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Gary Stern 

San Francisco Bay Region Supervisor 

National Marine Fisheries Service 

777 Sonoma Ave., Room 325 

Santa Rosa, CA 95404 

 

Re: Stanford HCP and DEIS Comments –Salmonid Data and Comments 

    

Hi Gary, 

 

As described and requested, below are specific comments and additional data related to 

salmonid population information for San Francisquito Creek. As noted in the main 

comment letter sent by Beyond Searsville Dam and that sent by the Center for Ecosystem 

Management and Restoration, we feel the DEIS and HCP are severely deficient in the 

amount of salmonid data presented, level of analysis, and conclusions made. There is far 

more information related to salmonid resources in this watershed than can be included 

here and so we ask that NMFS also consults with CEMAR (Gordon Becker) to gain 

access to their extensive documentation of salmonids in this watershed, obtain all data 

from the ongoing steelhead monitoring efforts conducted by Stanford (Alan Launer) not 

included in the reports, and to gain access to the extensive files and records at Stanford 

University related to construction of Searsville Dam, records of Stanford fish biologists 

David Starr Jordan, Charles Henry Gilbert, and other early Stanford Fisheries experts 

with extensive records of salmonids in the San Francisquito Creek watershed and San 

Francisco Bay (including preserved specimens at the Academy of Science), and other fish 

surveying efforts referenced here. 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

 

 

 

Matt Stoecker 

Director, Beyond Searsville Dam 

3130 Portola Road #288-411 

Portola Valley, Ca. 94028 

Info@BeyondSearsvilleDam.org 

www.BeyondSearsvilleDam.org 
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San Francisquito Ck. Steelhead and Salmon Comments for Stanford HCP/DEIS  

 

DEIS p. 4-30 second paragraph 

“The San Francisquito Creek watershed winter-run steelhead population represents one of 

only a few remaining runs in South San Francisco Bay.” This is a very unique and 

critically important steelhead run for the entire Central California Coast steelhead 

population and we would like NMFS experts include a comprehensive analysis of this 

current, historically consistent, native strain, run of steelhead. The DEIS should discuss 

the importance of this persistent steelhead run and genetic analysis showing that the fish 

are of a native genotype, and the significance of this wild “source population” to 

recolinize other South Bay and San Francisco Bay estuary watersheds currently being 

restored and that currently do not have a documented, wild, self-sustainable, anadromous 

population (for example Alameda Creek). 

 

San Francisquito Creek steelhead are wild 

Microsatellite analysis of San Francisquito Creek rainbow trout by Nielsen (2000) show 

this population to be of wild and non-hatchery origin. Oncorhynchus mykiss were 

collected from San Francisquito Creek in summer and fall 1996 for a genetics study. 

Samples from 47 O. mykiss were analyzed by Nielsen (2000), and the analysis indicated 

that the trout were of native strain separable from hatchery strains. This report should be 

referenced, collection data recorded and assessed, and importance discussed in the DEIS. 

 

Importance to regional persistence and recovery efforts 

The HCP (p.25) correctly states that: “San Francisquito Creek contains one of the few 

remaining steelhead runs in the San Francisquito Bay drainage.” While the DEIS briefly 

considers this population in relation to the larger SF Bay population, the DEIS does not 

adequately, acknowledge or assess the genetic and recovery potential of this unique and 

wild steelhead run to other South Bay streams. This population retains the wild genetics 

for the region that are critical for long-term survival, adaptation to climate change, and as 

a source population for recolinization and straying to other SF Bay watersheds that do not 

have a wild anadromous run and are being restored with such objectives in mind. 

 

Barriers limit steelhead spawning and rearing habitat  

The HCP (p.25) states: “Steelhead spawn throughout the San Francisquito Creek 

system...” This statement is incorrect and, as is well known, steelhead are blocked from 

nearly all of the largest tributary, Corte Madera Creek, by Searsville Dam as well as 

portions of the Bear Creek basin (upstream of Bear Gulch Diversion Dam) and Los 

Trancos Creek (such as Buckeye Creek). In addition, habitat conditions and flows in the 

lowest reach of Corte Madera Creek, below Searsville Dam, and San Francisquito Creek 

mainstem have been severely modified by Searsville Dam, as noted in our main comment 

letter and cited reports. The ability of adult steelhead to spawn in these reaches is unclear, 

while spawning is known to occur in the Los Trancos and Bear Creek tributaries that are 

unaffected by Searsville Dam. While some reaches below the dam may provide adequate 

spawning conditions, we know of no successful adult or juvenile steelhead spawning in 
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these reaches. Stanford should provide evidence of this statement and the DEIS should 

discuss the evidence and reliability of this statement.  

 

Salmonid occurrence upstream before Searsville Dam 

Regnery (1991) cites a San Mateo County Times-Gazette article from 1879, that states: 

“Gentleman seeking a pleasant resort within easy reach of the finest fishing and hunting 

in the country... should go to Searsville (the town).” This statement was made over a 

decade before Searsville Dam was built and steelhead had migratory access upstream and 

through the town of Searsville and the many tributaries that came together there (Corte 

Madera, Alambique, Sausal, Dennis Martin). In March of 1890, before Searsville Dam 

was built downstream, the San Mateo County Times-Gazette reported that “a day or two 

afterwards they (someone’s boots) were observed at the mouth of the creek (Alambique 

Creek) heavily laden with cargoes of fish” (Regnery 1991). Fishing in the streams at that 

time was almost surely for the native steelhead trout, and reported salmon, and reportedly 

there was fine fishing and an abundant population above the dam site before the dam was 

built. 

 

Leidy et. al. (2005) states: “In a 1962 report, Skinner indicated that Corte Madera Creek 

was an historical migration route for steelhead” (Skinner 1962). This statement 

acknowledges the historic use of Corte Madera Creek for steelhead prior to construction 

of Searsville Dam. 

 

Salmonid occurrence downstream of the dam 

Regnery (1991) states that after construction of Searsville Dam, the dam caretaker 

harvested salmon at the base of the dam where they were blocked. “When the dam was 

“wasting” (i.e. overflowing) in the winter, salmon would swim upstream as far as the 

(Searsville) dam, Using a pitchfork, the caretaker could spear them to supplement the 

family’s diet” (p.120). This statement shows the direct take of salmon, or adult steelhead 

identified as salmon. Either way, adult anadromous salmonids were observed blocked at 

the base of the dam and direct take of these salmonids was occurring and continues to 

occur today because of the dam. NMFS should further investigate the above quotation 

and research the files at Stanford referenced in the book. The journal or records from the 

construction of the dam and the dam’s caretaker should be researched to identify 

additional documentation of steelhead and salmon within the watershed and blocked by 

Searsville Dam. These records should provide critically important historic documentation 

and information about the impacts of the dam and pre-dam conditions. 

 

The following notes are from Leidy et. al. 2005: 

A 1905 report notes O. mykiss in San Francisquito Creek (Snyder 1905). A 1953 DFG 

correspondence states that steelhead in San Francisquito Creek persist in portions of the 

creek even when the stream becomes intermittent, and that young steelhead have  

been observed in Lake Lagunita on the Stanford University campus (CDFG 1953). This 

lake receives creek water diverted via a dam and diversion channel. A 1961 DFG letter 

regarding freeway construction notes a small run of steelhead most winters in San 

Francisquito Creek (Dillinger 1961). In March 1966, a DFG memorandum discussing a 

potential fish screen on the Lake Lagunita diversion channel noted reports that hundreds 
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of small trout die there every year as it dries up (Strohschein 1966). In the spring of 1991, 

an adult steelhead (740 mm) was observed jumping at the base of Searsville  

Dam against the concrete. Corte Madera Creek below Searsville Dam currently supports 

an anadromous O. mykiss population, and observations of juvenile O. mykiss have been 

made as recently as September 2003.  

 

Long-time San Francisquito Creek Streamkeeper, Jim Johnson, conducted years of 

steelhead monitoring and may have left extensive field notes. In his summary of 

observations in a 1996 document Johnson notes several observations of juvenile 

steelhead in the Bear Creek tributary as well a two adult steelhead in 1995 estimated at 30 

and 40 inches in length. Johnson observed several other large adult steelhead in the 

watershed over his years of observations. NMFS should contact Acterra and the San 

Francisquito Watershed Project and request access to Jim Johnson’s field notes and all 

documents he produced describing salmonid resources in the watershed. Johnson once 

noted observing what he described as a “large salmon, not an adult steelhead” in the Bear 

Creek basin during the mid to late 1990’s (pers. comm. Stoecker 1990’s).  

 

Darren Fong (2004), fisheries biologist with the National Park Service, conducted 

steelhead surveys for several years in the Golden Gate National Recreational Area 

property in the upper Bear Creek basin (West Union Creek)  and his records should be 

collected and analyzed in the DEIS.  

 

Biological Consultant and founder of the San Francisquito Watershed Council’s 

Steelhead Task Force in 1999, Matt Stoecker, has observed adult steelhead jumping 

against the base of Searsville Dam (1991) and most years since including one adult of 21 

inches in Los Trancos Creek during May of 2009. Observations of adult steelhead have 

also occurred in Bear Creek, Bear Gulch Creek, West Union Creek, and the mainstem of 

San Francisquito Creek. The largest steelhead observed was measured at 31 inches during 

a transfer with DFG from a drying pool below the Bear Gulch Diversion Dam to a deep 

perennial pool in nearby West Union Creek.  

 

The DEIS should include review and analysis of many omitted reports by CEMAR, 

Leidy, Johnson, Fong, Smith, Stoecker, Nielsen, DFG, Stanford, and other sources and 

include the data and analysis. This and other documentation shows consistent, long-term 

occurrence of steelhead downstream of and blocked by the dam, including direct “take” 

of steelhead at the dam itself. The DEIS must state that the dam is causing direct take and 

that “attraction” flows over the dam are caused by the diversion operation and spillway 

measures that are requested for covered in the HCP and thus also causing direct take by 

blocking migration and directly impacting steelhead habitat, available flows, and water 

quality.  

 

Steelhead Growth Table 1997-2000 Alan Launer, Stanford. 

This table shows an extensive surveying and data collection effort involving hundreds of 

samples taken. This and other steelhead data needs to be collected from Alan Launer, 

further analyzed by fisheries experts, and included in detail in the HCP/EIS for analysis 

of data with regards to sampling methods, specific location of sampling, number of fish 
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observed, temperature, water quality parameters, flow data recorded, and comparison to 

historic samples taken from Leidy, Becker, Fong, Jerry Smith and other fish collection 

documents. All Stanford data from Launer and other collection efforts should be included 

and analyzed to gain more detailed information about the San Francisquito Creek 

steelhead population. The data should be compiled in an easy to read manner and broken 

up into stream reaches for Corte Madera, San Francisquito, Bear, and Los Trancos 

Creeks, as well as any other reaches sampled. This and previous sampling data should be 

analyzed and discussed by NMFS Fisheries experts in the DEIS, where the current level 

of  data an analysis of San Francisquito Creek steelhead is seriously lacking.    

 

The HCP and DEIS fail to adequately review, include, and assess these and other 

important reports related to the San Francisquito Creek steelhead population and habitat 

conditions. There is also a lack of relevant information and discussion about other 

adjacent steelhead watersheds in the South Bay and the relationship of San Francisquito 

Creek to these watersheds, their steelhead populations, its importance as a source 

population for wild, local strain, steelhead recovery in the San Francisco Bay, and 

importance for recovery goals within the Central California Coast Steelhead Distinct 

Population Segment (DPS). 

 

Notes on Salmonids upstream of Searsville Dam 

The following notes are from Leidy et. al. 2005: 

Leidy's e-fishing surveys from 1981 show steelhead age class, distribution, density 

information, even flow information, which is critical to assessing upstream habitat 

conditions and steelhead and trout population estimates and was not included or assessed 

in the DEIS. The 2005 report states: "Three Corte Madera Creek locations were sampled 

in September 1981 as part of a fish distribution study. Fifty-two O. mykiss (35-86 mm 

FL) were found in a ten-meter reach at Willowbrook Road." This documentation shows 

the presence of flow at that reach in September (dry month), O. mykiss presence, 

adequate rearing habitat, multiple age classes, and even an amazingly high density of 5.2 

O. mykiss per meter of stream! This type of basic analysis should be included in the DEIS 

using this and other available information to describe and adequately assess the steelhead 

population below the dam and upstream of the dam in discussing upstream habitat loss 

caused by the dam. The productivity of different stream reaches in the watershed can be 

inferred with existing survey data not included in the HCP or DEIS. 

 

This 2005 report goes on to note: 

Three Corte Madera Creek locations were sampled in September 1981 as part of a fish 

distribution study. At the junction of Coal Creek, 26 O. mykiss (32-62 mm) were  

caught in a 25-meter meter reach along with two larger O. mykiss (98, 137 mm). A 15 

meter isolated pool at Portola Valley Road produced no fish (Leidy 1984). A resident 

population exists above Searsville Reservoir upstream to the Old Alpine Road crossing. 

The historical confluence of Alambique Creek with Corte Madera Creek was inundated 

by the construction of Searsville Lake. One Alambique Creek site was sampled in August 

1981 as part of a fish distribution study. Two O. mykiss (45, 52 mm FL) were collected 

where the creek crosses La Honda Road (Leidy 1984). 
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Again, such data above shows important information such as O. mykiss abundance, age 

classes, distribution to upper Corte Madera Creek and Sausal Creek tributaries, and 

adequate habitat and flow conditions in the drier months of August and September. This 

and other data and adequate analysis are lacking in the HCP and DEIS. 

 

The HCP (p.58) states; “Native stock rainbow trout still, however, occupy many of the 

tributaries upstream from Searsville Dam.” This statement is true and runs counter to the 

extremely low, and unsubstantiated, estimate of 3-5 miles of spawning habitat upstream 

of the dam. There are over a half dozen tributaries upstream of Searsville Dam currently 

occupied by multiple age classes of trout and potentially more on private lands. The 

DIES must accurately describe and correct the HCP and DEIS statements relating to 

habitat abundance, quality, and trout abundance and distribution upstream of Searsville 

Dam. 

 

Known O. mykiss distribution upstream of Searsville Dam. 

The 2002 table produced by the San Francisquito Watershed Council’s Steelhead Task 

Force describes the known O. mykiss distribution upstream of Searsville Dam at that 

time. Upstream of Searsville Dam, rainbow trout were observed “throughout” Corte 

Madera Creek between Searsville Reservoir and Hamms Gulch, but were “most 

abundant” upstream of the Westridge Drive bridge. Upstream of Hamms Gulch, rainbow 

trout were observed throughout Corte Madera Creek to upstream of Coal Creek near teh 

Alpine Trail crossing and the table notes that this reach contains “good habitat conditions 

and late summer flow”. The table also notes the presence of rainbow trout in the lower 

reaches of Hamms, Damiani, and Coal Creek tributaries which all maintain “late summer 

flow”. The table also notes that “good salmonid habitat conditions and late summer flow” 

occur in the “upper” reaches of Alambique Creek although the tributary has not been 

extensively surveyed for rainbow trout presence. Since this 2002 document was 

produced, rainbow trout continue to be present in the same reaches and have also been 

observed in upper Corte Madera Creek in unincorporated San Mateo County, Jones 

Gulch Creek, and the unnamed (USGS) “Steelhead Creek” tributary upstream of Coal 

Creek (pers. comm. Stoecker 2010). Additional tributaries and stream reaches with 

documentation of rainbow trout in the past, may also contain trout but have not been 

extensively surveyed and some reaches occur on private property. 

 

Rainbow trout upstream of Searsville can migrate downstream 

The HCP (p.35) incorrectly states: “All O. mykiss upstream of Searsville Dam are 

considered rainbow trout, because they never migrate to marine environments.” It has not 

been determined whether or not individuals from the native rainbow trout population 

above Searsville Diversion Dam are migrating downstream to the ocean, but it is almost 

certain that they are whether it is intentional or not. There are no screens to prevent these 

native trout from being sucked over Searsville Dam and either killed in the fall or able to 

survive downstream. Recent studies have shown that these ancestral and genetically 

similar above-barrier rainbow trout can, and do, migrate downstream of barriers such as 

dams and do, in fact, migrate to sea and become adult steelhead. NMFS has been 

involved with and is aware of these studies and findings. Many top fisheries scientists, 

including those within NMFS, rightly believe that these upstream populations may play a 
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critical role in the overall productivity of the steelhead population within a watershed. 

While rainbow trout are able to migrate downstream of Searsville Dam (where they are 

then considered listed steelhead) the dam may kill some trout that fall down the 65 feet of 

concrete steps. The dam has genetically isolated the trout population upstream, putting 

their long-term survival at risk due to the effects of inbreeding and extirpation from 

catastrophic events such as fire. The HCP and DEIS should correct the above statement 

and discuss the study findings noted and relationship to the steelhead population within 

this watershed. The HCP and DEIS have failed to acknowledge the threats that the dam 

and reservoir impart on the upstream rainbow trout population, it’s potential contribution 

to the anadromous steelhead population, and the potential for this population to become 

extinct and implications to the anadromous population. These issues must be addressed in 

the DEIS. 

 

DEIS p. 4-30 Second Paragraph, Ending 

In addition to the spawning and rearing locations described, the DEIS must acknowledge 

that, within the San Franciscquito Creek watershed, the species also spawns and rears as 

coastal rainbow trout upstream of Searsville Dam in Sausal Creek, Corte Madera Creek, 

and smaller tributaries identified elsewhere in this letter. While not federally listed 

upstream of the dam, the DEIS must acknowledge and discuss that recent scientific 

papers (some written by NOAA scientists) show that these above-barrier populations can 

and do migrate downstream of barriers that are impassable to upstream migration and that 

these populations are considered part of, and may be integral too, the overall San 

Francisquito Creek steelhead/rainbow trout (O. mykiss) population. The DEIS should also 

discuss this above-barrier population, genetic make-up, historical steelhead context, 

genetic isolation caused by Searsville Dam, and susceptibility to the effects of inbreeding 

caused by such genetic isolation. The DEIS should also discuss mortality risks to these 

above barrier (O. mykiss) while attempting to migrate downstream and the resulting 

predation by invasive species in Searsville Reservoir.  

 

Non-native species displaced trout from Searsville Reservoir 

For some years after Searsville Dam was built, native trout reportedly occupied Searsville 

Reservoir and may still do so periodically. However, the occurrence and persistence of 

many non-native fish species likely results in heavy predation and exclusion of rainbow 

trout from the reservoir. As reported by Regnery (1991), “J.A. Folger built an earthen 

dam on a tributary of Alambique Creek and stocked it with carp. Pressure from a storm 

run-off caused the dam to wash out, and the carp were carried down into the (Searsville) 

reservoir. This accident dramatically eliminated native trout in the lake” (p. 137). The 

stillwater-thriving carp would naturally be flushed out of a free-flowing stream system 

with winter flows and this statement shows how the reservoir allowed the carp to persist, 

as is the current case with other non-native fish species currently there, and displace the 

native trout through competition and predation. The DEIS must discuss the significance 

of non-native fish species and bullfrogs within the reservoir and their displacement of 

native trout upstream and downstream of the dam and relationship with the proposed 

diversion and downstream spillways flow measures covered in the proposed HCP and 

DEIS. 
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Coho salmon documentation in San Francisquito Creek 

In addition to the above documentation by the Searsville Dam caretaker of salmon runs 

blocked by Searsville Dam following its construction and historic documentation of coho 

salmon in San Francisquito Creek by Leidy in the previously mentioned reports, the 

below reference notes coho occurrence persisting into the early 1900’s.  

 

“Mr. Clyde L. Ritchie, 80-year-old resident, indicated his family came to the area from 

Italy and first lived in Woodside.  He used to fish the area waters extensively and all of 

the area streams had steelhead and salmon runs.  He used to catch steelhead and silver 

salmon in San Francisquito Creek and the Guadalupe River System in the 30’s and 40’s.  

(B12)” (pers. comm. Ritchie 2000).   

 

The historic wetland ponds, highly meandering Corte Madera Creek, and adjacent 

wetlands depicted in historic pre-dam topo maps (on our BSD website) are now 

submerged and buried under Searsville Dam and Reservoir. However this historic habitat 

appears to have provided potentially ideal coho salmon habitat, as confirmed by review 

of historic maps by renowned California fish biologist, Dr. Peter Moyle of UC Davis 

(pers. comm. Stoecker 2009).  

 

As part of the required Cumulative Effects analysis, the DEIS must assess past actions 

and impacts of the Searsville Diversion Dam facility on historic habitat, coho salmon, 

and the possible role of Searsville Dam in their extirpation from San Francisquito Creek, 

as well as potential for recovery with improved access to upstream habitat and restoration 

of historic wetland habitat submerged and buried beneath Searsville Dam and Reservoir.  

 

Steelhead would remain at risk with the HCP 

The DEIS (5-34) fails to quantitatively show how the Proposed Plan will “Maintain or 

improve hydrologic and terrestrial conditions that presently support steelhead and 

increase the chance of long-term persistence for the local steelhead population.” As 

shown in our submitted comment letters we find overwhelming evidence that this 

statement is not supported and that this unique wild steelhead population will remain 

depressed and vulnerable to extinction with the currently proposed HCP. Specifically, we 

believe that the continued operation of Searsville Dam, with no adequately determined 

bypass flows, no requirements for fish passage upstream to the watershed’s largest 

tributary, continued deterioration of water quality and habitat downstream, and continued 

risk of catastrophic dam failure posse a serious risk to the persistence of steelhead, as 

well as the serious risk to downstream communities and habitat for other listed and non-

listed species. As shown in our comment letter, these risks are projected to be amplified 

by the effects of climate change, drought, floods, and further deteriorating of the dam. 

The HCP would result in a stated reduction of habitat quantity and, with the predicted 

reductions in surface flow from climate change, additional habitat quantity reductions 

into the future. Providing fish passage to the abundant perennial habitat upstream of 

Searsville Dam is the most obvious way to increase the amount of adequate habitat for 

steelhead to cope with the climate change predictions. We request that the above quote be 

eliminated and that conclusions state that the proposed plan will in fact “Continue to 
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reduce and degrade habitat conditions that presently support steelhead and may reduce 

the chance of long-term persistence for the local steelhead population.” 

 

The DEIS (5-49) states the following: “The HCP would also provide a net benefit to 

steelhead. While the Covered Activities are anticipated to result in the incidental take of 

120 juvenile steelhead annually, and permanently remove 2,000 feet of habitat, the 

Conservation Program would reduce the amount of fine sediment introduced into the 

channels, reduce erosion, remove barriers to migration, and improve cover for steelhead.” 

In addition, “habitat improvements under the HCP could feasibly increase the local 

steelhead population.”  

 

The HCP and DEIS completely fail to show quantitatively how the combined actions of 

the HCP could provide a net benefit to steelhead. The DEIS shows that up to 8% of the 

steelhead population may be killed each year under the HCP by Stanford Activities, but 

does not show quantitatively how the population may benefit, let alone increase. While 

reductions in erosion and siltation on Stanford lands could benefit steelhead, details about 

how this would be carried out at specific locations and actually benefits are undefined. 

We dispute this statement and request that it be rewritten and data clearly show how 

steelhead can loss habitat quantity and experience up to an 8% annual mortality rate from 

Stanford operations and still experience a benefit or increase in population size. 

In addition, the above statement should say “remove partial barriers to migration” as the 

HCP does not propose to remove any complete barriers to steelhead migration or expand 

the range of steelhead on Stanford lands or in the watershed. While helpful indeed, it is 

not clear how removal of a partial, and regularly passed, barrier (Lagunitas) will benefit 

steelhead persistence or population size. The project to remove Lagunitas Dam began 

before submission of the HCP, was acknowledged as warranted before the HCP, and 

should continue as discussed whether or not the HCP is approved. 

 

As stated before and supported by facts submitted, we feel that continued operation of 

Searsville Dam and proposed new dredging will continue, and likely compound, the 

degradation of downstream habitat for Covered Species, especially in light of climate 

change predictions and scientific literature describing the importance of restoring 

migration for aquatic species to historic upstream habitat and perennial stream flows. 

Over the next 50 years, perennial summer habitat for steelhead and other aquatic species 

is projected to shrink below the dam and the impacts of this impassable migration barrier 

and resulting water quality and quantity changes are expected to be amplified. The DEIS 

must quantify how they reached the above statements in 5-34, further analyze the many 

negative impacts not addressed in the draft, and reformulate conclusions about impacts to 

the steelhead population under this proposed HCP.  

 

According to the HCP, the HCP cannot be successful 

HCP Biological goal #5 on page 13 states: “Maintain or improve hydrologic and 

terrestrial conditions that presently support steelhead and increase the chance of long-

term persistence for the local steelhead population.” This biological goal is inadequate 

and runs counter to the statement only a few pages later where the HCP states: “If the 
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HCP is successful, the Covered Species populations at Stanford will increase, and, as the 

Covered Species become more abundant, they will inhabit more areas at Stanford” (p.49).  

If the stated goal is to only address habitat improvements in “presently” occupied 

steelhead habitat (below the dam) and does not proposed providing access to any new 

habitat (above the dam) then the goal will not enable the species to “inhabit more areas at 

Stanford” and the HCP cannot be successful as defined on page 49. The continued 

presence of the dam may also continue to limit the upstream migration of listed pond 

turtle, red-legged frog, and San Francisco garter snake from expanding their range 

upstream of the dam to “inhabit more areas at Stanford”. The HCP and DEIS should be 

proposing and requiring an expansion of migratory access and habitat availability, when 

in fact the HCP proposes a reduction in habitat size for steelhead and potentially high 

annual mortality rates. The HCP fails to show how hydrologic conditions would be 

improved, as described in detail in our comments. It is disturbing that the DEIS would 

seemingly agree with and republish this above statement on 5-34 with no data or 

quantitative analysis to support this claim and obvious flaw in the described HCP 

measure of success for Covered Species to inhabit more areas at Stanford, but no 

proposals to increase availability to additional habitat for steelhead (upstream of 

Searsville Dam) and potential limitations for turtles, frogs, and snakes as well. 
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