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Introduction:
I would like to thank specific conference facilitators for their courtesy in inviting mining interests to participate in this conference. Since I am relatively new to the Klamath Basin, this invitation is appreciated. Also, since I am unknown to most of you, I have information in my booth regarding my background in mining and employment, as well as property rights.

1.
It is extremely important that no stakeholders be left out of these conferences. Every effort must be made to identify and include those stakeholders who may still not be included.
2.
A case in point is the large and active mining community, comprised of individual miners, companies and a very large support industry, i.e. mining supply manufacturers, stores and associations, as well as the normal supply sources associated with any other industry that brings people here from across the nation such as, gas stations, 
hotels/motels, food stores, restaurants, RV Parks, medical facilities and even housing.

a.
A 1994 State of California environmental impact report on suction dredge mining estimated that a typical gold dredger spends around $9,000 per person per year on equipment, gasoline, repairs and maintenance, motels, groceries and restaurants, other forms of recreation and occasionally on medical services. The Waldo Mining District in southwest Oregon surveyed its members in 2001, and came up with similar results.

b.
Other studies show that people that come from out of state to suction dredge average spending $3,600 a month in the state they are visiting and most states benefit economically by their presence.
3.
Miners have a federal statutory right to their activity. No stakeholder in this basin has a stronger right than do miners. It goes without saying that in any action that has the capacity to affect peoples constitutional, civil, or statutory rights, every effort must be made to allow those with legal rights to participate in any action that may affect them.

4.
The federal government, as well as the State of Oregon, (and possibly other states) have recognized and passed legislation to guarantee that a citizen’s right to mine will not be affected without the knowledge of, or input from, miners.

a.
Here is an excerpt from just such legislation: 

Chapter 354 Oregon Laws 1999 

AN ACT 
SB 1152 

AN ACT SECTION 2. The Legislative Assembly finds that prospecting, small scale mining and recreational mining:

(1) Are important parts of the heritage of the State of Oregon; 

(2) Provide economic benefits to the state and local communities; and 

(3) Can be conducted in a manner that is not harmful and may be beneficial to fish habitat and fish propagation. 

SECTION 3. Any rule pertaining to recreational or small scale mining adopted after the effective date of this 1999 Act shall be adopted in consultation with affected parties.

b.
On the federal level, the Mining Act of 1872 is a unique law that vests an individual with the right to prospect and extract locatable minerals upon public lands.  This right upon location, is a grant by Congress which carries with it a property right protectable by the Constitution (5th Amendment).  This location is a severance from ownership from the U.S. to a private party.

The Problem:

1.
The mining community is at a disadvantage because miners have not been a part of the previous conferences. However, from a mining perspective, mining in all western states has been under attack in recent years for “perceived” environmental impacts that are not based on any peer reviewed science. Virtually every peer reviewed scientific study commissioned has shown either no significant impact, or inconsequential impact to either water quality or fish, regarding the effects of suction dredge mining.

a.
Our mining community in southern Oregon and northern California is at this very moment embroiled in three different lawsuits in defense of their rights. 

Solutions:
1.
Litigation is counter-productive to all involved. This is the type of problem miners would like to avoid.

2.
The mining community, nationwide, is tired of being forced into litigation continually, to protect a statutory right that they already possess. We believe that there is a better way. In many cases there is a lack of knowledge concerning small scale mining and its affects by everyone from regulatory agencies to other stakeholders and the general public.

a.
Part of the solution lies in the mining community, in conjunction with other stakeholders, working together to educate everyone regarding the real effects of modern day small scale mining. 

b.
Another part of the solution lies in other stakeholders realizing that mining is here to stay, it cannot be eliminated; it is essential to our nation’s prosperity and security. We cannot systematically tear our society apart in a hysteric reaction to perceived harm.

There is an adage among miners that is very pertinent, it says, “If it cannot be grown, it must be mined.” Mining is an integral part of our society; the nation cannot exist without it.

c.
Reasonable regulation should be the goal of all involved. The mining community in the Klamath Basin has worked untiringly since the early 1990’s toward this goal, and present regulations, arrived at by mutual consensus between miners, stakeholders and agencies, have proven to be adequate. 
