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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ALAMEDA

LEEON HILLMAN; CRAIG TUCKER; DAVID )
BITTS, KARUK TRIBE; CENTER FOR )
BIOLOGICAL DIVERSITY; FRIENDS OF THE )
RIVER; KLAMATH RIVERKEEPER, PACIFIC )
COAST FEDERATION OF FISHERMEN’S )
ASSOCIATIONS; INSTITUTE FOR FISHERIES )
RESOURCES; CALIFORNIA SPORTFISHING )
PROTECTION ALLIANCE; and DOES 1-100, )

Plaintiffs,
Vs.

GAME; DONALD KOCH and DOES 1-100,
inclusive,

)
)
%
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISHAND )
)
)
Defendants. )

)

Case No.; RG (09434444

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
AGAINST DEFENDANTS
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND
GAME AND DONALD KOCH,
DIRECTOR

Dept.: 31 ,
Judge: Hon, Frank Roesch

Complaint filed February 5, 2009

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION




e 1y o

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

On June 9, 2009, Plaintiffs Leeon Hillman, Craig Tucker, David Bitts, Karuk Tribe,
Center for Biological Diversity, Friends of the River, Klamath Riverkeeper, Pacific Coast
Federation of Fishermen’s Associations, Institute for Fisheries Resources, and California
Sportfishing Protection Alliance (collectively, “Plaintiffs™), sought a Motion for Preliminary
Injunction enjoining the Defendants California Department of Fish and Game and Donald Koch,
Director (“Defendants”) from spending any funds allocated from the State of Califonlia;s
General Fund on any activities which allow suction dredge mining to occur under the
Department’s current regulations (14 California Code of Regtiiations (“CCR™) §§228, 228.5)
until the Plaintiffs case is heard on its merits.

After consideration of Plaintiffs’ Notice and Motion, Plaintiffs’ Memorandum of Points
and Authorities in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Injunction; the Declatration of
Lynne R. Saxton in Support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Injunction; the Proposed
Order, and all other papers and pleadings on file in this action, GOOD CAUSE having been
shown, I hereby ORDER: |

That Plaintiffs’ Motion for Preliminary Injunction is GRANTED and Defendants are
enjoined from spending any funds allocated from the State of California’s General Fund on any
activities which allow suction dredge mining to occur under the Department’s current regulations

(14 CCR §§228, 228.5) until the Plaintiffs case is heard on its merits.

Dated:

The Honorable Frank Roesch
Superior Court of California
County of Alameda

[PROPOSED] ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFFS® MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION




