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GENERAL FEATUERES CF APPLICATION

égplication 5720 was filed on Qotober 13, 1827, by Harriet H.

Dimond. It proposes an apprépriation of 4,000 gallon% per day throughout
the entire year to be directly diverted from an unnamed stream tributary

of La Honda Creek in San lateo County for domestic axid fire protection pur~
poses., The diversion works are completed and are in zartisl operation and

congist of & small dam across the stream at an elevation of about 1,800 feet




above mean sea 1evel,_a £ inch pipe leading into a 5,000 gallon redwood tank
from which water is drawn by a triplex pump of 1,200 gallons per hour cepac-
ity and pumped a vertical height of aboul 258 feet into & 20,000 gailon dig-
tribution tank from which the water is conducted to the house and grounds
through a three inch pipe.

The application.was protegted by E. W. Krobitzsch prior to the near-
ing, and W. R. Bartley appeared against the application at the hearing.

PROTESTS

- The protest of R. W. Xrobitzsch was filed Februery 16, 1928. He

¢laims riparian rights and use of water for domestic purposes since 19156

and alleées in effect that the approval of the application would deprive

~him of water for domestic and irrigeition purposes. He stetes that he is sub-

dividing and selling his property. The points of diversion of the protestent
are located within Section 22, 7 7 8, R 4 W, M.D.Be & .

Ur. W. R. Bartley although not a record protestant appeared at the

-

hearing agsinst the approval of Appliceticn E72C. He claims riparien rigots
and alleges in eifect that the proprosed diversion of the eppliicant would in-
terfere with pis use of water for swimming pool purposes.

PUBLIC HEARING HELD IN ACCORDANCE WITH
SECTION la CrF THE WATLR 2G.al3sSICh AQT

Application 57:0 was completed in mccordance with ths water Commis-

sion Act and the requirements of the Rules and Regulations of the Divislon of
Water Rights and being protested was set for a public nearing in acccordance
with Section ;5 of the Water Commission Act on May 15, 1928 at 10;C0 o'clecik

a.m. in Room 118 State Building, S=n Frencisca, Ca:ifornia. Of this Lesring

eppiicant and protestants were duly notified.
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FHYSIOGRATEY AND HYDROGRAFHY

The unnamed stresm which is the spplicant’s proposed socarce of di-

version rises in the range of mountszins wnich runs nortnwesterly sand south-
easterly about &3 miles westerly of Stanford University at Palo Alto, at a
point on the wést side of Skylins Boulevard and flowg southwesterly for &
distance of approximately 1/2 mile to its junction with La Honda Creelk.

The watershed which contributes to the flow in the unnamed stream
above its'junctioniwith La Honda Creek has an area of approximatelj 2.8
square miles. Above the point of proposed diversion the draiﬁnge ares is
about 0.1 of a square mile which is less than the area of applicant's estate
wnich 1s about Q.110 of a square mile.

The area of the entire drairage system of San Gresgcrio Creek to
which Le Honda Jreek ig tributery has an area of approximately £4.0 square
miles and the drsinage ares above the protestant's point of diversion at
Troutmere dam on La Honda Creek is approximately 2Z.2 square miles.

A record of stream flow was presented at the hearing which Indi-
cated that the flow in the unnamed creek at applicanf's proposed point of
diversion was generally speaking sbout one-half of the flow at the lower
prdperty,line of the Dimond Estate.

During the period from September ZZnd to December 27, 1927 thir-
teen measurements were made of tne stream flow at the applicant's proposed
point of diversion. The mea,éure;nents indicated that during this period the
flow varied from 3,251 gallona per day to 4,348 gallons per day; the average
of the thirteen messuremvents being sbout 3,560 galions per day. Tze flow at
the lower end of ithe Dimond Istate was more than double this amount.

During this period there had been very little rainfall. In fact

the rainfall records at Palo Alto show that from June 8th to Qctober 30, 1927

-3~




only 0.20 of an inch of rain had fallen of which 0.18 fell on October 25th.
During the year 1927 the reinfall at Sa:: Jose was 12.07 inches or 1.80 inches
below normel which would indicate that the year 1927 was not far from a nor-
mal year.

From the above it msy be concluded that the normal flow in the
unnamed strems at applicant®s point of diversion during the summer months is
epproximately the amount which the epplicant proposes to divert. ‘

On February 9, 1928 the flow in the unnamed creek was 31,169 gal-

lons per day at the proposed point of diversion. At a point on epplicantts
estate 700 feet downstream from the proposed point of diversion, the flow
wes 56,842 gallons per day. The flow in Ls Honda Creek just above the junc-
tion with the unnamed creek was 1,119,000 gallons per day and just below
the junctioﬁ_was 1,275,000 gallons per day. Ag these flows were measured &
short time subseguent to precipitation the measurements are not indicative
of whaot might be expected during the critical period which is from about i
'Juné 1st to sbout November 30th in s year of normal runcff.

Heasurements of flow in San Gregorie Creek were made by the Spring
Valley Water Company during the period from July 1, 1915 to June 30, 1917.
The measurements were made on San Gregorio Creek at a point sbout one-half
mile below the Jjunction of La Honda and Alpine Creeks. These records indi-
cate that during the periocd from July ist to November 30, 1915 the sverage
daily flow in San Gregorio Creek was 4.87 cubic feet per second varying from
a minimum of 4.5 cubic feet per second $0 a maximm of 5.6 cubic feet per
gecond, For the period from June 1lst to November 30, 1916 the average daily
flow was 2.0 cubic feet pef second varying from a minimum of 1.3 cubic feet

per second to & meximum of 3.2 cubic feet per second,
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The rainfall at San Jose for the year 1915 was 146.3% of normal

and for the year 1916 was 116.5% of nomal. Assuning that the runoff is di-
rectly proportional to the rainfall the avérage daily runoif for s year of
normal rainfall based upon the 1915 and 1916 measurements would be 3,32 cubic
feet per second and 1.71 §ubic feet per second respectively or taking an aver-
age of these two figures would be about 2.5 cubic feet per second.

As the point of memsurement is located a short distance sgbove
Troutmere the highest point of diversion of protestant Krobitzsch, the aver-

'
ﬁge daily flow in San Gregorio Creek during the critical season which in a-
year of normal runoff is from about June lst to about November 30th, may be
assumed to be 2.5 cubic feet per second or an smcunt of water thch under -
ordinary conditions would be sufficient to irrigate st least 200 mcre.

Two and five tenths cubic feet per second is equivaleni to a flow
of 1,615,792 gallons per day of which amount the applicant seeks to divert
4,000 gallons per day or about 1/4 of one pércen’s.

Thé protestants directed the attention of this office to the fact
that the measurements of flow submitted by the sppiicant were made during
the wet season of the year and that no figures had beén presented covering the
flow of the streem during the dry season whicﬁ wag Ifrom May lst to September
1zt of each year.

The memsurements of flow iﬁ San Gregorio Carnyon made by the Spring
Valley Water Company clearly indicated, however, that the flow in the creek
gradually decreased during the two years of record to a minimum in the month
of November and;fhat the flow from September lst to November 30th of each
yoar of record was much legs than the flow from iiay lst to September lst.

The flow in San Gregorio Creek it is bélieved iz indicative of the

character of flow in all its tributaries and since the period from Septeubder
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22nd to Novemoer 29, 1947 is covered by seven measurements of the flow of the

unnamed stream at applicant's proposed point of diversion it is believed that
these measurenents are indicative of those which might be expected during the
period of lowest flow in a normal rear of runoff.

USE OF WATER 3Y FROTISTANTS

There was very little testimony presented at ihe hearing relative to
the use of water below the proposed point of diversion. It appears that Mr.
W. R. Bartley owns a tract of land which borders upon La Honda Creek for a dig-
tance of about 3/4 of a mile. He is apparently using water for swimming pool
purpdaes only,

¥r. Xrobitzsch has land bordering on La Honda Creek for about 3/ 4
of g mile and bordering upon San Gregorio (reek for & distance of about one
mile. The San Gregorio property contains sbout 260 acres of whizh 100 acres
are planted to artichokes and garden stuff and nas beén irrigated for 20 yesars.
Altogether he owny about 1,200 acres and controls about 2,200 acres in that
district al£hough all of it does not border on the creek. Testimony presented
at the hesring indicated ithat wéter was belng diverted from. La Honda Creek
. each year for camp sites and privately owned property and that there were &
lot‘of people taking water out of La Honda Creek without permits. The only ap-
plication on file in this office 1o appropriate from tributaries of San Gregorio
Creek and Ia Honda Creek are Application 5219, Pemit 2705 .of the Cuesta-ia
Honds Jompany to appropriate 0,25 cubic foot per second throughout the entire
year from Liindego Creek tributary of Alpine and San Gregorioe Creeks for do-
mestic purposes, and Application 5907 of J. R. Hughes, Helen Hughes and Geo,
Es Carey to appropriate 0,027 cubic foot per second from the unnamed stream

from which applicant seeks to divert,
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Although testimony presented at the hearing was to the effect that

there were at least rifty irrigators below the juncticon of La Honda Creek and
its unnamed tributary, no statement was made as to the total area irrigated.

DISCUSSION OF proTssST

It has teen shown sbove that the watershed above tne appiicant's
proposed point of diversion has en area of only O.1 of a squaré mile which
is less than &% of the drainage area of tne unnamed strean from which appii~-
cant seeks to divert, less than 1/2 of 1 percent of the drainage area above
the point of diversion of the protéstant on La Honda Creek, and.less than
two-tenths of one percent of the total drainage area of San Gregorio Creek
- and its tributaries. It therefore would egpear.that the amount which the ap-
plicant seeks to divert would be & very suall proportion of the water which
passes the diversion point of the protestant. .

The protestant appears to be concerned as to the probable effect
of the proposed diversion during years of small runbff rather than the flow
during a year of normal runoff as evidenced by a statement made by lLir. ¥. R.
Bartley, who represented lLir. Xrctitzsch at the hearing. On page 18 of fhe
transcript Mr. Bartley states as follows: "If that wag & ususl yesr, nonuai
‘rainfall, the 4,000 gallons would not mean anything, but if we Lave & period
of smell fainfall, smaller rainfall than usual at that time, La Honds Creek
is going absolutely dry year after year."

| Iﬁ its final judgrent as to whether there is unsppropristed water
In the source from which an applicant proposes to divert to Justify the ap-
proval of aﬁ appiication this cifice beses its action on the flow of the
stream during a year of normsl runoff. Thers mey be times during years of
subnormal runoff wnen the erplicant would be compelled to limit his diver-
sion in order to satiafy prior vested rights and in such cases the burden is
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upon the applicant to so limit her dlversion so as not to interfere with prior

vested rights,

In this particular instance the evidence pregented at and subsequent
to the hearing indicated that during & year of normal runoff there was suffi-
clent unappropristed water in the source from which the applicant proposes to
divert to justify the approval of the app.ication and as the use to which the
water is to be put is a useful and beneficial one Appiication 5720 should be
aﬁproved.

Application &720 for & permit to appropriate water having been filed
with the Division of Water Rights as above stated, a protest havin: been filed,
a public hearing having been held, and the Division of Water Bighté now being
fully informed in the premises:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that said Application 5720 be spproved and that
a permit be granted to the applicant subject to such of the usual terms and

conditions as may be appropriate,

Dated at Sacramente, Celifornia, this #of day of :iﬂJh!J;j , lozs,
{Harold Conkling) éi

CEIEF Or DIVISION OF WATZR RIGHT

WES s 1P




