable regulations, it
reinforces the belief that the only solution is litigation or
political power plays.  Whereas, when the State shows it is aiming to
do more than the status quo to protect resources, the incentive to
challenge the state is far less pressing.

It will be interesting to see how this all plays out in the budget
discussions and negotiations.

John Buckley
CSERC

On May 20, 2011, at 9:45 AM, Mark Stopher wrote:

Interested parties

On May 10, 2011 the public review period for the draft regulations
and Draft Subsequent EIR concluded. We received mail, email and fax
comments from over 10,000 individuals and organizations. More than
90% were essentially form letters or emails containing variations of
similar messages either opposing or supporting mining. Over 800
people attended the six public meetings and many of them spoke or
hand delivered additional comments. We are currently reading,
sorting and organizing the comments. As we do so we are evaluating
what information is influential in reconsidering the impact
assessment and draft regulations and preparing to respond in the
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Dear Mr. Stopher,
 

This gold mining process does not harm the fish. They love it: I vacuum up
the helgramites and they are at the back of my sluice waiting for lunch!
There may be a problem up on the Klamath, but NOT DOWN HERE. If you
have a say in this legislation, say yes to dredging. Take each area and
weigh its merits before shutting down the whole state.
 

It not only benefits me, IF I happen to get some gold while dredging, but in
the process so do the small towns that I must patronize in order to operate
in their areas. This is a win-win situation.
 

The Alameda County judge who arbitrarily shut down the whole state of
California, is nothing but a liberal-try-to-satisfy-everybody-conservgative-
idiot. He's one sided and will get voted in next election because of all the
tree huggers we have in California
 

Sincerely,
 

Jim Bonetti
Salida, CA
209-275-8336
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From: chuck@socalsk8andsurf.com

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

cc: CHUCK DUNN; pat keene; 

Subject: RE: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 6:17:19 PM

MARK PLEASEREAD THIS CHUCK
I LL BE 74 IN 2016.. 

-------- Original Message -------- 
Subject: THIS WOULD MAKE A GOOD NEWS ITEM.. 
From: <chuck@socalsk8andsurf.com>

Date: Fri, June 17, 2011 6:28 pm 
To: "FOX " <stosseltix@foxbusiness.com>

IF WE WERE TO BRING A DREDGE TO SACRAMENTO TO SHOW 
LEGISLATORS ,WHAT THIS IS ALL ABOUT WOULD YOU BE 
INTERESTED IN COVERING THE EVENT.. 

THIS HOW I SEE IT.. 

AGAIN OUR LEGISLATORS FAILED  TO READ A BILL THAT THEY 
RE  SO EAGER TO PASS. CLOSING ALL THE RIVERS TO SUCTION 
DREDGING WILL NOT HELP THE SALMON. ESPECIALLY THE 
ONES THAT FLOW EASTWARD FROM THE EAST SIDE OF THE 
SIERRAS. NOR WILL IT DO MUCH ON ALL THE WESTERN 
FLOWING RIVERS THAT ARE DAMNED UP WITHOUT FISH 
LADDERS. THE KERN RIVER FOR EXAMPLE HAS NO WAY IN HELL 
FOR A SALMON TO SWIM UP STREAM FROM THE OCEAN. WE 
HAVE NO MONEY TO KEEP PRISONERS IN JAIL, YET WE WILL 
FUND A STUDY AND CRIPPLE AN INDUSTRY THAT PROVIDES 60 
MILLION DOLLARS A YEAR TO OUR CALIFORNIA ECONOMY. TO 
MY KNOWLEDGE A ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT  ON SUCTION
GOLD DREDGING WAS COMPLETED BY THE STATE  IN 1994.
DREDGERS TAKE OUT "MERCURY AND LEAD" FROM THE RIVERS 
WHICH ARE FAR MORE DETRIMENTAL TO OUR ENVIRONMENT. 
IF WE HAVE ENOUGH MONEY TO WASTE IN OUR BUDGET 
PERHAPS A SELECT GROUP OF RIVERS THAT HAVE SALMON 
WOULD BE A BETTER CHOICE.HOW MANY RIVERS ARE OPEN TO 
SALMON FROM THE OCEAN?HOW DO DAMS HELP THE SALMON? 
NOW AFTER COMPLETING THE STUDY THE DFG WANTS DO 
ANOTHER STUDY..THE COHO SALMON ARE ALSO UNDER 
ATTACK FROM THE JAPANESE AND OTHER COUNTRIES, THAT 
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USE NETS UP TO 25 MILES LONG TO HARVEST FISH.. 
ALSO THE GREAT WHITE HAS BEEN KNOWN TO DINE ON THE 
CO HOE SALMON..

Press Release Source: Gold Pan California On Thursday June 9, 
2011, 7:55 pm EDT 
CONCORD, Calif., June 9, 2011 /PRNewswire/ -- Gold Pan 
California (www.goldpancalifornia.com), a gold mining supply 

shop located in the Bay Area, is bustling with suction dredge 
gold miners who are anxiously seeking a last-minute deletion of 
a math mistake in the current State Budget battle. "This is a new 
financial disaster headed straight to the heart of the Golden 
State," says owner Mike Dunn. 
What the gold miners and Dunn are in upheaval about is a 
proposed budget "cut" of a non-existent $1.8 million deficit in 
the suction dredging gold mining program. 
Dunn says that a consultant preparing this year's budget for the 
Department of Fish and Game used a 3-year old estimate of 
costs to arrive at a deficit in the suction mining program. The 
real cost was later formally determined, and provided by 
Attorney General Jerry Brown's office.
According to legal correspondence to the Superior Court of 
California from then-Attorney General Jerry Brown, "As we 
informed the Court at the hearing, issuance of suction dredge 
permits is supported chiefly, if not exclusively, by funds received 
from permit fees."
A second, more precise communication to the Court from Jerry 
Brown's office stated: "In no uncertain terms, General Fund 
Monies have not been expended on suction dredge permitting."
If the California Legislature passes the trailer budget bill 
language, the consequences would be sweeping: 4,000 miners 
will be put out of work permanently, 15,000 inter-related jobs 
will be affected, and the entire suction dredge gold mining 
industry will be killed. 
"The task at hand is daunting," Dunn states. "But the disaster 
awaiting is even worse, so I am trying to reach every Legislator 
before they go to the floor to vote." 
The suction dredge gold mining industry generates $23 million in 
California, and supports more than 14 sectors, including 
restaurants, hardware stores, gas stations and camping 
outfitters. "These are real mom and pop businesses that rely on 
miners every season," says Dunn. 
There will never be a time when it doesn't make sense for a man 



to prospect for gold, and if Mike Dunn is successful in his efforts 
to stop this bad budget proposal, 4,000 miners will be back at 
work in November, contributing millions of dollars in gold and 
paper back to the economy. 
Hopefully, former Attorney General Jerry Brown's legal finding 
will get to Legislators in time to avert a disastrous end to the 
industry that put California on the map.
About Gold Pan California:
The company was founded in 2008 by Mike Dunn, an 
international gold mining specialist who has been suction gold 
dredge mining for 33 years.
For more information visit http://www.goldpancalifornia.com

- Logo 72dpi: Send2PressNewswire.com/image/11-0531-

goldpan_72dpi.jpg

- RSS News feed for Gold Pan California: http://

send2pressnewswire.com/author/gold-pan-california/feed

This release was issued on behalf of the above organization by 
Send2Press(R), a unit of Neotrope(R). http://www.Send2Press.

com

-------- Original Message -------- 
Subject: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and 
Regulations, June 
20, 2011 
From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov>

Date: Mon, June 20, 2011 12:00 pm 
To: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.cagov>

Interested Parties 

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the 
following update.

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG 
commenced the review 
of all comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received 
opposing
any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters 
were
received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many 
additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were 
also
received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize 



and
consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations. We 
have been 
and continue to work on those tasks. We said before we 
expected to 
complete the regulatory process in November of this year. We 
are capable 
of meeting that goal, unless we are directed otherwise by the 
legislature and the Governor. 

Many of you know that the legislature has been considering 
language
which would extend the current moratorium another five years, 
with
certain provisions for ending the moratorium earlier and also 
restrict
the use of State funds to continue the regulatory process. 

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and 
approved by the 
Assembly (on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the 
following
language on page 6: 

"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of 
Fish
and Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge 
equipment to be 
a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), 
and
suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a 
permit, until 
the department has completed an environmental impact report 
for the 
project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. 
Existing
law prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge 
equipment in any 
river, stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the 
Director
of Fish and Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the 
department has completed the environmental review of its 
existing vacuum 
or suction dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the 
court, (b) the 
department has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State 



a
certified copy of new regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new 
regulations are operative. This bill would modify that moratorium 
to
prohibit the use of vacuum or suction dredge equipment until 
June 30, 
2016, or until the director’s certification to the secretary as 
described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would additionally 
require the director to certify that the new regulations fully 
mitigate
all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee 
structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the 
department
related to the administration of the program." 

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on 
this bill. 

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which 
passed both 
houses on June 15, included the following language: 

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the 
Department of Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining 
regulation,
permitting, or other activities, except litigation and enforcement 
costs."

Governor Brown vetoed this bill. 

It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the 
Governor
and take effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill 
language
is ultimately included in the approved budget, DFG's current 
interpretation is that we must terminate further work on 
developing a 
Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing 
work on 
both the Final EIR and regulations. 

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can 
expedite
our work so the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, 
so
that we could be finished before being directed to stop work. In 
my



opinion, that approach is neither feasible or productive. There is 
simply too much substantive public comment to consider, 
respond to, and 
integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time 
and
it provides no enduring value if it is not done well. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the 
Google Groups "CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-

eir@googlegroups.com.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-

eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.

For more options, visit this group at http://groups.google.com/

group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: roaringcamp@volcano.net

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: RE: Status of Suction Dredge DSEIR public review
Date: Saturday, June 18, 2011 10:07:23 AM

Mr. Stopher 
Can you give us here at Roaring Camp any more information on the current 
status of suction dredging.  I appreciate any help you can give. 
Kim Lague 
Roaring Camp Mining Co. 
209 296-4100 

-----Original Message----- 
From: ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com 
[mailto:ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com] On Behalf Of Mark Stopher 

Sent: Thursday, April 14, 2011 1:31 PM 
To: Charlie Watson; Kerwin Krause; John; Joseph McGee; reddy2ctsp@aol.com; 
Curtis Willie; Charles Huss; Floyd Vaughan; Bonnie Kriens; Chuck Johnson; 
Tom Harris; Ed; davemack@attglobal.net; Gary West; Jim Hart; Gary Swayne; 
Dennis Martin; Michael Kellett; filterstone@gmail.com; Jarod Ruffo; Ken and 
Debbie McMaster; Vince Nelson; Eugene Beley; new49ers@goldgold.com; Blake 
Harmon; ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com; Rich Linden; Steve Lintner; 
sodman77@hotmail.com; Tom Brenner; Scott Harn; Herb Miller; Pat Keene; Jan 
Sticha; David Dunham; Lewis Spengler; Richard McCarthy; Wesley Wright; Heidi 
Walters; Chris McCord; Richard Brubaker; Dave Mack; Barbara Manganello; 
Cyndi Hillery; Mary Pitto; Stephen Kulieke; D Ray East; Bill Fisher; Scott 
Fischer; Paul Nasiatka; Marcia Armstrong; Ray Stewart; Jim Foley; Jennifer 
DeLeon; Wanda Oliver; Elleonore Hizon; CustomerSolutions; Charles N Alpers; 
Gerald Hobbs; roaring camp; Don Robinson; Martin Nielsen; James Coker; 
Michael Adams; Manuel Figueiredo; Mike Allen; pdic-1916@yahoo.com; Scott 
Coykendall; Jim Madden 
Cc: John Mattox; Randy Kelly; Michael Stevenson 
Subject: Status of Suction Dredge DSEIR public review 

Interested Parties 

Quite a few of you attended one or more of the five public meetings held to 
date. Please be aware that a sixth meeting is scheduled for May 10, 2011 
from 9:00 to noon in the California Natural Resources Agency auditorium at 
1416 Ninth Street in Sacramento. This additional meeting was scheduled to 
assure compliance with requirements of the Administrative Procedures Act. 
This meeting will not include a preliminary workshop. There will be a very 
brief set of opening remarks by the Department of Fish and Game and we will 
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then go into receiving public comment. The public review period will 
conclude on May 10, 2011. 

The public meetings were attended by more than 700 interested individuals 
and the speakers supporting restoration of suction dredge mining were 
clearly in the majority. We have received comments through regular mail, 
email, fax and hand-delivery; and these represent a wide diversity of 
perspectives.  Usually, the bulk of comments in a public review period 
arrive just before the period closes. If that holds for this project, I am 
expecting a significant influx. What we already have is substantial. 

In addition to the DSEIR,  you may be interested in reviewing additional 
documents related to the Administrative Procedures Act which are posted on 
our website http://www.dfg.ca.gov/suctiondredge/.

Please feel free to contact me with questions and I look forward to 
receiving your comments and suggestions. We will evaluate every piece of 
information to determine the content of the Final SEIR and Final Adopted 
Regulations.

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups 
"CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com. 
To unsubscribe from this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.
For more options, visit this group at
http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: David West

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Soooo????
Date: Saturday, June 18, 2011 12:14:13 AM

Hi Mark,

Wondering if you have some clarification on the Gov's veto affect on 
suction dredging? 

Will the EIR be finished "on time" after all?

Do you have an estimate of the earliest that I can get down to CA and 
start spending some
dollars?

Thank you for any update / clarification that you can provide. 

David

061811_West



From: Sherry Andersen

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Re: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 1:45:58 PM

Thanks for taking the time to keep us informed. 
Sherry

Sherry Andersen
Secretary, River City GPAA
916.812.7813
PartyLite.Biz/LightYourWay

From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 

To: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 

Sent: Monday, June 20, 2011 12:00 PM 

Subject: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 

2011

Interested Parties 

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the 

following update.

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG commenced the 

review

of all comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received opposing 

any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters were 

received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many 

additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were also 

received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize and 

consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations We have been 

and continue to work on those tasks. We said before we expected to 

complete the regulatory process in November of this year. We are capable 

of meeting that goal, unless we are directed otherwise by the 

legislature and the Governor. 

Many of you know that the legislature has been considering language 

which would extend the current moratorium another five years, with 

certain provisions for ending the moratorium earlier and also restrict 
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the use of State funds to continue the regulatory process. 

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and approved by the 

Assembly (on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the following 

language on page 6: 

"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of Fish 

and Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge equipment to be 

a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and 

suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a permit, until 

the department has completed an environmental impact report for the 

project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. Existing 

law prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge equipment in any 

river, stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the Director 

of Fish and Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the 

department has completed the environmental review of its existing vacuum 

or suction dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the court, (b) the 

department has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State a 

certified copy of new regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new 

regulations are operative. This bill would modify that moratorium to 

prohibit the use of vacuum or suction dredge equipment until June 30, 

2016, or until the director’s certification to the secretary as 

described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would additionally 

require the director to certify that the new regulations fully mitigate 

all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee 

structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the department 

related to the administration of the program." 

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on this bill. 

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which passed both 

houses on June 15, included the following language: 

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the 

Department of Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining regulation, 

permitting, or other activities, except litigation and enforcement 

costs."

Governor Brown vetoed this bill. 



It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the Governor 

and take effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill language 

is ultimately included in the approved budget, DFG's current 

interpretation is that we must terminate further work on developing a 

Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing work on 

both the Final EIR and regulations. 

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can expedite 

our work so the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, so 

that we could be finished before being directed to stop work. In my 

opinion, that approach is neither feasible or productive. There is 

simply too much substantive public comment to consider, respond to, and 

integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time and 

it provides no enduring value if it is not done well. 

Mark Stopher 

Environmental Program Manager 

California Department of Fish and Game 

601 Locust Street 

Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 

fax 530.225.2391 

cell 530.945.1344

mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--

You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups 

"CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 

To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir

+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.

For more options, visit this group at http://groups.google.com/group/ca-



suction-dredge-eir?hl=en



From: rick

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Re: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 2:33:58 PM

Mr Stopher,since I seem to hAVE TIME ON MY HANDS AND DO NOT BELIEVE 
THAT YOU RECIEVED 9000 EMAILS APPOSING DREDGING AND ONLY A FEW 
HUNDRED SUPPORTING IT PERHAPS i CAN SET UP AN APPOINTMENT TO HELP 
RECOUNT THE LETTERS. ALL THIS DOWN TIME WITH NO GOLD DREDGING IS 
GIVING ME AN URGE TO HELP MAKE SOME CHANGES IN THE SYSTEM. RICHARD 
BRUBAKER

________________________________________
PeoplePC Online 
A better way to Internet
http://www.peoplepc.com
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From: Mike Carion

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Re: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011
Date: Saturday, January 01, 4501 12:00:00 AM

Great summary, Mark.

Thank you very much! 

>>> Mark Stopher 6/20/2011 12:00 PM >>> 
Interested Parties 

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the following update.

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG commenced the review of all 
comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received opposing any and all suction 
dredge mining. Several hundred form letters were received through regular mail 
supporting suction dredging. Many additional letters with substantive and detailed 
comments were also received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize 
and consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations. We have been and 
continue to work on those tasks. We said before we expected to complete the 
regulatory process in November of this year. We are capable of meeting that goal, 
unless we are directed otherwise by the legislature and the Governor. 

Many of you know that the legislature has been considering language which would 
extend the current moratorium another five years, with certain provisions for ending 
the moratorium earlier and also restrict the use of State funds to continue the 
regulatory process. 

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and approved by the Assembly 
(on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the following language on page 6: 

"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of Fish and 
Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge equipment to be a 
project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and 
suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a permit, until 
the department has completed an environmental impact report for the 
project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. Existing law 
prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge equipment in any river, 
stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the Director of Fish and 
Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the department has 
completed the environmental review of its existing vacuum or suction 
dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the court, (b) the department 
has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State a certified copy of new 
regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new regulations are operative. This 
bill would modify that moratorium to prohibit the use of vacuum or suction 
dredge equipment until June 30, 2016, or until the directors certification to 
the secretary as described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would 
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additionally require the director to certify that the new regulations fully 
mitigate all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee 
structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the department related 
to the administration of the program."

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on this bill. 

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which passed both houses on 
June 15, included the following language: 

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the Department of 
Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining regulation, permitting, or other 
activities, except litigation and enforcement costs." 

Governor Brown vetoed this bill. 

It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the Governor and take 
effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill language is ultimately included in 
the approved budget, DFG's current interpretation is that we must terminate further 
work on developing a Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing 
work on both the Final EIR and regulations. 

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can expedite our work so 
the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, so that we could be finished 
before being directed to stop work. In my opinion, that approach is neither feasible or 
productive. There is simply too much substantive public comment to consider, 
respond to, and integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time and 
it provides no enduring value if it is not done well. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov



From: Diana Clayton

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: RE: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 2:06:25 PM

Thank you 

-----Original Message----- 
From: ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com 
[mailto:ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com] On Behalf Of Mark Stopher 

Sent: Monday, June 20, 2011 12:00 PM 
To: Mark Stopher 
Subject: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 
2011

Interested Parties 

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the 
following update. 

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG commenced the review 
of all comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received opposing 
any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters were 
received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many 
additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were also 
received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize and 
consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations. We have been 
and continue to work on those tasks. We said before we expected to 
complete the regulatory process in November of this year. We are capable 
of meeting that goal, unless we are directed otherwise by the 
legislature and the Governor. 

Many of you know that the legislature has been considering language 
which would extend the current moratorium another five years, with 
certain provisions for ending the moratorium earlier and also restrict 
the use of State funds to continue the regulatory process. 

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and approved by the 
Assembly (on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the following 
language on page 6: 

"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of Fish 
and Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge equipment to be 
a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and 
suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a permit, until 
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the department has completed an environmental impact report for the 
project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. Existing 
law prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge equipment in any 
river, stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the Director 
of Fish and Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the 
department has completed the environmental review of its existing vacuum 
or suction dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the court, (b) the 
department has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State a 
certified copy of new regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new 
regulations are operative. This bill would modify that moratorium to 
prohibit the use of vacuum or suction dredge equipment until June 30, 
2016, or until the director's certification to the secretary as 
described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would additionally 
require the director to certify that the new regulations fully mitigate 
all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee 
structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the department 
related to the administration of the program." 

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on this bill. 

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which passed both 
houses on June 15, included the following language: 

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the 
Department of Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining regulation, 
permitting, or other activities, except litigation and enforcement 
costs."

Governor Brown vetoed this bill. 

It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the Governor 
and take effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill language 
is ultimately included in the approved budget, DFG's current 
interpretation is that we must terminate further work on developing a 
Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing work on 
both the Final EIR and regulations. 

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can expedite 
our work so the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, so 
that we could be finished before being directed to stop work. In my 
opinion, that approach is neither feasible or productive. There is 
simply too much substantive public comment to consider, respond to, and 
integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time and 
it provides no enduring value if it is not done well. 



Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups 
"CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com. 
To unsubscribe from this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.
For more options, visit this group at
http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: chuck@socalsk8andsurf.com

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

cc: CHUCK DUNN; pat keene; 

Subject: RE: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 6:17:19 PM

MARK PLEASEREAD THIS CHUCK
I LL BE 74 IN 2016.. 

-------- Original Message -------- 
Subject: THIS WOULD MAKE A GOOD NEWS ITEM.. 
From: <chuck@socalsk8andsurf.com>

Date: Fri, June 17, 2011 6:28 pm 
To: "FOX " <stosseltix@foxbusiness.com>

IF WE WERE TO BRING A DREDGE TO SACRAMENTO TO SHOW 
LEGISLATORS ,WHAT THIS IS ALL ABOUT WOULD YOU BE 
INTERESTED IN COVERING THE EVENT.. 

THIS HOW I SEE IT.. 

AGAIN OUR LEGISLATORS FAILED  TO READ A BILL THAT THEY 
RE  SO EAGER TO PASS. CLOSING ALL THE RIVERS TO SUCTION 
DREDGING WILL NOT HELP THE SALMON. ESPECIALLY THE 
ONES THAT FLOW EASTWARD FROM THE EAST SIDE OF THE 
SIERRAS. NOR WILL IT DO MUCH ON ALL THE WESTERN 
FLOWING RIVERS THAT ARE DAMNED UP WITHOUT FISH 
LADDERS. THE KERN RIVER FOR EXAMPLE HAS NO WAY IN HELL 
FOR A SALMON TO SWIM UP STREAM FROM THE OCEAN. WE 
HAVE NO MONEY TO KEEP PRISONERS IN JAIL, YET WE WILL 
FUND A STUDY AND CRIPPLE AN INDUSTRY THAT PROVIDES 60 
MILLION DOLLARS A YEAR TO OUR CALIFORNIA ECONOMY. TO 
MY KNOWLEDGE A ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT  ON SUCTION
GOLD DREDGING WAS COMPLETED BY THE STATE  IN 1994.
DREDGERS TAKE OUT "MERCURY AND LEAD" FROM THE RIVERS 
WHICH ARE FAR MORE DETRIMENTAL TO OUR ENVIRONMENT. 
IF WE HAVE ENOUGH MONEY TO WASTE IN OUR BUDGET 
PERHAPS A SELECT GROUP OF RIVERS THAT HAVE SALMON 
WOULD BE A BETTER CHOICE.HOW MANY RIVERS ARE OPEN TO 
SALMON FROM THE OCEAN?HOW DO DAMS HELP THE SALMON? 
NOW AFTER COMPLETING THE STUDY THE DFG WANTS DO 
ANOTHER STUDY..THE COHO SALMON ARE ALSO UNDER 
ATTACK FROM THE JAPANESE AND OTHER COUNTRIES, THAT 
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USE NETS UP TO 25 MILES LONG TO HARVEST FISH.. 
ALSO THE GREAT WHITE HAS BEEN KNOWN TO DINE ON THE 
CO HOE SALMON..

Press Release Source: Gold Pan California On Thursday June 9, 
2011, 7:55 pm EDT 
CONCORD, Calif., June 9, 2011 /PRNewswire/ -- Gold Pan 
California (www.goldpancalifornia.com), a gold mining supply 

shop located in the Bay Area, is bustling with suction dredge 
gold miners who are anxiously seeking a last-minute deletion of 
a math mistake in the current State Budget battle. "This is a new 
financial disaster headed straight to the heart of the Golden 
State," says owner Mike Dunn. 
What the gold miners and Dunn are in upheaval about is a 
proposed budget "cut" of a non-existent $1.8 million deficit in 
the suction dredging gold mining program. 
Dunn says that a consultant preparing this year's budget for the 
Department of Fish and Game used a 3-year old estimate of 
costs to arrive at a deficit in the suction mining program. The 
real cost was later formally determined, and provided by 
Attorney General Jerry Brown's office.
According to legal correspondence to the Superior Court of 
California from then-Attorney General Jerry Brown, "As we 
informed the Court at the hearing, issuance of suction dredge 
permits is supported chiefly, if not exclusively, by funds received 
from permit fees."
A second, more precise communication to the Court from Jerry 
Brown's office stated: "In no uncertain terms, General Fund 
Monies have not been expended on suction dredge permitting."
If the California Legislature passes the trailer budget bill 
language, the consequences would be sweeping: 4,000 miners 
will be put out of work permanently, 15,000 inter-related jobs 
will be affected, and the entire suction dredge gold mining 
industry will be killed. 
"The task at hand is daunting," Dunn states. "But the disaster 
awaiting is even worse, so I am trying to reach every Legislator 
before they go to the floor to vote." 
The suction dredge gold mining industry generates $23 million in 
California, and supports more than 14 sectors, including 
restaurants, hardware stores, gas stations and camping 
outfitters. "These are real mom and pop businesses that rely on 
miners every season," says Dunn. 
There will never be a time when it doesn't make sense for a man 



to prospect for gold, and if Mike Dunn is successful in his efforts 
to stop this bad budget proposal, 4,000 miners will be back at 
work in November, contributing millions of dollars in gold and 
paper back to the economy. 
Hopefully, former Attorney General Jerry Brown's legal finding 
will get to Legislators in time to avert a disastrous end to the 
industry that put California on the map.
About Gold Pan California:
The company was founded in 2008 by Mike Dunn, an 
international gold mining specialist who has been suction gold 
dredge mining for 33 years.
For more information visit http://www.goldpancalifornia.com

- Logo 72dpi: Send2PressNewswire.com/image/11-0531-

goldpan_72dpi.jpg

- RSS News feed for Gold Pan California: http://

send2pressnewswire.com/author/gold-pan-california/feed

This release was issued on behalf of the above organization by 
Send2Press(R), a unit of Neotrope(R). http://www.Send2Press.

com

-------- Original Message -------- 
Subject: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and 
Regulations, June 
20, 2011 
From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov>

Date: Mon, June 20, 2011 12:00 pm 
To: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.cagov>

Interested Parties 

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the 
following update.

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG 
commenced the review 
of all comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received 
opposing
any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters 
were
received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many 
additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were 
also
received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize 



and
consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations. We 
have been 
and continue to work on those tasks. We said before we 
expected to 
complete the regulatory process in November of this year. We 
are capable 
of meeting that goal, unless we are directed otherwise by the 
legislature and the Governor. 

Many of you know that the legislature has been considering 
language
which would extend the current moratorium another five years, 
with
certain provisions for ending the moratorium earlier and also 
restrict
the use of State funds to continue the regulatory process. 

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and 
approved by the 
Assembly (on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the 
following
language on page 6: 

"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of 
Fish
and Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge 
equipment to be 
a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), 
and
suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a 
permit, until 
the department has completed an environmental impact report 
for the 
project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. 
Existing
law prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge 
equipment in any 
river, stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the 
Director
of Fish and Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the 
department has completed the environmental review of its 
existing vacuum 
or suction dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the 
court, (b) the 
department has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State 



a
certified copy of new regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new 
regulations are operative. This bill would modify that moratorium 
to
prohibit the use of vacuum or suction dredge equipment until 
June 30, 
2016, or until the director’s certification to the secretary as 
described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would additionally 
require the director to certify that the new regulations fully 
mitigate
all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee 
structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the 
department
related to the administration of the program." 

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on 
this bill. 

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which 
passed both 
houses on June 15, included the following language: 

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the 
Department of Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining 
regulation,
permitting, or other activities, except litigation and enforcement 
costs."

Governor Brown vetoed this bill. 

It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the 
Governor
and take effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill 
language
is ultimately included in the approved budget, DFG's current 
interpretation is that we must terminate further work on 
developing a 
Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing 
work on 
both the Final EIR and regulations. 

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can 
expedite
our work so the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, 
so
that we could be finished before being directed to stop work. In 
my



opinion, that approach is neither feasible or productive. There is 
simply too much substantive public comment to consider, 
respond to, and 
integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time 
and
it provides no enduring value if it is not done well. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the 
Google Groups "CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-

eir@googlegroups.com.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-

eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.

For more options, visit this group at http://groups.google.com/

group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: Rachel Dunn

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Re: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 1:25:03 PM

Hi Mark, 

I have a question about the comments to the EIR. I was burned out that 
the DFG didn't consult with a dredger on the study, and wrote that in my 
comments. While the Dept is going through and considering the comments, 
is there any opportunity to participate in this part of the process?

If Horizon is interviewing people, looking at the equipment, or wants to 
observe dredging measurements in the water (in OR) etc, we would like to 
participate. My husband is a serious dredger and can discuss in depth the 
different types of equipment, processes and geographical info, and he has 
specific knowledge about certain waters (Trinity, Feather, Indian, Merced) 
plus smaller creeks.

Please let me know if this is possible.

Thanks,
Rachel

--- On Mon, 6/20/11, Mark Stopher 
<MStopher@dfg.ca.
gov>  wrote: 

From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
Subject: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and 
Regulations, June 20, 2011 
To: "Mark Stopher" <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011, 12:00 PM 

Interested Parties 

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the 
following update.

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG commenced 
the review 
of all comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received 
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opposing
any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters 
were
received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many 
additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were also 
received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize and 
consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations. We have 
been
and continue to work on those tasks. We said before we expected 
to
complete the regulatory process in November of this year. We are 
capable
of meeting that goal, unless we are directed otherwise by the 
legislature and the Governor. 

Many of you know that the legislature has been considering 
language
which would extend the current moratorium another five years, with 
certain provisions for ending the moratorium earlier and also restrict 
the use of State funds to continue the regulatory process. 

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and approved 
by the 
Assembly (on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the 
following
language on page 6: 

"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of 
Fish
and Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge 
equipment to be 
a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), 
and
suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a permit, 
until
the department has completed an environmental impact report for 
the
project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. Existing 
law prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge equipment 
in any 
river, stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the 



Director
of Fish and Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the 
department has completed the environmental review of its existing 
vacuum
or suction dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the court, 
(b) the 
department has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State a 
certified copy of new regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new 
regulations are operative. This bill would modify that moratorium to 
prohibit the use of vacuum or suction dredge equipment until June 
30,
2016, or until the director’s certification to the secretary as 
described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would additionally 
require the director to certify that the new regulations fully mitigate 
all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee 
structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the department 
related to the administration of the program." 

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on this 
bill.

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which 
passed both 
houses on June 15, included the following language: 

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the 
Department of Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining 
regulation,
permitting, or other activities, except litigation and enforcement 
costs."

Governor Brown vetoed this bill. 

It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the 
Governor
and take effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill 
language
is ultimately included in the approved budget, DFG's current 
interpretation is that we must terminate further work on developing 
a
Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing 
work on 



both the Final EIR and regulations. 

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can 
expedite
our work so the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, so 
that we could be finished before being directed to stop work. In my 
opinion, that approach is neither feasible or productive. There is 
simply too much substantive public comment to consider, respond 
to, and 
integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time 
and
it provides no enduring value if it is not done well. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov



From: racheldunn2010@yahoo.com

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Re: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June20, 2011
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 12:26:06 PM

Hi Mark 

Thanks for sending this update out, I think it will be  very helpful! 

Rachel
Sent from my Verizon Wireless BlackBerry 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
Date: Mon, 20 Jun 2011 12:00:06 
To: Mark Stopher<MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
Subject: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 
 20, 2011 

Interested Parties 

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the 
following update. 

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG commenced the review 
of all comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received opposing 
any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters were 
received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many 
additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were also 
received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize and 
consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations. We have been 
and continue to work on those tasks. We said before we expected to 
complete the regulatory process in November of this year. We are capable 
of meeting that goal, unless we are directed otherwise by the 
legislature and the Governor. 

Many of you know that the legislature has been considering language 
which would extend the current moratorium another five years, with 
certain provisions for ending the moratorium earlier and also restrict 
the use of State funds to continue the regulatory process. 

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and approved by the 
Assembly (on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the following 
language on page 6: 
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"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of Fish 
and Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge equipment to be 
a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and 
suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a permit, until 
the department has completed an environmental impact report for the 
project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. Existing 
law prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge equipment in any 
river, stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the Director 
of Fish and Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the 
department has completed the environmental review of its existing vacuum 
or suction dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the court, (b) the 
department has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State a 
certified copy of new regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new 
regulations are operative. This bill would modify that moratorium to 
prohibit the use of vacuum or suction dredge equipment until June 30, 
2016, or until the director’s certification to the secretary as 
described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would additionally 
require the director to certify that the new regulations fully mitigate 
all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee 
structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the department 
related to the administration of the program." 

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on this bill. 

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which passed both 
houses on June 15, included the following language: 

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the 
Department of Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining regulation, 
permitting, or other activities, except litigation and enforcement 
costs."

Governor Brown vetoed this bill. 

It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the Governor 
and take effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill language 
is ultimately included in the approved budget, DFG's current 
interpretation is that we must terminate further work on developing a 
Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing work on 
both the Final EIR and regulations. 

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can expedite 
our work so the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, so 
that we could be finished before being directed to stop work. In my 



opinion, that approach is neither feasible or productive. There is 
simply too much substantive public comment to consider, respond to, and 
integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time and 
it provides no enduring value if it is not done well. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov



From: Tim J Livingston

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: RE: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 12:19:43 PM

Mark

Thanks for the update. 

Tim Livingston 

-----Original Message----- 
From: ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com 
[mailto:ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com] On Behalf Of Mark 

Stopher
Sent: Monday, June 20, 2011 12:00 PM 
To: Mark Stopher 
Subject: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 
20, 2011 

Interested Parties 

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the 
following update. 

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG commenced the review 
of all comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received opposing 
any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters were 
received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many 
additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were also 
received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize and 
consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations. We have been 
and continue to work on those tasks. We said before we expected to 
complete the regulatory process in November of this year. We are capable 
of meeting that goal, unless we are directed otherwise by the 
legislature and the Governor. 

Many of you know that the legislature has been considering language 
which would extend the current moratorium another five years, with 
certain provisions for ending the moratorium earlier and also restrict 
the use of State funds to continue the regulatory process. 

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and approved by the 
Assembly (on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the following 
language on page 6: 

062011_Livingston



"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of Fish and 
Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge equipment to be a 
project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and 
suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a permit, until 
the department has completed an environmental impact report for the 
project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. Existing 
law prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge equipment in any 
river, stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the Director 
of Fish and Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the 
department has completed the environmental review of its existing vacuum 
or suction dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the court, (b) the 
department has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State a 
certified copy of new regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new 
regulations are operative. This bill would modify that moratorium to 
prohibit the use of vacuum or suction dredge equipment until June 30, 
2016, or until the director's certification to the secretary as 
described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would additionally 
require the director to certify that the new regulations fully mitigate 
all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee 
structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the department 
related to the administration of the program." 

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on this bill. 

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which passed both 
houses on June 15, included the following language: 

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the Department 
of Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining regulation, permitting, or 
other activities, except litigation and enforcement costs." 

Governor Brown vetoed this bill. 

It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the Governor 
and take effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill language 
is ultimately included in the approved budget, DFG's current 
interpretation is that we must terminate further work on developing a 
Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing work on 
both the Final EIR and regulations. 

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can expedite 
our work so the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, so 
that we could be finished before being directed to stop work. In my 
opinion, that approach is neither feasible or productive. There is 



simply too much substantive public comment to consider, respond to, and 
integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time and 
it provides no enduring value if it is not done well. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google 
Groups "CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com.
To unsubscribe from this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.
For more options, visit this group at
http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: Kent Mason

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Re: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 2:39:52 PM

    Mark,

  Thank-you for the update...

Kent R. Mason
Maintenance Supervisor
Sundance Apartments
Work-661-831-3182
Fax-661-831-3566
Kentsundance@yahoo.com

From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.cagov> 
To: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
Sent: Mon, June 20, 2011 12:00:06 PM 
Subject: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 
2011

Interested Parties 

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the 

following update.

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG commenced the review 

of all comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received opposing 

any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters were 

received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many 

additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were also 

received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize and 

consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations. We have been 

and continue to work on those tasks. We said before we expected to 

complete the regulatory process in November of this year. We are capable 

of meeting that goal, unless we are directed otherwise by the 

legislature and the Governor. 
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Many of you know that the legislature has been considering language 

which would extend the current moratorium another five years, with 

certain provisions for ending the moratorium earlier and also restrict 

the use of State funds to continue the regulatory process. 

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and approved by the 

Assembly (on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the following 

language on page 6: 

"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of Fish 

and Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge equipment to be 

a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and 

suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a permit, until 

the department has completed an environmental impact report for the 

project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. Existing 

law prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge equipment in any 

river, stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the Director 

of Fish and Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the 

department has completed the environmental review of its existing vacuum 

or suction dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the court, (b) the 

department has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State a 

certified copy of new regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new 

regulations are operative. This bill would modify that moratorium to 

prohibit the use of vacuum or suction dredge equipment until June 30, 

2016, or until the director’s certification to the secretary as 

described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would additionally 

require the director to certify that the new regulations fully mitigate 

all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee 

structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the department 

related to the administration of the program." 

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on this bill. 

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which passed both 

houses on June 15, included the following language: 

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the 

Department of Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining regulation, 

permitting, or other activities, except litigation and enforcement 

costs."

Governor Brown vetoed this bill. 

It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the Governor 



and take effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill language 

is ultimately included in the approved budget, DFG's current 

interpretation is that we must terminate further work on developing a 

Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing work on 

both the Final EIR and regulations. 

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can expedite 

our work so the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, so 

that we could be finished before being directed to stop work. In my 

opinion, that approach is neither feasible or productive. There is 

simply too much substantive public comment to consider, respond to, and 

integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time and 

it provides no enduring value if it is not done well. 

Mark Stopher 

Environmental Program Manager 

California Department of Fish and Game 

601 Locust Street 

Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 

fax 530.225.2391 

cell 530.945.1344

mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--

You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups 

"CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 

To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir

+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.

For more options, visit this group at http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-

dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: Ron Morris

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

cc: goldminer012@yahoo.com;

Subject: Re: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011
Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 11:23:25 PM

Dear Mark Stopher, 

In your email that you have sent to us regarding the EIR, I have noticed that you 

have mentioned that you have received " Over 9,000 email form letters were 

received opposing any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters 

were

received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many 

additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were also 

received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize and 

consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations." 

I believe that I am correct in that the COURT ordered you to complete an EIR, to 

show or "PROVE" that the argument the Department of FISH and GAME made in 

court that "DREDGING IS DELETERIOUS TO FISH" Your EIR does NOT show that 

Dredging is DELETERIOUS to fish. THE COURT WAS "NOT" CONCERNED IF THE 

PUBLIC OPPOSED DREDGING! THEY WANTED SCIENCE!! NOT 

SPECULATION!! NOT SOMEONE'S OPINION!! BUT REAL SCIENCE THAT WHAT 

THE DEPARTMENT TOLD THE COURT IS TRUE THAT DREDGING IS 

DELETERIOUS TO FISH.

I for one will not stand by and watch "YOU" and The Department of fish and game 

close down Dredging because of what some Radical ENVIRONMENTALIST agenda 

or opinion is!!!  Lawsuits will be filed costing California a lot of money in which your 

state does not have any of, all because of PUBLIC OPINION. I have a public opinion, 

that fishermen walk all over the REDDS and kill the salmon eggs while fishing, that 

there is more oil and gas being put into lakes and rivers in the country by allowing 

gas engines to be operated in them, this includes 2 stroke and 4 stroke motors. That 

the fishing license cannot possibly pay for the Fish and Game Wardens salary and 

program to patrol and also stock the streams and lakes with fish, so that the 

fishermen can KILL THE FISH!!!!

WE DREDGERS DO NOT KILL FISH!!!!!  Does the DEPT stock the rivers with 

GOLD??

I have so much more to say, but nobody gives a crap about my opinion, because I 

am just a DREDGER!! I seriously doubt you read this, so I just wasted my breath. 

Best Regards, 

Ron Morris 

7720 Garden Grove ct 

White City, OR 97503

062011_Morris



--- On Mon, 6/20/11, Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> wrote: 

From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 

Subject: Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 

20, 2011 

To: "Mark Stopher" <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 

Date: Monday, June 20, 2011, 7:00 PM 

Interested Parties 

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the 

following update.

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG commenced the 

review

of all comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received opposing 

any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters were 

received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many 

additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were also 

received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize and 

consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations. We have been 

and continue to work on those tasks. We said before we expected to 

complete the regulatory process in November of this year. We are capable 

of meeting that goal, unless we are directed otherwise by the 

legislature and the Governor. 

Many of you know that the legislature has been considering language 

which would extend the current moratorium another five years, with 

certain provisions for ending the moratorium earlier and also restrict 

the use of State funds to continue the regulatory process. 

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and approved by the 

Assembly (on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the following 

language on page 6: 

"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of Fish 

and Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge equipment to be 

a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and 

suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a permit, until 

the department has completed an environmental impact report for the 

project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. Existing 

law prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge equipment in any 

river, stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the Director 

of Fish and Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the 



department has completed the environmental review of its existing vacuum 

or suction dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the court, (b) the 

department has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State a 

certified copy of new regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new 

regulations are operative. This bill would modify that moratorium to 

prohibit the use of vacuum or suction dredge equipment until June 30, 

2016, or until the director’s certification to the secretary as 

described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would additionally 

require the director to certify that the new regulations fully mitigate 

all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee 

structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the department 

related to the administration of the program." 

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on this bill. 

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which passed both 

houses on June 15, included the following language: 

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the 

Department of Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining regulation, 

permitting, or other activities, except litigation and enforcement 

costs."

Governor Brown vetoed this bill. 

It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the Governor 

and take effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill language 

is ultimately included in the approved budget, DFG's current 

interpretation is that we must terminate further work on developing a 

Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing work on 

both the Final EIR and regulations. 

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can expedite 

our work so the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, so 

that we could be finished before being directed to stop work. In my 

opinion, that approach is neither feasible or productive. There is 

simply too much substantive public comment to consider, respond to, and 

integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time and 

it provides no enduring value if it is not done well. 

Mark Stopher 

Environmental Program Manager 

California Department of Fish and Game 

601 Locust Street 

Redding, CA 96001 



voice 530.225.2275 

fax 530.225.2391 

cell 530.945.1344 

mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--

You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google 

Groups "CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 

To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.

com.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir

+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.

For more options, visit this group at http://groups.google.com/group/ca-

suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: summerhillfarmpv@aol.com

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Suction Dredging

Date: Monday, June 20, 2011 8:13:21 PM

Good public comments, Mark.  Thanks for sending this out and not caving to pressure to speed the process.  We spent much 

time putting together substantive comments to assist DFG in making the regulations and EIR protective of fishery resources 

and habitats.  We hope these will be taken in that context and reviewed carefully as part of the review process you discuss.

We support your position.

Mark Rockwell

Federation of Fly Fishers

Endangered Species Coalition

-------- Original Message -------- 

Subject:Status of DFG work on suction dredge EIR and Regulations, June 20, 2011

Date:Mon, 20 Jun 2011 12:00:06 -0700

From:Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov>

Reply-
To:

mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

To:Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov>

Interested Parties

I am receiving quite a few requests for information, so I offer the

following update. 

The public comment period closed on May 10 and DFG commenced the review

of all comments. Over 9,000 email form letters were received opposing

any and all suction dredge mining. Several hundred form letters were

received through regular mail supporting suction dredging. Many

additional letters with substantive and detailed comments were also

received. There is a lot of information to sift through, organize and

consider in preparing the Final EIR and Final regulations. We have been

and continue to work on those tasks. We said before we expected to

complete the regulatory process in November of this year. We are capable

of meeting that goal, unless we are directed otherwise by the

legislature and the Governor.

Many of you know that the legislature has been considering language

which would extend the current moratorium another five years, with

certain provisions for ending the moratorium earlier and also restrict

the use of State funds to continue the regulatory process.

Budget Trailer Bill AB 120, (amended June 8, 2011), and approved by the

Assembly (on June 15) and Senate (on June 10) includes the following

language on page 6:

"(12) Existing law designates the issuance by the Department of Fish

and Game of permits to operate vacuum or suction dredge equipment to be

a project under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and

suspends the issuance of permits, and mining pursuant to a permit, until

the department has completed an environmental impact report for the

project as ordered by the court in a specified court action. Existing

law prohibits the use of any vacuum or suction dredge equipment in any

river, stream, or lake, for instream mining purposes, until the Director

of Fish and Game certifies to the Secretary of State that (a) the

department has completed the environmental review of its existing vacuum

or suction dredge equipment regulations as ordered by the court, (b) the

department has transmitted for filing with the Secretary of State a

certified copy of new regulations, as necessary, and (c) the new

regulations are operative. This bill would modify that moratorium to

prohibit the use of vacuum or suction dredge equipment until June 30,

2016, or until the director’s certification to the secretary as

described above, whichever is earlier. The bill would additionally
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require the director to certify that the new regulations fully mitigate

all identified significant environmental impacts and that a fee

structure is in place that will fully cover all costs to the department

related to the administration of the program."

I am not aware of any action taken yet by Governor Brown on this bill.

The Senate (SB 98) and Assembly (AB 98) budget bills, which passed both

houses on June 15, included the following language:

"The funds appropriated in this item shall not be used by the

Department of Fish and Game for suction 3. dredge mining regulation,

permitting, or other activities, except litigation and enforcement

costs."

Governor Brown vetoed this bill.

It remains unclear when the State budget will be signed by the Governor

and take effect. If the above budget language and trailer bill language

is ultimately included in the approved budget, DFG's current

interpretation is that we must terminate further work on developing a

Final EIR and regulations. In the meanwhile we are continuing work on

both the Final EIR and regulations.

I have been asked by several members of the public if we can expedite

our work so the regulations take effect sooner rather than later, so

that we could be finished before being directed to stop work. In my

opinion, that approach is neither feasible or productive. There is

simply too much substantive public comment to consider, respond to, and

integrate into the Final EIR and regulations. This work takes time and

it provides no enduring value if it is not done well.

Mark Stopher

Environmental Program Manager

California Department of Fish and Game

601 Locust Street

Redding, CA 96001

voice 530.225.2275

fax 530.225.2391

cell 530.945.1344

mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--

You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups "CA Suction 

Dredge EIR" group.

To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir

+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.

For more options, visit this group at http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?

hl=en.

_______________________________________________

env-trinity mailing list 



env-trinity@velocipede.dcn.davis.ca.us

http://www2.dcn.org/mailman/listinfo/env-trinity



From: Finch, Michelle

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Suction Dredge permits
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2011 1:44:49 PM

Dear Mark Stopher,

I have been getting inquires regarding the status of the Environmental Impact 

Report for the reinstatement of dredging permits. Can you give me an update with 

information that I may pass to our constituents. 

I appreciate you time

Thank-you

Michelle Finch

Case Worker-Constituent Services

Office of Assemblymember Kristin Olsen

25th  Assembly District

Michelle.Finch@asm.ca.gov

Office: (209) 576-6425

Fax :(209) 576-6426

3719 Tully Road Suite C

Modesto, Ca. 95356
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From: Michael Owens

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: suction dredging
Date: Wednesday, June 29, 2011 8:48:26 AM

Just a quick question

Is ANY suction dredging allowed on ANY stream in CA?

I know,  a quick question with a possibly LOOOONG answer.

Thanks

Mike

  --
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From: John E. Smith

To: Marc Stopher; Director@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Definition of Booming, Request For Directive
Date: Monday, July 11, 2011 4:04:15 PM

Dear Mr. McCamman And Mr. Stopher,

I have been informed by Mr. John Mattox (Senior Staff Counsel) 
that he has forwarded my letter of July 5, 2011 to you and the 
Director for action.

As I am sure you are aware, the current Moratorium and 
prohibition (as currently codified) uses the term 
"Suction Dredge ", NOT
"Suction Dredge 
Equipment "; to interpret the language as 
containing the latter term is to exceed the legal authority 
granted by the actual text of the statute.  Under California Fish 
and Game Code Section 5653(d), a 
"Suction Dredge " is 
prohibited within 100 yards of any active waterway -- 
"Suction Dredge 
Equipment " is not, unless it is actually a 
"Suction Dredge ".
Component parts, unless present in their entirety, do not 
constitute a "Suction Dredge".
Since the entire body of California law fails to define the 
term "Suction Dredge ",
your department lacks legal authority to issue citations 
for the possession or use of anything other than a 
complete suction dredge as defined by common usage of 
the term.  A suction dredge is commonly defined as a 
floating platform(s) which contain one or more motor/ 
pump units, pontoons, a gold recovery mechanism, and a 
suction nozzle to remove material from the bottom of a 
stream, river or lake.
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I am sending you this email in order to clarify the relief 
requested in my letter to Mr. Mattox as relates to the 
mining method commonly referred to as "booming", and 
to make it crystal clear that I am asking for an official 
"Policy Directive" from the Director to your department's 
law enforcement dictating the following points:

● A suction dredge is commonly defined as a floating 
platform(s) which contain one or more motor/ 
pump units, pontoons, a gold recovery mechanism, 
and a suction nozzle to remove material from the 
bottom of a stream, river or lake; 

● Mining equipment which is alleged to be a “Suction
Dredge” must meet at least  the 
common definition of a “Suction Dredge” as listed 
above;

● Mining equipment which is alleged to be a “Suction
Dredge”must consist of all of all of the component 
parts – either attached or separate but within very 
close proximity to each other;

● Citations ARE NOT  to be issued in the 
case of a miner using a “booming” sluice, suction 
hose and separate water pump unless such 
equipment is actually seen to be used to remove 
material from the active waterway;

● Anyone engaged in "booming" is not to be subject 
to any form of intimidation by Law Enforcement.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

John E. Smith
c/o New 49'ers Mining Association
27 Davis Road
Happy Camp, CA   96039
Telephone (661)644-9776



Email j.everett.smith@gmail.com



From: CJ

To: Mark Stopher; 

cc: Joseph Greene; Jim _Aubert; Ric _Costales; Rachael _Dunn; Jim _Foley; 

Chip _Hess; Gerald _Hobbs; Pat _Keene; Ray _Nutting; Ken _Oliver; 

Walt _Wegner; George _Wheeldon; Dave Mack; 

Subject: Re: AB 120 - Enrolled
Date: Wednesday, July 13, 2011 3:08:18 PM

Mark,

Thanks for the update. 

How is the EIR process going?  Seems you have plenty of scientific data to help 

fully mitigate mercury issues especially if you consider selenium mercury 

antagonism.  A new article was or is in the process of being published that experts 

in the field say is the definitive proof that selenium is protective of mercury 

poisoning.  Research completed by Dr. Peterson USEPA presented to CDFG PAC 

this spring shows that California has adequate selenium to fully protect fish/wildlife 

and human health from mercury poisoning.

Please do not let this proven science slip through the cracks.

Claudia Wise

Physical Scientist 

USEPA retired 

--- On Wed, 7/13/11, Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> wrote: 

From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 

Subject: AB 120 - Enrolled 

To: "Mark Stopher" <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 

Date: Wednesday, July 13, 2011, 11:49 AM 

Interested Parties, 

The legislative website http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?

bill_number=ab_120&sess=CUR&house=B&author=committee_on_budget

indicates that AB 120 was enrolled on July 12. I understand that to mean 

that it has gone to the Governor's Office for his consideration. I understand 

the Governor has 12 days to approve or veto legislation. I don't know for 

sure which date ends the 12 day period. If he takes no action, it is 

automatically approved.

Mark Stopher 

Environmental Program Manager 
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California Department of Fish and Game 

601 Locust Street 

Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 

fax 530.225.2391 

cell 530.945.1344 

mstopher@dfg.ca.gov



From: CJ

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Re: AB 120 - Enrolled
Date: Wednesday, July 13, 2011 6:53:00 PM

Mark,

Yes, I will send you a copy as soon as I receive it.

Claudia

--- On Wed, 7/13/11, Mark Stopher 
<MStopher@dfg.ca.gov>
wrote:

From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
Subject: Re: AB 120 - Enrolled 
To: "CJ" <notsowise_55@yahoo.com> 
Date: Wednesday, July 13, 2011, 3:19 PM 

Claudia

If you have or receive a copy of the publication can you forward it to 
me?  Thanks 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

>>> CJ <notsowise_55@yahoo.com> 7/13/2011 3:08 PM >>> 

Mark,
Thanks for the update. 
How is the EIR process going?  Seems you have plenty of scientific data 
to help fully mitigate mercury issues especially if you consider selenium 
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mercury antagonism.  A new article was or is in the process of being 
published that experts in the field say is the definitive proof that selenium 
is protective of mercury poisoning.  Research completed by Dr. Peterson 
USEPA presented to CDFG PAC this spring shows that California has 
adequate selenium to fully protect fish/wildlife and human health from 
mercury poisoning. 
Please do not let this proven science slip through the cracks. 
Claudia Wise 
Physical
Scientist USEPA retired 

--- On Wed, 7/13/11, Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> wrote: 

From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov>

Subject: AB 120 - Enrolled 
To: "Mark Stopher" <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov>

Date: Wednesday, July 13, 2011, 11:49 AM 

Interested Parties, 

The legislative website http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?

bill_number=ab_120&sess=CUR&house=B&author=committee_on_budget

indicates that AB 120 was enrolled on July 12. I understand that to mean 
that it has gone to the Governor's Office for his consideration. I 
understand the Governor has 12 days 
to approve or veto legislation. I don't know for sure which date ends the 
12 day period. If he takes no action, it is automatically approved.

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601
Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov



From: Eugene Beley

To: MStopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: AB #120
Date: Tuesday, July 19, 2011 3:34:59 PM

Hi Mark,

Please take a look at the following links in regards to what started SB 670, and AB 

120.

It's amazing what lengths are taking to eliminate the rights of thousands of hard 

working

miners and prospectors that are suppose to be protected under the 1872 mining 

law.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oWHiJiSRJT0

http://wwwyoutube.com/watch?v=Af9-dvn4XY0

Thanks,

Eugene Beley

818-887-2923
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From: Randy Davis

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Dredging & 1872 Mining Law
Date: Tuesday, July 19, 2011 7:22:55 PM

Good Morning  Mark; 

I have finally read all the info and so-called research and have been 
trying to keep up with the water resources peoples determination and 
have found only one thing. NOTHING is based on any science only 
SPECULATION and SUPPOSITION, MISINFORMATION and possible OUTRIGHT 
LIES
including the water people That no conclusion can be made. 

The more I have studied the more I find it was impossible to come to any 
conclusion within the scoping period and even the extended time period, 
There is just too much JUNK SCIENCE ! No body knows a single bit of truth. 
Now after watching a video of Kurak tribe and how they use a non native 
species (Koho Salmon introduced in the 1800s.) as a spotted owl 
surrogate to remove all dredgers and other resource users from the rivers. 

I have come to the conclusion that there should be "No Action Taken" and 
revert back to 1994 regulations. 
Knowing how the dredging moratorium is in violation of the 1872 Mining 
Law I will be putting one of my dredges into the water within a week. 
The 1872 Mining Law gives me full protection to mine my mining claims, 
it does not specify in which manner I am to do so. In a local court or 
possible Federal Court, this is where I would win a legal battle against 
the dredging moratorium. 

Sincerely,
Randy Davis 
rid2222@newdaybb.net

071911_Davis



From: Finch, Michelle

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Suction Dredge permits
Date: Thursday, July 21, 2011 1:44:49 PM

Dear Mark Stopher,

I have been getting inquires regarding the status of the Environmental Impact 

Report for the reinstatement of dredging permits. Can you give me an update with 

information that I may pass to our constituents. 

I appreciate you time

Thank-you

Michelle Finch

Case Worker-Constituent Services

Office of Assemblymember Kristin Olsen

25th  Assembly District

Michelle.Finch@asm.ca.gov

Office: (209) 576-6425

Fax :(209) 576-6426

3719 Tully Road Suite C

Modesto, Ca. 95356

072111_Finch



From: Dave

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: RE: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 4:20:07 PM

We just got screwed didn't we Mark. 
Scientists to inspect each dredge site before issuing permits? For a 4" 
dredge? Permits will be what? $1,000 each or more? All that to be able to 
dredge in September for maybe 3 weeks before the first snows might fall and 
of course the water will be too low to dredge in September anyway. 
Do you actually know how few dredges are actually running each summer? About 
20% of what was reported. Everyone acted ignorantly believing by inflating 
the reported amount they dredged it would show how important of a financial 
impact this would have. In effect, they made it look like there are dredgers 
in the water every 100 yards all summer. How sad. The truth is about 20% of 
the permits are never even used....jobs, vacation, family....it all gets 
rearranged and plans fall apart. Another 50% may dredge for a couple of 
weeks on summer vacation. And the last 30%...that's a mixed bag of full time 
dredgers and folks who have the summer off and they might dredge 6-10 weeks 
a summer. All you have to do is go look....its all claimed but its all quiet 
95% of the time. 
Ya, our little group just got in the way of a political freight 
train....again, how sad and unjust. 

Sincerely,
Dave Antonucci 
775-220-7129

-----Original Message----- 
From: ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com 
[mailto:ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com] On Behalf Of Mark Stopher 

Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 3:49 PM 
To: Mark Stopher 
Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011 

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 
This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 
law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 
to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 
conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 
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suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 
related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 
review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 
public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 
would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 
end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 
permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 

First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 
30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 
effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 
specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 
whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 
permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 
legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 

Second, AB 120 requires that any "new regulations fully mitigate all 
identified significant environmental impacts." As directed by the 
Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR to 
meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 
addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a "fully mitigate" 
standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 
the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. "Fully 
mitigate" is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 
section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act. 

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is "a fee structure is in 
place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 
administration of the program." DFG takes the view that the current 
fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 
should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 
dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 
permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 
through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 
needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 
mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 
and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 
for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 
regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG's 



permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 
structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 
require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 
Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 
legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 
any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 
calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 
DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and adopt 
amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 
resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 
State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 
County Superior Court's concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 
described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 
need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 
mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 
about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 
will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 
extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 
requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 
revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 
process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 
will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 
will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 
information to the recipients of this message when there is something 
new to report. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov



--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups 
"CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com. 
To unsubscribe from this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.
For more options, visit this group at
http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.

-----
No virus found in this message. 
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com 
Version: 10.0.1390 / Virus Database: 1518/3789 - Release Date: 07/26/11 



From: Diana Clayton

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: RE: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 6:00:28 PM

Mark, This news is disappointing, and we appreciate you keeping us up to 
date on the issue. 

Cc: shasta Miners 
Shasta Miners and Prospectors 
Diana Clayton, M.A. 
Newsletter Editor 
Tel:      (530) 222-6070 
Cell:     (530)524-1226 
Email: dianaeclayton@aol.com 
Mailing Address: 
SM&P
P.O.Box 10929 
Anderson, CA 96007 

-----Original Message----- 
From: ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com 
[mailto:ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com] On Behalf Of Mark Stopher 

Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 3:49 PM 
To: Mark Stopher 
Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011 

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 
This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 
law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 
to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 
conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 
suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 
related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 
review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 
public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 
would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 
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end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 
permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 

First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 
30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 
effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 
specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 
whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 
permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 
legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 

Second, AB 120 requires that any "new regulations fully mitigate all 
identified significant environmental impacts." As directed by the 
Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR to 
meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 
addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a "fully mitigate" 
standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 
the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. "Fully 
mitigate" is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 
section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act. 

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is "a fee structure is in 
place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 
administration of the program." DFG takes the view that the current 
fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 
should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 
dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 
permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 
through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 
needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 
mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 
and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 
for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 
regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG's 
permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 
structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 
require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 
Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 
legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 
any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 
calendar year. 



Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 
DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and adopt 
amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 
resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 
State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 
County Superior Court's concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 
described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 
need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 
mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 
about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 
will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 
extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 
requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 
revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 
process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 
will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 
will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 
information to the recipients of this message when there is something 
new to report. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups 
"CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com. 
To unsubscribe from this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.



For more options, visit this group at
http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: Mark Dowdle - TCRCD

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Thank you for doing an excellent job keeping all of us so well informed
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 6:12:06 PM

Mark,
Thank you for doing such a superb job in communicating to all interested 
parties the many aspects of this process. It certainly can't be easy to 
do it so well.  You are appreciated. 

Best regards, 

Mark

Mark Dowdle 
Trinity County RCD 
www.tcrcd.net
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From: Steve Evans

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: RE: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 5:10:25 PM

Instead of hunting up a definition from other statutes or creating one that may 
support the agency's preconceptions, I suggest that DFG simply use the plain 
language definition of "fully mitigate all significant impacts." 

Steven L. Evans 
Wild Rivers Project Director 
Friends of the River 
1418 20th Street - Suite 100, Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: (916) 442-3155, Ext. 221 
Fax; (916) 442-3396 
Email: sevans@friendsoftheriver.org 
Web Site: www.friendsoftheriver.org 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Mark Stopher [mailto:MStopher@dfg.ca.gov]

Sent: Tue 7/26/2011 3:49 PM 
To: Mark Stopher 
Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011 

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 
This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 
law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 
to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 
conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 
suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 
related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 
review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 
public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 
would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 
end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 
permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 
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First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 
30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 
effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 
specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 
whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 
permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 
legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 

Second, AB 120 requires that any "new regulations fully mitigate all 
identified significant environmental impacts." As directed by the 
Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR to 
meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 
addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a "fully mitigate" 
standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 
the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. "Fully 
mitigate" is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 
section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act. 

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is "a fee structure is in 
place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 
administration of the program." DFG takes the view that the current 
fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 
should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 
dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 
permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 
through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 
needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 
mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 
and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 
for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 
regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG's 
permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 
structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 
require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 
Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 
legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 
any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 
calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 
DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and adopt 
amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 



resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 
State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 
County Superior Court's concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 
described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 
need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 
mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 
about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 
will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 
extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 
requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 
revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 
process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 
will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 
will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 
information to the recipients of this message when there is something 
new to report. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov



From: yrchiro@aol.com

To: MStopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Re: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 4:49:44 PM

Dear Mark, 

     Thanks for your update. 

      It is beyond frustrating that suction dredging has been curtailed 
under these circumstances in California. When you consider what has 
happened in the rivers this season with the high flows and turbidity, 
how can anyone assume a few recreational suction dredgers are going to 
do significant damage when the water level drops back a bit? 

     You must agree this is nonsense? 

      Thanks again for you update. 

       Dr Douglas Ferguson 

-----Original Message----- 
From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
To: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
Sent: Tue, Jul 26, 2011 3:50 pm 
Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011 

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 
This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 
law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 
to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 
conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 
suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 
related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 
review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 
public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 
would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 
end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 
permits under newly adopted regulations. 
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Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 

First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 
30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 
effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 
specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 
whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 
permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 
legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 

Second, AB 120 requires that any “new regulations fully mitigate all 
identified significant environmental impacts.” As directed by the 
Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR to 
meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 
addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a “fully mitigate”
standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 
the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. “Fully
mitigate” is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 
section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act. 

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is “a fee structure is in 
place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 
administration of the program.” DFG takes the view that the current 
fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 
should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 
dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 
permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 
through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 
needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 
mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 
and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 
for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 
regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG’s
permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 
structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 
require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 
Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 
legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 
any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 
calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 



DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and adopt 
amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 
resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 
State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 
County Superior Court’s concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 
described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 
need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 
mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 
about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 
will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 
extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 
requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 
revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 
process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 
will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 
will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 
information to the recipients of this message when there is something 
new to report. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google 
Groups "CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com.
To unsubscribe from this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.
For more options, visit this group at



http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: Bill Fisher

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Re: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 6:31:03 PM

Thanks Mark.  Bill Fisher 

From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 

To: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 

Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 3:49 PM 

Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011 

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 

This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 

law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 

to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 

conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 

suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 

related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 

review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 

public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 

would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 

end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 

permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 

First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 

30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 

effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 

specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 

whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 

permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 

legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 

Second, AB 120 requires that any “new regulations fully mitigate all 
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identified significant environmental impacts.” As directed by the 

Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR 

to

meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 

addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a “fully mitigate”

standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 

the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. “Fully

mitigate” is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 

previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 

section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act 

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is “a fee structure is in 

place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 

administration of the program.” DFG takes the view that the current 

fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 

should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 

dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 

permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 

through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 

needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 

mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 

and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 

for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 

regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG’s

permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 

structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 

require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 

Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 

legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 

any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 

calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 

DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and adopt 

amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 

resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 

State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 



County Superior Court’s concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 

described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 

need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 

mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 

about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 

will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 

extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 

requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 

revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 

process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 

will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 

will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 

information to the recipients of this message when there is something 

new to report.

Mark Stopher 

Environmental Program Manager 

California Department of Fish and Game 

601 Locust Street 

Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 

fax 530.225.2391 

cell 530.945.1344

mstopher@dfg.ca.gov



From: Rebecca Moore

To: MStopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: RE: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 4:35:32 PM

Thank you.  We appreciate the update. 
Rebecca Moore 

<br><br><br>------- Original Message ------- 
On 7/26/2011  3:49 PM Mark Stopher wrote:<br>Interested Parties 
<br>
<br>Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 
<br>This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 
<br>law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 
<br>to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 
<br>conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 
<br>suction dredge mining in California. 
<br>
<br>The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 
<br>related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 
<br>review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 
<br>public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 
<br>would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 
<br>end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 
<br>permits under newly adopted regulations. 
<br>
<br>Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 
<br>
<br>First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 
<br>30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 
<br>effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 
<br>specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 
<br>whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 
<br>permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 
<br>legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 
<br>
<br>Second, AB 120 requires that any “new regulations fully mitigate all 
<br>identified significant environmental impacts.” As directed by the 
<br>Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR 
to
<br>meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 
<br>addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a “fully mitigate”
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<br>standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 
<br>the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. “Fully
<br>mitigate” is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
<br>previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 
<br>section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act. 
<br>
<br>
<br>Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is “a fee structure is in 
<br>place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 
<br>administration of the program.” DFG takes the view that the current 
<br>fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 
<br>should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 
<br>dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 
<br>permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 
<br>through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 
<br>needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 
<br>mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 
<br>and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 
<br>for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 
<br>regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG’s
<br>permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 
<br>structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 
<br>require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 
<br>Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 
<br>legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 
<br>any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 
<br>calendar year. 
<br>
<br>Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 
<br>DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and adopt 
<br>amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 
<br>resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 
<br>State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 
<br>County Superior Court’s concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 
<br>described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 
<br>need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 
<br>mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 
<br>about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 
<br>will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 
<br>
<br>With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 
<br>extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 
<br>requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 
<br>revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 



<br>process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 
<br>will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 
<br>will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 
<br>information to the recipients of this message when there is something 
<br>new to report. 
<br>
<br>
<br>Mark Stopher 
<br>Environmental Program Manager 
<br>California Department of Fish and Game 
<br>601 Locust Street 
<br>Redding, CA 96001 
<br>
<br>voice 530.225.2275 
<br>fax 530.225.2391 
<br>cell 530.945.1344 
<br>mstopher@dfg.ca.gov
<br>
<br>
<br>
<br>
<br>
<br>



From: Mark Stopher

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Saturday, January 01, 4501 12:00:00 AM

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 
This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 
law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 
to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 
conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 
suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 
related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 
review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 
public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 
would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 
end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 
permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 

First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 
30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 
effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 
specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 
whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 
permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 
legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 

Second, AB 120 requires that any “new regulations fully mitigate all 
identified significant environmental impacts.” As directed by the 
Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR to 
meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 
addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a “fully mitigate”
standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 
the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. “Fully
mitigate” is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 
section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act. 
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Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is “a fee structure is in 
place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 
administration of the program.” DFG takes the view that the current 
fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 
should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 
dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 
permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 
through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 
needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 
mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 
and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 
for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 
regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG’s
permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 
structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 
require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 
Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 
legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 
any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 
calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 
DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and adopt 
amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 
resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 
State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 
County Superior Court’s concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 
described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 
need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 
mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 
about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 
will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 
extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 
requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 
revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 
process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 
will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 
will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 
information to the recipients of this message when there is something 
new to report. 



Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov



From: Randy Adams

To: MStopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Re: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 8:23:05 AM

Hi Mark, 

Thank you for keeing me up to date on on this  important  topic.   Are 
you also providing thie information to Steven Becker,   < 
sbecker@dtsc.ca.gov > and Charlie Ridenour,  < cridenou@dtsc.ca.gov > ? 
  (e.g. Steve is my supervisor and Charlie is  a Branch Chief . Charlie 
aand Steve are lead on Abandoned Mine Land matters. Thank you. 

Randy

>>> Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 07/27/11 8:10 AM >>> 
Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 
This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 
law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 
to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 
conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 
suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 
related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 
review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 
public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 
would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 
end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 
permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 

First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 
30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 
effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 
specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 
whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 
permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 
legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 
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Second, AB 120 requires that any “new regulations fully mitigate all 
identified significant environmental impacts.” As directed by the 
Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR to 
meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 
addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a “fully mitigate”
standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 
the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. “Fully
mitigate” is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 
section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act. 

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is “a fee structure is in 
place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 
administration of the program.” DFG takes the view that the current 
fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 
should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 
dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 
permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 
through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 
needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 
mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 
and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 
for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 
regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG’s
permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 
structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 
require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 
Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 
legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 
any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 
calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 
DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and amended 
regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 
resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 
State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 
County Superior Court’s concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 
described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 
need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 
mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 
about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 



will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 
extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 
requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 
revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 
process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 
will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 
will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 
information to the recipients of this message when there is something 
new to report. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google 
Groups "CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com.
To unsubscribe from this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.
For more options, visit this group at
http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: Jim Bonetti

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Re: AB-120
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 9:36:05 AM

Hello Mark,

Passage of this bill really puts the lid on 
suction dredging pretty much forever. Plus, 
the new regs AND fees will put dreging out 
of reach of a huge majority of gold miners 
who make a meager living working hard for 
whatever flakes they pan out.

These people are not on the welfare rolls. 
They collect no entitlements. They are 
poor, but they don't complain and they 
work hard for what flakes they get. As you 
should know, dredging is no picnic and not 
for the weak of heart.

I'm a recreational dredger. I'd get up on the 
rivers a few times a year. Sure the fees 
were about $43 as I recall and I'd buy fuel 
and food on the way. I like getting up into 
the mountains and nature and the "luck of 
the draw" getting a few flakes. True, I 
don't NEED to dredge, but its a labor of 
love for me and maybe get a few flakes. It 
was NEVER cost effective for me. I just 
loved all of it.
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The original lawsuit was based on the local 
tribe of Indians concerned about the 
spawning of Salmon on the Klamath. How 
a judge in Alameda County determined that 
the entire state of California was in 
jeopardy because of dredgers on the 
Klamath, I WILL NEVER UNDERSTAND! The 
liberal, conservationist view that dredging 
has an adverse effect on rivers, fish and 
nature in general is ludicrous. 

While I dredge, I pick up rocks, gravel and 
yes insects on the river bottom. And guess 
what are following my sluice box? Did you 
guess trout feasting on those helgramites 
and other insects without going through 
the effort to locate them for their lunch. 
Dredgers move the gravel and pick out 
whatever gold they can and leave therest 
of the river as they found it, pure and 
simple.

I am sorry that AB-120 authors, the signer 
and whoever have determined that 
dredgers are THE serious problem they 
claim. This is simply not true.

Sincerely,



Jim Bonetti
P.O.Box 967
Salida, CA 95368



From: James Conrad

To: "Mark Stopher"; 

Subject: RE: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 6:59:45 AM

Thank you for sending me an update on the laws going into effect. I'm hoping 
that they leave gravity dredging alone. It seems to work well enough. James 
Conrad

-----Original Message----- 
From: Mark Stopher [mailto:MStopher@dfg.ca.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 3:49 PM 
To: Mark Stopher 
Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011 

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 
This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 
law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 
to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 
conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 
suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 
related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 
review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 
public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 
would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 
end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 
permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 

First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 
30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 
effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 
specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 
whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 
permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 
legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 

Second, AB 120 requires that any •new regulations fully mitigate all 
identified significant environmental impacts.• As directed by the 
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Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR to 
meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 
addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a •fully mitigate•
standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 
the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. •Fully
mitigate• is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 
section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act. 

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is •a fee structure is in 
place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 
administration of the program.• DFG takes the view that the current 
fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 
should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 
dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 
permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 
through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 
needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 
mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 
and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 
for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 
regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG•s
permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 
structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 
require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 
Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 
legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 
any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 
calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 
DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and adopt 
amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 
resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 
State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 
County Superior Court•s concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 
described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 
need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 
mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 
about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 
will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 



extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 
requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 
revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 
process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 
will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 
will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 
information to the recipients of this message when there is something 
new to report. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

-----
No virus found in this message. 
Checked by AVG - www.avg.com 
Version: 10.0.1390 / Virus Database: 1518/3790 - Release Date: 07/26/11 



From: Randy Davis

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Re: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 11:40:55 AM

Mark;

All of this is just political hog wash. As I read the 1872 Mining Law it 
gives me certain legal rights and protections that cannot be circumvented 
by the state. Therefore the permitting process is just so much bunk. So 
long as I do not submitt to a permitt you have no jurisdiction over me as a 
permit is a contract between the state and myself. 
All of the dredging moratorium is against Federal law. You need to study 
the 1872 mining law and also the (I believe) 1968 mining and reclamation 
act.
I am also aware that the Ca. Dept. Fish & Game had on their website in 
1993/4 a study that dredging had no effect(Or that manufactured word 
Deleterious.) to any species within the active water ways. It was later 
removed. What happened to that study ???? There have been more 
studies of active dredging than a person can shake a stick at. They have 
been done in Oregon, Alaska and California. Why are all of these studies 
ignored by your dept ? 
The truth needs to come out, one way or another ! 
I stand by my Federal Rights to mine my Legal mining claim

Sincerely,
Randy Davis 
Weaverville, Ca. 
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From: Rachel Dunn

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: dredging, booming
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 2:05:09 PM

Hi Mark, 

No steak for anyone....but I do really appreciate your thorough writeup 
after it was passed. I would not have written anything nearly that 
coherent.

But on another note, I am getting calls from miners about booming - do 
you have something in writing that people can take with them and have in 
the field? 

I'm finishing up work that I've abandoned for the last 2 months, when 
completed I'm going dredging in OR. I look forward to seeing you on my 
way North:) 

Rachel
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From: Kent Mason

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Re: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 8:45:03 AM

Mark.

     Thanks for the update....... 

Kent R. Mason
Maintenance Supervisor
Sundance Apartments
Work-661-831-3182
Fax-661-831-3566
Kentsundance@yahoo.com

From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
To: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
Sent: Tue, July 26, 2011 3:49:03 PM 
Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011 

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 

This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 

law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 

to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 

conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 

suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 

related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 

review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 

public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 

would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 

end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 

permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 
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First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 

30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 

effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 

specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 

whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 

permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 

legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 

Second, AB 120 requires that any “new regulations fully mitigate all 

identified significant environmental impacts.” As directed by the 

Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR to 

meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 

addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a “fully mitigate”

standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 

the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. “Fully

mitigate” is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 

previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 

section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act. 

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is “a fee structure is in 

place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 

administration of the program.” DFG takes the view that the current 

fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 

should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 

dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 

permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 

through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 

needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 

mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 

and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 

for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 

regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG’s

permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 

structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 

require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 

Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 

legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 

any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 

calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 

DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and adopt 

amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 



resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 

State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 

County Superior Court’s concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 

described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 

need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 

mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 

about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 

will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 

extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 

requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 

revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 

process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 

will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 

will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 

information to the recipients of this message when there is something 

new to report.

Mark Stopher 

Environmental Program Manager 

California Department of Fish and Game 

601 Locust Street 

Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 

fax 530.225.2391 

cell 530.945.1344

mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--

You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups "CA Suction 

Dredge EIR" group. 

To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.

com.

For more options, visit this group at http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en. 



From: monty p

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Re: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 7:25:34 PM

Dear Mr. Stopher 
Thankyou for the information on Assembly Bill 120, I still have hope that I 
will some day be able to use my suction dredge again before I get to old. 
Keep up the hard work....and Thankyou again.....Monty LPayne, Yuba City 
Ca.
On Tue, Jul 26, 2011 at 3:49 PM, Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov>

wrote:

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by 
Governor Brown. 
This legislation amends seven different codes within 
California State 
law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in 
this bill refer 
to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the 
process to 
conduct environmental review and adopt amended 
regulations guiding 
suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations 
and a 
related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report 
(SEIR) for public 
review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings 
and accepted 
public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we 
projected that we 
would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final 
SEIR by the 
end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of 
suction dredge 
permits under newly adopted regulations. 
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Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 

First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of 
June
30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 
670, and took 
effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The 
new law 
specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, 
regardless of 
whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review 
of its existing 
permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, 
further
legislation or action by the courts could modify that 
circumstance.

Second, AB 120 requires that any “new regulations fully 
mitigate all 
identified significant environmental impacts.” As directed by 
the
Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared 
the Draft SEIR to 
meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA). In 
addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a “fully
mitigate”
standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations 
in order for 
the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. 
“Fully
mitigate” is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game 
Code in 
section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered 
Species Act. 

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is “a fee structure 
is in 
place that will fully recover all costs to the department 



related to the 
administration of the program.” DFG takes the view that the 
current
fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort 
which
should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate 
suction
dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of 
selling
permits, DFG believes we should have environmental 
scientists funded 
through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site 
inspections as 
needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction 
dredge
mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial 
organisms
and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should 
provide funding 
for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce 
compliance with any new 
regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for 
DFG’s
permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to 
that
structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such 
change will 
require action by the California Legislature and related 
approval by the 
Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of 
new
legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely 
that
any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 
2011
calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was 
clear that 
DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA 
and adopt 



amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge 
mining to 
resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG 
had the final 
State approval to complete the process, subject only to the 
Alameda
County Superior Court’s concurrence. AB 120 adds a 
legislative step, 
described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the 
legislature will 
need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before 
suction dredge 
mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives 
of legislators 
about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge 
mining generally 
will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating 
the
extent to which the work we have already done can be used 
under the 
requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do 
not yet have a 
revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous 
projection that this 
process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer 
viable. It 
will likely be several weeks from now before we have 
determined what we 
will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide 
additional
information to the recipients of this message when there is 
something
new to report. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 



Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275

fax 530.225.2391

cell 530.945.1344

mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the 
Google Groups "CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-

eir@googlegroups.com.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to ca-suction-

dredge-eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.

For more options, visit this group at http://groups.google.

com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: Ray Nutting

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: FW: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Wednesday, July 27, 2011 12:22:18 AM

Well!  Now we know what the state thinks before the science.  They don’t care 

about science. You hands are tied. Shame on the state!!!!!!!!!

From: reddy2ctsp@aol.com [mailto:reddy2ctsp@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 4:13 PM 
To: the-wma@comcast.net; tylerprospecting@gmail.com; martin@modfather.org; 
lcolombo@jps.net; goldworld@wildblue.net; pmining@pioneermining.com; 
rabideno@aol.com; bjones@goldprospectors.org; dave@promackmining.com; 
bostwo@edcgov.us; raynutting@hughes.net; ray@rayeddy.com; 
ancientgold@sbcglobal.net
Subject: Fwd: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011

-----Original Message----- 

From: VOL IT <jerhobbs2@verizon.net> 

To: Paul <pcoambs@sbcglobal.net>; Gaty Goldberg <garyngoldberg@yahoo.com>; Barry 

<bhwetherby@aol.com>; scott coykendall <editor@plp1.org>; ric eddy <reddy2ctsp@aol.com>; Dee 

Stapp <stappmining@aol.com> 

Sent: Tue, Jul 26, 2011 3:58 pm 

Subject: Fw: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011

--- On Tue, 7/26/11, Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> wrote:

> From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov>

> Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011

> To: "Mark Stopher" <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov>

> Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2011, 3:49 PM

> Interested Parties

>

> Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by

> Governor Brown.

> This legislation amends seven different codes within

> California State

> law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in
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> this bill refer

> to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on

> the process to

> conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations

> guiding

> suction dredge mining in California.

>

> The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations

> and a

> related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR)

> for public

> review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings

> and accepted

> public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we

> projected that we

> would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final

> SEIR by the

> end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of

> suction dredge

> permits under newly adopted regulations.

>

> Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important

> ways.

>

> First, it establishes an end date for the current

> moratorium of June

> 30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670,

> and took

> effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date.

> The new law

> specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016,

> regardless of

> whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of

> its existing

> permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course,

> further

> legislation or action by the courts could modify that

> circumstance.

>

> Second, AB 120 requires that any “new regulations fully

> mitigate all

> identified significant environmental impacts.” As

> directed by the

> Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the

> Draft SEIR to



> meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality

> Act (CEQA). In

> addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a

> “fully mitigate”

> standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations

> in order for

> the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016.

> “Fully

> mitigate” is not defined in statute or regulation,

> however, and

> previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game

> Code in

> section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered

> Species Act.

>

>

> Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is “a fee

> structure is in

> place that will fully recover all costs to the department

> related to the

> administration of the program.” DFG takes the view that

> the current

> fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of

> effort which

> should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate

> suction

> dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs

> of selling

> permits, DFG believes we should have environmental

> scientists funded

> through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site

> inspections as

> needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction

> dredge

> mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and

> terrestrial organisms

> and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should

> provide funding

> for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance

> with any new

> regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure

> for DFG’s

> permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any

> change to that

> structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such



> change will

> require action by the California Legislature and related

> approval by the

> Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for

> submittal of new

> legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very

> unlikely that

> any change to the existing fee structure will occur within

> the 2011

> calendar year.

>

> Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was

> clear that

> DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA

> and adopt

> amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge

> mining to

> resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG

> had the final

> State approval to complete the process, subject only to the

> Alameda

> County Superior Court’s concurrence. AB 120 adds a

> legislative step,

> described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the

> legislature will

> need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before

> suction dredge

> mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives

> of legislators

> about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge

> mining generally

> will affect the probability of such legislation being

> approved.

>

> With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are

> evaluating the

> extent to which the work we have already done can be used

> under the

> requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not

> yet have a

> revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous

> projection that this

> process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer

> viable. It

> will likely be several weeks from now before we have



> determined what we

> will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide

> additional

> information to the recipients of this message when there is

> something

> new to report. 

>

>

> Mark Stopher

> Environmental Program Manager

> California Department of Fish and Game

> 601 Locust Street

> Redding, CA 96001

>

> voice 530.225.2275

> fax 530.225.2391

> cell 530.945.1344

> mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

>

>

>

>

>

>



From: Kim Shepherd

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Re: Fwd: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Saturday, January 01, 4501 12:00:00 AM

The customers that have been calling thought that this bill would lift the 
moratorium.  We are going to have some very angry customers. 

Kim

Kimberly A. Shepherd 
Assistant Branch Chief 
License and Revenue Branch 
Department of Fish and Game 
(916) 928-6886 

>>> Mark Stopher 7/27/2011 10:31 AM >>> 
Additional detail is provided in the attachment. In short, the moratorium on 
suction dredge gold mining is extended to June 30, 2016. The legislation 
provides that the moratorium could be lifted earlier if DFG meets certain 
requirements. At the moment, we do not know if that is possible. We will have a 
clearer picture in the next few weeks, but for now, and for the foreseeable 
future, we will not be selling permits. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov
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From: Auby

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: RE: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2011 5:08:03 PM

Mark,

Thank you so much for keeping me up dated on the status of suction dredging 
in California.  I know that you have dedicated a lot of hard work towards 
this issue only to have the legislature move the goal posts.  At this point 
I am very disappointed with the recent outcome of suction dredging.  I feel 
that the state politicians have let me down.  I have tried to participate in 
the process as much as anyone can.  I have wrote you and other officials 
letters.  I have spoken with state representatives.  I have attended and 
spoke at a DFG meeting.  I have had meetings with my local state 
representative. I have tried to motivate my local mining club to lobby their 
politicians for positive result. I have placed info and regarding suction 
dredging on my own mining website.  After all this effort on my part I am 
afraid that by the time dredging is allowed back in California that I will 
be too old to participate in this activity.  I am also concerned that the 
whimsical nature of prospecting will be too restrictive and bogged down with 
extra fees and onsite inspections to have it any fun. I think it is a sad 
day.

After reading you last letter there be any hope that we will be allowed back 
in the water before 2016?  Will we need new or different equipment? (Quieter 
motors) How much do you think it will cost in the future to purchase a 
suction dredge permit?  Will an onsite inspection be required prior to each 
time the dredge is put in the water?  Basically I have a lot of money tied 
up in my suction dredging equipment that has been sitting in my barn for the 
last two and half years, and I would like to sell it now in hopes that 
someone may be going to Oregon or somewhere that is not so restrictive and 
can use my equipment.  But if there is some hope that dredging will be 
allowed again I don't want to have to repurchase all the same equipment.  I 
would like to try to recover some of my investment if there is no hope in 
dredging being allowed in the near future in the Golden State. 

Thank you very much for your work that you have put into this project.  It 
is my hope that we will be allowed to dredge again.  Please continue to keep 
me informed on any developments on this issue. 

Chris Auby 
925-708-3099
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-----Original Message----- 
From: ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com 
[mailto:ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com] On Behalf Of Mark Stopher 

Sent: Tuesday, July 26, 2011 3:49 PM 
To: Mark Stopher 
Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011 

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by Governor Brown. 
This legislation amends seven different codes within California State 
law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill refer 
to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the process to 
conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations guiding 
suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 
related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for public 
review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and accepted 
public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected that we 
would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR by the 
end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction dredge 
permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 

First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 
30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and took 
effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new law 
specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, regardless of 
whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its existing 
permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 
legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 

Second, AB 120 requires that any "new regulations fully mitigate all 
identified significant environmental impacts." As directed by the 
Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the Draft SEIR to 
meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). In 
addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a "fully mitigate" 
standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in order for 
the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. "Fully 
mitigate" is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game Code in 
section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species Act. 



Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is "a fee structure is in 
place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to the 
administration of the program." DFG takes the view that the current 
fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 
should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate suction 
dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of selling 
permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists funded 
through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections as 
needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 
mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial organisms 
and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide funding 
for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance with any new 
regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for DFG's 
permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to that 
structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 
require action by the California Legislature and related approval by the 
Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 
legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 
any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 
calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear that 
DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and adopt 
amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge mining to 
resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had the final 
State approval to complete the process, subject only to the Alameda 
County Superior Court's concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative step, 
described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the legislature will 
need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction dredge 
mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of legislators 
about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining generally 
will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 
extent to which the work we have already done can be used under the 
requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not yet have a 
revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection that this 
process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. It 
will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined what we 
will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide additional 
information to the recipients of this message when there is something 
new to report. 



Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344 
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups 
"CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-eir@googlegroups.com. 
To unsubscribe from this group, send email to 
ca-suction-dredge-eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.
For more options, visit this group at
http://groups.google.com/group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: Troy Carter

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Re: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2011 1:20:39 AM

You ruined my family and business, this was our job now have 50,000 in 
worthless equipment and 150,000 in now worthless dredging claims i still 
pay for #@%!*&

Thanks California
ps: I have never seen a fish or anything living in the drainages my claims 
are on!!!! 
--- On Tue, 7/26/11, Mark Stopher 
<MStopher@dfg.ca.
gov>  wrote: 

From: Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
Subject: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011 
To: "Mark Stopher" <MStopher@dfg.ca.gov> 
Date: Tuesday, July 26, 2011, 3:49 PM 

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by 
Governor Brown. 
This legislation amends seven different codes within California 
State
law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in this bill 
refer
to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on the 
process to 
conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations 
guiding
suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations and a 
related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for 
public
review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings and 
accepted
public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we projected 
that we 
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would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final SEIR 
by the 
end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of suction 
dredge
permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important ways. 

First, it establishes an end date for the current moratorium of June 
30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, and 
took
effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. The new 
law
specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, 
regardless of 
whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of its 
existing
permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, further 
legislation or action by the courts could modify that circumstance. 

Second, AB 120 requires that any “new regulations fully mitigate all 
identified significant environmental impacts.” As directed by the 
Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the 
Draft SEIR to 
meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). In 
addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a “fully
mitigate”
standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations in 
order for 
the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. “Fully
mitigate” is not defined in statute or regulation, however, and 
previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game 
Code in 
section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered Species 
Act.

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is “a fee structure is in 
place that will fully recover all costs to the department related to 
the



administration of the program.” DFG takes the view that the 
current
fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of effort which 
should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate 
suction
dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs of 
selling
permits, DFG believes we should have environmental scientists 
funded
through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site inspections 
as
needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction dredge 
mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and terrestrial 
organisms
and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should provide 
funding
for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance 
with any new 
regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure for 
DFG’s
permitting program is prescribed by statute  Any change to that 
structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such change will 
require action by the California Legislature and related approval by 
the
Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for submittal of new 
legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very unlikely that 
any change to the existing fee structure will occur within the 2011 
calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was clear 
that
DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA and 
adopt
amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge 
mining to 
resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG had 
the final 
State approval to complete the process, subject only to the 
Alameda
County Superior Court’s concurrence. AB 120 adds a legislative 
step,



described in the previous paragraph Simply put, the legislature will 
need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before suction 
dredge
mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives of 
legislators
about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge mining 
generally
will affect the probability of such legislation being approved. 

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are evaluating the 
extent to which the work we have already done can be used 
under the 
requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed We do not 
yet have a 
revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous projection 
that this 
process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer viable. 
It
will likely be several weeks from now before we have determined 
what we 
will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide 
additional
information to the recipients of this message when there is 
something
new to report.

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov



--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the 
Google Groups "CA Suction Dredge EIR" group. 
To post to this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-

eir@googlegroups.com.

To unsubscribe from this group, send email to ca-suction-dredge-
eir+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.

For more options, visit this group at http://groups.google.com/

group/ca-suction-dredge-eir?hl=en.



From: Manuel Figueiredo

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Date: Thursday, July 28, 2011 9:02:19 PM

Thanks to the new calif, Govener and the sgining of the new bill, California 
goverment just shot them selfs in the foot. Thanks to the Kruk Tribe, your 
State will fall deeper into Debt with the New and Multipule Law suits over 
this bill steming from a convict of a tribe leader. 

   Thank you for the up dates. Its to bad that it has come to this with 
everyones complince falling on deff ears, as well as your department time 
and effort. So Sad.

072811_Figueiredo



From: paul sydow

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: dredging
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2011 7:56:35 AM

way to go yuou assholes!  now you have taken away our heritage bacause of a 
bunch of chickenshit indians and envro-freaks. 

DFG SUCKS!!!!  now you will come and take our fishing & hunting & boating and 
hiking, etc. etc. 

SCREW YOU! 

072811_Sydow



From: Madeleine Hirn

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: Suction Dredging
Date: Friday, July 29, 2011 9:32:07 AM

Hi Mark, 

I just read your synopsis of the new dredging restrictions on the GPAA web site.
Thank you for interpreting the information for us.
From other articles, and from the EIR, I see that historical resources mitigation may 
also be a hindrance to completing the requirements and issuing new permits.  I 
believe it was a mistake in the EIR to say that impacts to historic resources was 
unavoidable.  I think reasonable mitigations are possible and would like to offer my 
assistance to whoever is charged with working on this aspect.

I am presently the cultural resources officer for the state water board, but am 
writing as a private citizen.  I am a qualified archaeologist and have over 12 years 
experience working within the state and federal regulatory system.  (over 25 years 
total in the archaeological field)  I would work on my own time and not as a state 
representative.

If you think I could be of any help, please let me know.

Cookie Hirn

072911_Hirn



From: bob bar

To: mstopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: dregdes
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2011 9:30:29 AM

When will permits be out, and how much, thank you for your time, Robert 

____________________________________________________________
FREE ONLINE PHOTOSHARING - Share your photos online with your friends and 
family!
Visit http://www.inbox.com/photosharing to find out more! 
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From: ROD JOHNSON

To: MStopher@dfg.ca.gov;

Subject: booming
Date: Sunday, July 31, 2011 7:22:33 PM

I talked to you the other day on the phone, i am in Texas. What is 
booming and where is it allowed?

I have a large gravel bar on my claim that runs on 1 side of a rapids that's 
more than 200 yards long and over 100 feet wide that has no water 
running over it. I want to mine it but do not want to break any rules. What 
would i be able to legally do on this gravel bar to extract the gold? Do to 
the slope of the bar I can easily recycle any water used.

Thanks for your time and efforts,
Rod Johnson

073111_Johnson



From: ROD JOHNSON

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Re: booming
Date: Monday, August 01, 2011 10:55:59 AM

Are there any waivers available on a claim by claim basis to boom less 
than 100 yards from an active waterway?  I wouldn't mind paying an 
inspection fee if needed. Do to the size configuration of the gravel bar, it 
would be easy to make sure muddy effluent would never get back to the 
river.

On Mon, Aug 1, 2011 at 10:33 AM, Mark Stopher <MStopher@dfg.ca.

gov> wrote: 

Rod

Booming is the use of a suction dredge, dry land dredge, or 
any other vacuum arrangement to mine outside of the live 
stream. Sometimes a miner will use a water pump to take 
water from the stream to create a pool of water to vacuum 
from. You might take a look at http://www.goldgold.com/

newsletter092008.htm for an example. You need to know, 

however, that the Fish and Game Code section 5653(d) says 
" It is unlawful to possess a vacuum or suction dredge in 
areas, or in or within 100 yards of waters, that are closed to 
the use of vacuum or suction dredges". So, DFG's 
interpretation is that booming must be more than 100 yards 
from a live stream. You could use a high banker on the 
gravel bar. Just don't let the muddy effluent flow directly into 
the stream. 

Mark Stopher 
Environmental Program Manager 
California Department of Fish and Game 
601 Locust Street 
Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530225.2275 
fax 530.225.2391 
cell 530.945.1344
mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

080111_Johnson



>>> ROD JOHNSON <northgate@nctv.com> 7/31/2011 

7:22 PM >>> 
I talked to you the other day on the phone, i am in Texas 
What is booming 
and where is it allowed? 

I have a large gravel bar on my claim that runs on 1 side of a 
rapids that's 
more than 200 yards long and over 100 feet wide that has no 
water running 
over it. I want to mine it but do not want to break any rules. 
What would i 
be able to legally do on this gravel bar to extract the gold? 
Do to the 
slope of the bar I can easily recycle any water used. 

Thanks for your time and efforts, 
Rod Johnson 



From: bostwo@edcgov.us

To: Mark Stopher; 

Subject: Re: Suction dredge status July 26, 2011
Date: Tuesday, August 02, 2011 10:02:55 PM

Mark,

Well,  private industry is out of business.  You have zero dollars coming in and 
how are you going to fully fund your millions with no source?  I guess you can 
take 5 years to give a thorough review and charge the recreation suction 
dredgers the full cost.

Thank you,

Ray Nutting, Chairman 
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors 
530) 621-5651 

Suction dredge status July 26, 2011

Mark Stopher to: Mark Stopher 07/26/2011 03:49 PM

Interested Parties 

Today, July 26, 2011, Assembly Bill 120 was approved by 

Governor Brown. 

This legislation amends seven different codes within 

California State 

law including the Fish and Game Code. Two paragraphs in 

this bill refer 

to suction dredge mining and have substantial impacts on 

the process to 

conduct environmental review and adopt amended regulations 

guiding

suction dredge mining in California. 

The Department of Fish and Game released draft regulations 

and a 

080211_ElDoradoCoBoardofSup



related Draft Subsequent Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) 

for public 

review on February 28, 2011. We held six public meetings 

and accepted 

public comments through May 10, 2011. At that time we 

projected that we 

would be adopting new regulations and certifying the Final 

SEIR by the 

end of 2011. This would then have permitted the sale of 

suction dredge 

permits under newly adopted regulations. 

Assembly Bill 120 affects this effort in four important 

ways.

First, it establishes an end date for the current 

moratorium of June 

30, 2016. The current moratorium was established by SB 670, 

and took 

effect on August 9, 2009, without any specific end date. 

The new law 

specifies that the moratorium will end on June 30, 2016, 

regardless of 

whether DFG completes court-ordered environmental review of 

its existing 

permitting program or adopts new regulations. Of course, 

further

legislation or action by the courts could modify that 

circumstance.

Second, AB 120 requires that any “new regulations fully 

mitigate all 

identified significant environmental impacts.” As directed 

by the 

Alameda County Superior Court and SB 670, DFG prepared the 

Draft SEIR to 

meet requirements of the California Environmental Quality 

Act (CEQA). In 

addition to CEQA, AB 120 now requires DFG to meet a “fully

mitigate”

standard for any adopted suction dredge mining regulations 

in order for 

the new moratorium to end any earlier than June 30, 2016. 

“Fully



mitigate” is not defined in statute or regulation, however, 

and

previously the term has only been used in the Fish and Game 

Code in 

section 2081, subdivision (b), of the California Endangered 

Species Act. 

Third, a new condition, required by AB 120 is “a fee 

structure is in 

place that will fully recover all costs to the department 

related to the 

administration of the program.” DFG takes the view that the 

current

fee structure is not sufficient to support the level of 

effort which 

should be devoted to implementing our authority to regulate 

suction

dredge gold mining. In addition to the administrative costs 

of selling 

permits, DFG believes we should have environmental 

scientists funded 

through suction dredge permit fees to conduct on-site 

inspections as 

needed prior to issuing permits and also to monitor suction 

dredge

mining to collect data on effects on aquatic and 

terrestrial organisms 

and habitat. Further, suction dredge permit fees should 

provide funding 

for game wardens to inspect, monitor and enforce compliance 

with any new 

regulations. Under current law, however, the fee structure 

for DFG’s

permitting program is prescribed by statute.  Any change to 

that

structure is beyond the authority of DFG and any such 

change will 

require action by the California Legislature and related 

approval by the 

Governor.  Because of the legislative calendar for 

submittal of new 

legislation and the legislative process itself, it is very 

unlikely that 



any change to the existing fee structure will occur within 

the 2011 

calendar year. 

Finally, the previous moratorium established by SB 670 was 

clear that 

DFG needed to take several actions (i.e. comply with CEQA 

and adopt 

amended regulations) which would then allow suction dredge 

mining to 

resume, under the new regulations. Said another way, DFG 

had the final 

State approval to complete the process, subject only to the 

Alameda

County Superior Court’s concurrence. AB 120 adds a 

legislative step, 

described in the previous paragraph. Simply put, the 

legislature will 

need to affirmatively approve a new fee structure, before 

suction dredge 

mining can resume under new regulations. The perspectives 

of legislators 

about sufficiency of a fee structure and suction dredge 

mining generally 

will affect the probability of such legislation being 

approved.

With this set of new facts in front of DFG, we are 

evaluating the 

extent to which the work we have already done can be used 

under the 

requirements of AB 120, and how we might proceed. We do not 

yet have a 

revised workplan or schedule. However, our previous 

projection that this 

process would be complete by the end of 2011 is no longer 

viable. It 

will likely be several weeks from now before we have 

determined what we 

will need to proceed and how we can do so. I will provide 

additional

information to the recipients of this message when there is 

something

new to report.



Mark Stopher 

Environmental Program Manager 

California Department of Fish and Game 

601 Locust Street 

Redding, CA 96001 

voice 530.225.2275 

fax 530.225.2391 

cell 530.945.1344 

mstopher@dfg.ca.gov

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This electronic communication with its 
contents may contain confidential and/or privileged information. It is solely 
for the use of the intended recipient(s). Unauthorized interception, review, 
use, or disclosure is prohibited and may violate applicable laws including 
the Electronic Communications Privacy Act. If you are not the intended 
recipient, or authorized to receive for the intended recipient, please 
contact the sender and destroy all copies of the communication. Thank 
you for your consideration. 


