
 Citations for No Diversions from Searsville Dam
1 Correspondence with California Department of Fish and Wildlife

2 Matt Stoeker Presentation at Santa Clara County Creek Coalitions Conference
website: http://www.sccreeks.org/event_files/2010/bsd/player.htm

At 30:31 in presentation ( Environmental Section) - Stanford in violation of perhaps half a dozen environemtal codes and laws

At 17:40 under Dams Impact Entire Watersheds section -  "Searvsille dam has no fish passage or bypass flows"  (Slide below)

3 DEPOSITION OF ALAN E. LAUNER, Ph.D. 4 DEPOSITION OF TOM ZIGTERMAN Ph.D.
11-Dec-13 20-Dec-13

PAGE 57 PAGE 117
10 Q. Okay. And Stanford's doing something similar 6 Q. Is that right now your belief, as the person

11 at the San Francisquito pump station that's also managing 7 who's the head of Stanford's water system, that right

http://www.sccreeks.org/event_files/2010/bsd/player.htm


12 diversions that goes to the San Francisquito pump station 8 now Stanford's plan is to continue its water diversions

13 to leave a certain set flow or minimum flow in San 9 along -- similarly to how it has diverted water in the

14 Francisquito Creek? 10 past? That's your current plan?

15 A. Yes. 11 A. Yes, but we do have the Searsville Study going

16 Q. Is Stanford doing anything analogous to that 12 on to look at the future of Searsville, including

17 at Searsville Dam? 13 diversions, but all of that is being deliberated right

18 A. Interim measures, it's been discussed and not 14 now as a part of that study.

19 been formalized to try out some of the bypass flows, but 15 Q. But, pending an outcome to that study, you

20 nothing. 16 don't have any plans to change your water diversions.

21 It would be as experimental and voluntary 17 A. Correct.

22 basis to try it out.

PAGES  48-49

5 Q. So I'd like to direct your attention to the

6 next page, 2-15. So the first full paragraph that begins

7 with "with."

8 A. Mm-hmm.

9 Q. And could you please read that paragraph and

10 let me know when you've had a chance to look it over?

11 A. (Complying) Yes. I've read it.

12 Q. Okay. There's a reference here in this

13 sentence to "water diversion restrictions." It says:

14 "Water diversion restrictions at the Searsville intake

15 would not be implemented. So it is anticipated that

16 diversions will continue as historically performed; i.e.

17 the no action alternative."

18 Do you recall Stanford making a determinatio

19 after the July 2009 HCP to not implement water diversion

20 restrictions?

21 A. There -- as far as I know, there have never

22 been any water -- water restriction -- water diversion

23 restrictions that were adopted or actually recommended --

24 recommended, adopted.

25 As part of the HCP, there were some that wer

1 recommended, but they were taken out is what that refers

2 to.

3 Q. Do you know who recommended them?



4 A. They were a result of discussion between

5 Stanford and Marine Fisheries.

6 Q. When you say "Marine Fisheries," are you

7 referring to the National Marine Fishery Service?

8 A. Yes, Gary Stern.


