SANTA ROSA SUBREGIONAL
PROJECT, ANADROMOUS
PROGRAM,

LONG-TERM WASTEWATER
FISH MIGRATION STUDY
1991-1994

11 APRIL 1995

Prepared by
Merritt Smith Consulting

for

Harland Bartholomew Associates
and the City of Santa Rosa



CONTENTS

CHAPTER 1. SUMMARY ettt bttt s br e s bbb e e e s ae e sb e s e e sb e et e et e saeesbeeaee e 1
THE STUDY PROGRAM......ce ittt sttt sttt e et be s be e sbesbe s aeese e besbesbeaseeseenbeeseebesbesbesaeennennas 1
MIGRATION OF STEELHEAD ADULTS ..ottt sttt sn e s 1
MIGRATION OF STEELHEAD SMOLTS ... .ottt sttt sttt be b se e snesaesne s 1
UPSTREAM HABITAT SURVEY Sttt sttt n s ne e 3
JUVENILE DENSITY SURVEY Sttt sttt sttt bbb e b b sae e e e e nbe s e e e nnas 3
OVERALL CONCLUSIONS.......eitiittiteierie sttt sttt ae bt st ae e se s he e saesbesbesseeaessesbesssesbesbesaeennenans 3
CHAPTER 1. INTRODUGCTION.. ..ottt sttt sttt et be e sbe s beesae e e b sre e 5
HISTORY OF ANADROMOUS FISH MONITORING......cciiiitirieieie sttt ee e 5
SALMONID LIFE HISTORIES AND HABITAT REQUIREMENTS.......ooiiiiirieieiesieeiesie e 6
STUDY AREA ..ottt ettt sttt et b e st e s b e b e s b e e ae e e e A e e bt e heeae e s Ee e Rt e st e nbeabeebeeneenbenbesbeebentans 8
Y Lo =1 (o] g W @Xo g § o (o SRS 8
Headwaters and Water SNEAS.........coiuiiieie e 9
Reclaimed Water DiSCNAIGES........ueiiueietie et eieeeesteeestee e steeesiee e siee e s bt e e saee e saeeesabeesabeesaneeabeeesnbeesnreeennes 9
SCOPE OF FIELD STUDIES.......ooi ittt sttt et be e e bbbt ie et sne e e 11
CHAPTER IHI.FYKE NET MONITORING ......iiiiiiiitieeit ettt 13
IMETHODS.... ottt bttt bkt b e e b e e ae e b e e b e e he e ae e b e bt s Re e b e ebeebeehe e b e abeeheemeentesbeenneeees 13
NEL CONSEIUCTION. ...ttt r e e et et ae e s ae e s e e e et e she e et e e aneeareennesaneenneenne e 13
NEE LOCALTIONS. ...ttt ettt ettt ettt ea e b et e e st e s e e e e e s e easeen b e e sreesbeeneenneenneennesnnennneens 14
(= BT o] o) 01 0| AU 14
Handling, Marking, and Rel€asing FiSh..........cooo e 14
SAMPIING SFALEGY ..+ttt ettt ettt e a bt e ebe e e sbee e aee e saeeesaeeesaneeesaeeesabeesnseesnneeenneaan 15
ESTIMATING RECLAIMED WATER CONCENTRATION. .....coiiiiriereeierie sttt 15
1993-1994 MONITORING RESULTS ... oottt sttt e as s e b e sae e eesbesae e e 18
STEAM FIOW.... ettt bbbt b e b e bt e bt e e e e s ae e sbe e s b e e b e e b e e b e e b e enneenneas 18
Reclaimed Water DiISCNAIGES.........ueiiieeaieiaiie et eeetee et ee et et e et e st e e e sbe e e sbee e sseeesaeeessseesnneeesneeasnseanns 20
[ I g O (o o TP P ST UP PSR PRUPPPPRPPRN 22
CHAPTER IV.HABITAT, SPAWNING, AND JUVENILE ABUNDANCE MONITORING.....51
IMETHODS.... ottt e bt btk b e e b e e ae e b e e b e e he £ ae e s e be s Re e b e ebeebeehe e b e abesheeseeneesbeennenees 51
Habitat CharaCteriZation...........cooueeiieie ettt ettt r e n e s e e b e sreenreeneens 51
JUVENI € ADUNCANCE SUINVEYS. ... ettt ettt ettt e rb e sae e e ae e e st e e s ate e sane e s smbeesareeennes 55
SURVEY S OF REDDS AND SPAWNING ACTIVITY oottt e 56
RESUL TS ettt ettt bttt h e e b e bt e b e e ae e e e b e eh e e a e e s s e b e e he e b e nbeebeehe e b e eeesheeReen b e sbeeneenees 57
HaDITAE CONTITION. .....eetiete et et s e e b e n e e n e sanesanesanesne e 57
HaDItal SUPVEY RESUITS....... .ottt e et e bt e e be e e sbe e e e beeebeeeanaeernseanes 60
Juvenile Abundance and Population Age SITUCLUN@..........iiueieiiieiee ettt 62
Juvenile Abundance Related to Habitat CONAition...........c.cuoiieiieiieniinie e e 70
Surveys of Redds and SPawniNg ACHIVITY........uei ittt e e eee e e s 72
CHAPTER V.DISCUSSION. ... .ciiiiiiitieie ittt sttt e s ire b b sbeesbeesesbeebesbe e e e sbeennesrens 76
OVERALL CONCLUSIONS.......ooiti ittt sttt st e s ieesae st sbesae e s e nsesbesaeenbesbesaeeneeneees 76
ADULT UPMIGRATION IN RELATION TO FLOW AND RECLAIMED WATER........cccoeoeeenen. 76
SMOLT DOWNMIGRATION IN RELATION TO RAINFALL AND FLOW......cccociiirerieienieeeeee 77
TIMING OF UPMIGRANTSIN RELATION TO HATCHERY RETURNS........cccoiiiinieice e 78
ESTIMATING THE NUMBER OF ADULTS IN THE SPAWNING RUN.......ccccciiinireneeie e 78
SUMMER JUVENILE MORTALITY. ...ttt sttt e s b s 79
STATUS OF COHO SALMON POPULATIONS ..ottt sttt sttt s sre e ee s 79
REFERENGCES.......co ottt bt bttt b e e a e s bt et e ekt e s bt e et e ae e sh e e b e e heeebeeaneeneenbemrbe e 81

APPENDICES. ... et 83



Tables

Table 3-1. Regression Equations Used to Convert Stage Heights During 1993-1994 to
Flow Rates, pg. 17.

Table 3-2. Calculation of stream flow and reclaimed water concentration in each discharge
zone, pg. 18.

Table 3-3. Travel time of Upper Laguna discharge at low flows, pg. 18.

Table 3-4. Minimum and mean flows at Trenton Healdsburg Road (cfs), January 1 -
March 31 1991-1994, pg 21.

Table 3-5. Days during January through March when reclaimed water did not exceed 5
percent in Laguna zones, 1991-1994, pg. 23.

Table 3-6. Salmonid catches in Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks, 1993-1994, pg. 24.

Table 3-7. Upmigrant adult salmonid fishing effort, successful fishing days, and total fish
caught, January through March 1991 - 1994, pg. 28.

Table 3-8. Salmonid Catches in Maacama Creek, 1993-1994, pg. 33.
Table 3-9. Salmonid Catches in the Lower Laguna at River Road, 1994, pg. 48.

Table 3-10. Steelhead adults marked upstream and recaptured in the Lower Laguna fyke
net, pg. 48.

Table 3-11. Steelhead smolts marked upstream and recaptured in the Laguna, pg. 49.
Table 3-12. Coho smolts marked upstream and recaptured in the Laguna, pg. 49.
Table 3-13. Travel time of steelhead smolts, pg. 49.

Table 4-1. Habitat and Juvenile Density Index Zones, pg. 53.

Table 4-2. Estimated L ength of Suitable Spawning and Rearing Habitat, pg. 74.
Table 4-3. Surveys of Redds and Spawning Activity, pg. 77.



Figures

Figure 1-1. Anadromous Fish Migration Study Area, pg. 2.

Figure 2-1. Fyke Net Deployment and Reclaimed Water Dilution Zones, pg. 6.
Figure 2-2. Life Cycles of Coho Salmon and Steelhead Trout, pg. 8.

Figure 2-3. Habitat and Juvenile Density Index Zones, pg. 11.

Figure 2-4. Above: Deployment of Fyke Nets in Santa Rosa Creek. Below: Deployment
of Fyke Nets in Maacama Creek, Showing Debris Trap Placed Upstream of Fyke
Net, pg. 13.

Figure 3-1. Streamflow in the Laguna de Santa Rosa and its Tributaries, 1993-1994,
pg. 20.

Figure 3-2. Santa Rosa Creek, 1993-1994: Fishing Effort, Upmigrating Steelhead Catch
and Reclaimed Water Concentration, pg. 22.

Figure 3-3. Santa Rosa Creek, 1993-1994 (all dates), pg. 26.

Figure 3-4. Mark West Creek, 1993-1994: Fishing Effort, Upmigrating Steelhead Catch
and Reclaimed Water Concentration, pg, 27.

Figure 3-5. Mark West Creek, 1993-1994 (all dates), pg. 29.
Figure 3-6. Santa Rosa Creek, January - March 1991-1994, pg. 30.
Figure 3-7. Mark West Creek, January - March 1991-1994, pg. 31.
Figure 3-8. Maacama Creek: Steelhead Adults, pg. 34.

Figure 3-9. Santa Rosa Creek: Steelhead Adults, pg. 35.

Figure 3-10. Mark West Creek: Steelhead Adults, pg. 36.

Figure 3-11. Santa Rosa Creek: Steelhead Smolts. pg. 39.

Figure 3-12. Mark West Creek: Steelhead Smolts, pg. 40.

Figure 3-13. Maacama Creek: Steelhead Smolts, pg. 42.

Figure 3-14. Steelhead Smolt Y ear-class Composition, pg. 43.
Figure 3-15. Steelhead Smolt Mean Fork Lengths by Y ear Class, pg. 44.
Figure 3-16. Maacama Creek: Coho Salmon Adults, pg. 46.

Figure 3-17. Maacama Creek: Coho Salmon Smolts, pg. 47.

Figure 4-1. Example of Habitat Inventory Form, pg. 55.

Figure 4-2. Length-Frequency Distribution of Juvenile Steelhead, Upper Santa Rosa
Creek, June vs. July 1994 - Units 1 and 3, pg. 58.

Figure 4-3. Habitat Suitability Scores, pg. 63.
Figure 4-4. Juvenile Steelhead Abundance, pg. 65.



Figure 4-5. Length-Frequency Distribution of Juvenile Steelhead, Santa Rosa Creek,
pg. 67.

Figure 4-6. Length-Frequency Distribution of Juvenile Steelhead, Mark West Creek,
pg. 68.

Figure 4-7. Length-Frequency Distribution of Juvenile Steelhead, Maacama Creek,
pg. 69.

Figure 4-8. Length-Frequency Distribution of Juvenile Steelhead, Green Valley Creek,
pg. 70.

Figure 4-9. Length-Frequency Distribution of Juvenile Coho Salmon, Upper Maacama
Creek (Redwood Creek), pg. 71.

Figure 4-10. Length-Frequency Distribution of Juvenile Coho Saimon, Green Valley
Creek, pg. 73.

Figure 4-11. Summer Habitat vs. Fall Steelhead Abundance, pg. 75.
Figure 4-12. Map of Habitat Available for Juvenile Rearing, pg. 76.



Appendices

NOTE ON APPENDIX NUMBERS: The first digit indicates the chapter in the report to
which the data refer. The second digit indicates the subject. A third digit is used in cases
where similar data are presented for each creek or zone separately.

Appendix 3-1. Daily Stream Flow and Reclaimed Water Discharge, 1993-1994.
Appendix 3-2-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-2-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-2-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-2-4. Lagunade Santa Rosa at River Road: Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1994.
Appendix 3-3-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Steelhead Adults and Half-pounders Captured,

1993-1994.

Appendix 3-3-2. Mark West Creek: Steelhead Adults and Half-pounders Captured,
1993-1994.

Appendix 3-3-3. Maacama Creek: Steelhead Adults and Half-pounders Captured, 1993-
1994.

Appendix 3-3-4. Maacama Creek: Coho Salmon Adults Captured, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-3-5. Laguna de Santa Rosa at River Road: Steelhead Adults and Half-
Pounders Captured, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-4. Adult Steelhead Recapture Summary.

Appendix 3-5-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fork length-frequency (mm) of steelhead smolts
captured moving downstream in fyke nets, by two-week intervals, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-5-2. Mark West Creek: Fork length-frequency (mm) of steelhead smolts
captured moving downstream by fyke nets, by two-week intervals, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-5-3. Maacama Creek: Fork length-frequency (mm) of steelhead smolts
captured moving downstream in fyke nets, by two-week intervals, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-5-4. Juvenile Coho Salmon Captured in Fyke Nets in the Laguna de Santa
Rosa and its Tributaries, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-5-5. Maacama Creek: Fork length-frequency (mm) of coho smolts captured
moving downstream in fyke nets, by two week intervals, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-6. Fyke Net Fishing Effectiveness Summary.

Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and
Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and
Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994.



Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and
Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-7-4. Laguna de Santa Rosa at River Road: Fyke Net Catches of Various
Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994.

Appendix 3-7-5. Laguna de Santa Rosa at Llano Road: Fyke Net Catches of Various
species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1994.

Appendix 3-7-6. Laguna de Santa Rosa at Brown Farm: Fyke Net Catches of Various
Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1994.

Appendix 3-8. Santa Rosa Creek: Steelhead Half-pounders.
Appendix 3-9. Mark West Creek: Steelhead Half-pounders.
Appendix 3-10. Maacama Creek: Steelhead Half-pounders.

Appendix 3-11. Spearman Rank Order Correlation Coefficients For Steelhead Adult
Catch vs. Reclamed Water Concentration and Flow, and for Flow vs.
Reclaimed Water Concentration, for Each Y ear Studied.

Appendix 4-1-1. Habitat Suitability Scores, Upper Santa Rosa Creek.

Appendix 4-1-2. Habitat Suitability Scores, Middle Santa Rosa Creek.

Appendix 4-1-3. Habitat Suitability Scores, Lower Santa Rosa Creek.

Appendix 4-1-4. Habitat Suitability Scores, Upper Mark West Creek.

Appendix 4-1-5. Habitat Suitability Scores, Middle Mark West Creek.

Appendix 4-1-6. Habitat Suitability Scores, Lower Mark West Creek.

Appendix 4-1-7. Habitat Suitability Scores, Upper Maacama Creek (Redwood Creek).
Appendix 4-1-8. Habitat Suitability Scores, Middle Maacama Creek.

Appendix 4-1-9. Habitat Suitability Scores, Lower Maacama Creek.

Appendix 4-1-10. Habitat Suitability Scores, Middle Green Valley Creek.

Appendix 4-2-1. Habitat Suitability Summary, Santa Rosa Creek.

Appendix 4-2-2. Habitat Suitability Summary, Mark West Creek.

Appendix 4-2-3. Habitat Suitability Summary, Maacama Creek.

Appendix 4-2-4. Habitat Suitability Summary, Green Valley Creek.

Appendix 4-2-5. Habitat Suitability Summary, (Fished Units Only) Santa Rosa Creek.
Appendix 4-2-6. Habitat Suitability Summary, (Fished Units Only) Mark West Creek.
Appendix 4-2-7. Habitat Suitability Summary, (Fished Units Only) Maacama Creek.
Appendix 4-2-8. Habitat Suitability Summary, (Fished Units Only) Green Valley Creek.
Appendix 4-3-1. Santa Rosa Creek Juvenile Abundance Data.

Appendix 4-3-2. Mark West Creek Juvenile Abundance Data.

Appendix 4-3-3. Maacama Creek Juvenile Abundance Data.

Vi



Appendix 4-3-4. Green Valley Creek Juvenile Abundance Data.

Appendix 4-3-5. Summary of Juvenile Rainbow Trout Abundance by Stream Reach and
Age Class, Fall 1993, Summer 1994, and Fall 1994.

Appendix 4-3-6. Fork Lengths of Y oung-of-the-Y ear Rainbow Trout, Fall 1993, Summer
1994, and Fall 1994.

Appendix 4-3-7. Young-of-the-Y ear Steelhead Abundance.
Appendix 4-3-8. Abundance of Steelhead Over One Y ear Old.

Appendix 4-4-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Seine Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other
Vertebrates, 1993-1994.

Appendix 4-4-2. Mark West Creek: Seine Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other
Vertebrates, 1993-1994.

Appendix 4-4-3. Maacama Creek: Seine Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other
Vertebrates, 1993-1994.

Appendix 4-4-4. Green Valley Creek: Seine Catches of Various Species of Fish and
Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994.

Appendix 5-1. Summary of Coho Samon and Steelhead Trout Returns to the Warm
Springs Hatchery, 1990-1994.

Vil



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors of this report, James C. Roth, Ph.D., Michael H. Fawcett, Ph.D., Marcie L.
Commins, Ph.D., and Richard. W. Maddox, thank David W. Smith, Ph.D., James Buell,
Ph.D., JBA, Gary Halsey, Parsons ES, and John Peters, Parsons ES for review. Many
other interested individuals consulted with the project team.

Jennifer Nielsen, Ph. D., was a valuable source of knowledge about salmonid life histories
and ecology, as was Bill Cox, CDFG, who also provided key information about local
aguatic resources, land use history, and land ownership. Royce Gunter of CDFG’'s Warm
Springs Hatchery provided information about hatchery releases and returns of coho and
steelhead. Wayne Howe, CDFG warden, went out of his way to help protect study sites
and field equipment from vandalism and theft.

Numerous landowners or managers kindly provided access through their properties,
especialy helpful were Phil Johannes, Fred Allen, Mr. and Mrs. Ronald Biggs, Stephen
and Paula Hawkes, Karen Gaffney and Rob Carroll, Mark Aubert (Peter Michael Winery),
and Tom Cunningham, who also allowed the study team to store equipment in his barn,
and cheerfully provided updates on weather conditions and streamflow at the fyke net site
near his home.

viii



Chapter |I.
SUMMARY

THE STUDY PROGRAM

The passage of steelhead trout through the Laguna de Santa Rosa system to their
spawning grounds in Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek was monitored during the
winters of 1990-91, 1991-92, and 1992-93 to evaluate potential effects of reclaimed water
discharged to Santa Rosa Creek by the Santa Rosa Subregional Reclamation System. The
study program was expanded prior to the 1993-94 spawning season to include not only
fyke netting of upstream-migrating adult steelhead, but also fyke netting of any coho
salmon that might ascend these streams to spawn earlier in the winter, fyke netting of
downstream migrating adults and smolts, and surveys of habitat quality and numbers of
juvenile salmonids in representative portions of each watershed where reproduction
occurs. The expanded study program also included fyke netting and surveys of habitat and
juvenile abundance in a reference stream (Maacama Creek) which does not receive
reclamed water, as well as habitat and juvenile abundance surveys in a fourth stream
(Green Valley Creek) which does receive reclaimed water discharged by another sanitary
district. The four-year study period included both norma and unusualy dry rainfal
seasons. Figure 1-1 shows the locations of wastewater discharges, anadromous fish
migration corridors, and fyke nets within the study area.

MIGRATION OF STEELHEAD ADULTS

Analysis of the four-year data set showed that adult steelhead migrated through a wide
range of streamflows and concentrations of reclaimed water, including very high
concentrations. The data showed no pattern of avoidance or preference for low or high
concentrations of reclaimed water with the single exception of the first year’s catches,
when the sampling effort was inadvertently biased. A week-long, "window" of no-
discharge provided in February 1994 (during the season and flow conditions when
steelhead are most likely to move upstream) had no apparent effect on catch rates. Total
fish caught and fish caught per day of upmigrating steelhead in Maacama Creek, which
does not receive any reclaimed water, were about the same as those in Santa Rosa and
Mark West Creeks.

Spawned-out steelhead adults in good condition were captured moving downstream in
each of the three main study streams, demonstrating that a critical phase in the life cycle
(spawning) has been completed. More post-spawned downmigrants were captured in each
creek than were upmigrants that had not yet spawned, demonstrating that the number of
adults in the spawning run of each creek must be considerably larger than the number of
fish captured moving upstream. Other evidence (based on recapture of marked fish)
indicated that the number of downmigrating adults (as well as smolts) is adso greatly
underestimated by the number of fish caught in the fyke nets. Fyke net effectiveness is
affected by several factors including animal gnaw holes (which are repaired daily), being
overwhelmed by high flows, fish jumping over the net or swimming under or around the
net at higher flows, and possibly other factors.

MIGRATION OF STEELHEAD SMOLTS
Steelhead smolts were captured migrating downstream in each of the main study streams,

which is strong evidence that the freshwater phase of the life cycle has been successfully
completed. The number of smolts captured moving downstream in Santa Rosa Creek was
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dightly greater than the number captured in Maacama Creek, and about twice as great as
the number of smolts captured in Mark West Creek. Evidence obtained by recapture of
marked smolts lower in the Laguna system indicated that smolt numbers were greatly
underestimated by fyke net catches, even in relatively low-flow periods. Maacama Creek
had a less diverse smolt age structure than the other two streams, but there was a
remarkable similarity among the three streams in mean length of smoltsin each year class.

HABITAT SURVEYS

Surveys of spawning and rearing habitat indicate that each of the study streams has
suffered loss of salmonid habitat, which is typical of small streams throughout the western
United States. The lower reach of Santa Rosa Creek has been greatly modified by
channelization and removal of riparian vegetation, resulting in low habitat diversity and
summer water temperatures that are lethal to salmonids. In contrast, the middle and upper
reaches of Santa Rosa Creek have relatively high-quality habitat compared to the other
study streams. Water diversions by agricultural and other users appear to have severe
impacts in dry years on juvenile salmonid survival in the upper reaches of Mark West and
Maacama Creeks, whereas the water supply in upper Santa Rosa Creek is relatively stable
because of low-intensity land development and the protection provided by Hood Mountain
Regional Park.

JUVENILE DENSITY SURVEYS

The presence of large numbers of young-of-the-year steelhead in the middle and upper
reaches of Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks in early summer 1994 indicates that
reclamed water discharged in the previous winter did not prevent steelhead from
successfully spawning in these streams. Recruitment of young-of-the-year steelhead was
less successful in Maacama Creek, and there was no coho recruitment in the index zones
surveyed. In stream reaches most affected by summer water diversions (upper Mark West
Creek, upper, middle and lower Maacama) most of the juveniles present in July 1994 had
disappeared (presumably died) by October. In upper and middle Santa Rosa Creek and
middle Mark West Creek (less affected by water diversion), summer mortality was less
severe, with the result that mean abundance in these areas was about the same in fall 1994
asit had been in fall 1993.

Juvenile coho were found during the fall 1994 juvenile abundance surveysin Green Valley
Creek and Maacama Creek, but not in Santa Rosa Creek nor Mark West Creek. In the
summer 1994 surveys, no young-of-the-year coho were found in any of the streams,
indicating that coho reproduction was poor in the 1993-94 winter.

OVERALL CONCLUSIONS

The hypothesis that discharge of reclaimed water into the migration corridor in Santa Rosa
and Mark West Creeks constitutes any impairment of these streams with respect to
migration, reproduction, or rearing of steelhead is not supported by the data gathered
through four years of study. Expansion of the study in the fourth year to include al
freshwater phases of the life cycle has shown that these creeks have sdlf-sustaining
steelhead populations whose numbers are limited by habitat factors such as drought and
water diversions in the rearing areas, not by reclaimed water. The carrying capacity of
rearing habitat probably limits steelhead production in these streams considerably.

Coho may aso be limited by habitat and by depressed stock coast-wide. The number of
coho salmon found in the Laguna system is low relative to steelhead, and this makes



conclusions about relationships between wastewater and coho migration and reproduction
difficult. Therefore, the possibility that low coho numbers in the Laguna system are related
to reclaimed water cannot be ruled out. The inflexible life history of coho (i.e., no repeat
spawning, isolated year classes), makes coho populations more vulnerable to extinction as
aresult of habitat changes than steelhead populations.



Chapter I1.
INTRODUCTION

Steelhead trout and coho salmon stocks indigenous to the study area migrate from the
Pacific Ocean, up the Russian River, and into its tributaries to reproduce (see Figure 1-1).
The Laguna de Santa Rosa is one of the Russian River tributaries through which these
anadromous fish migrate. The Santa Rosa Subregional Reclamation System (Subregiona
System) and the City of Windsor (CW) discharge reclaimed water (i.e., tertiary treated
wastewater) to the Laguna de Santa Rosa system at the locations shown in Figure 2-1.
This report summarizes the City of Santa Rosa's Anadromous Fish Migration Study
Program, which has included studies of the effects of reclamed water and other
environmenta factors on the migration and reproductive success of anadromous fishes in
the Laguna de Santa Rosa system. This section of the report describes the project
background, salmonid life histories and habitat requirements, the study area, and the scope
of the field studies.

HISTORY OF ANADROMOUSFISH MONITORING

The Anadromous Fish Migration Study Program has been conducted in the Laguna system
in three phases as follows:

Visual Monitoring. Anadromous fish (primarily steelhead trout) migrate into the
Laguna system to spawn during the winter. At the request of the California
Department of Fish And Game (CDFG), the City of Santa Rosa (which operates the
Subregional System) visually monitored anadromous fish migration during the winters
of 1988-89 and 1989-90. The objective of the study was to characterize the timing and
approximate size of the anadromous fish populations migrating through the Laguna.
This phase of the study program produced no useful results in terms of run size or
timing because of the low numbers of fish observed. Many fish presumably passed the
observation points unseen, either at night or during turbid, high-water conditions.

Upstream Fyke Netting. During the winters of 1990-91, 1991-92 and 1992-93, nets
were deployed in the Laguna system to capture and count the number of adult
salmonids migrating into the two Laguna tributaries believed to have reproducing
populations (Mark West Creek and Santa Rosa Creek). The number of anadromous
fish caught was compared to stream flow and wastewater concentration in the Laguna
system. Fyke nets are effective only when stream flows are relatively low, and
wastewater concentration tends to be highest when stream flows are low. Thus, any
effect of the reclaimed water on fish passage would be most likely to be observed
during relatively low flow conditions.

W ater shed-wide M onitoringThe City of Santa Rosa initiated the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement in 1993 to
evaluate alternatives for the management of wastewater through 2010. Because

alternatives potentially involve increasing the rate of wastewater discharges (and thus
the concentration of wastewater in the Laguna) and removing the discharge from the
Laguna, the scope of the Phase 2 Anadromous Fish Migration Study Program was
reviewed and modified. The review process involved key agencies (CDFG, Regional
Water Quality Control Board, and National Marine Fisheries Service) and interested
public. The Phase 3 study program was expanded to include not only fyke netting of
upstream migrating salmonids, but also of downstream migrating adults and juveniles.

Figure 2-1



In addition, surveys of habitat quality and numbers of juvenile salmonidsin
representative portions of each watershed where reproduction occurs were included
in the Phase 3 study. This report summarizes the results of the Phase 2 and 3 studies.

SALMONID LIFE HISTORIESAND HABITAT REQUIREMENTS

Steelhead are an anadromous (sea-run) strain of rainbow trout (long known as Salmo
gairdneri, but recently renamed Oncorhynchus mykiss and now considered one of six
gpecies of Pacific salmon). Like other salmon, steelhead migrate from the ocean to
freshwater streams to spawn. Unlike the other salmon, many steelhead survive and return
to the sea after spawning, and may spawn again in subsequent years. Juveniles spend from
one to three or more years in their natal streams before going to sea as smolts
(smoltification is a process of adaptive physiological change that occurs as the juvenile fish
migrate downstream on their way to the sea). After entering the sea, steelhead grow
rapidly to adult size (the abundant food in the ocean is the presumed advantage of
anadromy). Most steelhead return to freshwater streams to spawn after spending two or
three years at sea, although some, usually males, return as "half-pounders’ after only one
year at sea. In the Laguna system the steelhead spawning run occurs between December
and the end of April. Fish movements are determined by an interplay of their physiological
readiness and winter rainfall patterns.

Studies by CDFG indicate that most steelhead enter the Russian River in January and
February, but usually remain there for some time and do not enter smaller streams such as
the Laguna until runoff events occur. Rainstorms cause the water to rise and turbidity to
increase. Shortly thereafter, as flow and turbidity in the swollen creeks begin to decrease,
the fish typically move upstream. This pattern may be considerably modified, for example,
by lack of rainfall at the appropriate time, in which case fish may take advantage of any
rise in stream flow, however minor, that might occur (W Cox, CDFG, pers. comm.). The
1991, 1992 and 1994 steelhead migration studies were conducted during extreme drought
conditions and steelhead captures were sometimes associated with very minor flow
increments. A generaized diagram of the life cycle of coho salmon and steelhead trout is
shown in Figure 2-2.

Coho salmon (Oncorhynchys kisutch) historically spawned in many of the same small
coastal streams in California that are used by steelhead, but have disappeared from many
streams as the stocks have greatly declined in recent decades throughout the northwestern
United States (Nehlsen, et al, 1991). A petition is now being reviewed by federal agencies
to list the coho stocks remaining in California, Oregon, and Washington under the
Endangered Species Act. Coho most likely spawned annually in Laguna tributaries such as
Mark West Creek and Santa Rosa Creek in the past, but it is doubtful that self-sustaining
populations now exist in these streams.

Coho adults usualy enter the Russian River and its tributaries to spawn earlier than
steelhead, primarily from October through December. Nearly all juvenile coho go to sea as
smolts in late spring after spending one year in freshwater (Shapovalov and Taft, 1954).
Most of the adults return to spawn after spending two years in the sea (as three year-old
fish), although some males return after only one year at sea. A generalized diagram of the
life history of coho salmon is presented in Figure 2-2.

Steelhead and coho both require certain types of habitat for nest-building and spawning,
for successful incubation of the eggs, and for feeding and rearing of the young fish prior to
their becoming smolts and making their downstream migration to the sea. The water
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depths reported for spawning sites for coho in California range from 10-54 cm (Moyle, et
al 1989) and 10 -70 cm for steelhead (Barnhart 1986). The general requirements for both
species include coarse, clean, well-oxygenated gravel for making redds and spawning,
where the embryos will be allowed to develop undisturbed, at appropriate temperatures
and with ample water movement to supply oxygen and remove metabolic wastes. The
optimal temperature range for spawning and incubation of both species in northern
Californiais approximately 4-14° C (Reiser and Bjornn 1979, Barnhart 1986, Moyle, et d
1989). Incubation time decreases with increasing temperature, but higher temperatures
also increase the virulence of pathogens and the toxicity of any harmful contaminants in
the water. Water temperatures above about 18° C are generally unfavorable, and sustained
temperatures above 22-25° C are lethal to embryos and juveniles of both species.

Developing embryos require high dissolved oxygen levels (near saturation) within the redd
(Reiser and Bjornn 1979, Barnhart 1986, Moyle, et a 1989). Maintenance of high oxygen
levels depends on a continuous flow of well-oxygenated water through the gravel; thus,
the gravel must be fairly coarse (usualy 2-10 cm diameter), stream velocity above the
gravel in the range of 20-90 cm/second, and the gravel must be free from excessive
quantities of suspended or deposited sediment. Accumulations of fine sediment (< 2 mm
particle size) resulting from erosion, logging, poor agricultural practices, reduced stream
velocity, etc., directly affect viability of embryos, emerging fry, and juveniles. In addition,
sedimentation reduces the carrying capacity of the stream by reducing invertebrate food
production and available shelter in crevices beneath cobble and boulders (Shapovaov and
Taft 1954, Allen 1969, Hall and Lantz 1969, Barnhart 1986, Bratovich and Kelley 1988).

After emerging from the gravel, juvenile steelhead and coho continue to require well-
aerated, cool, clean water free from excessive loads of sediment. A supply of invertebrate
food is required and shelter is needed for resting and protection from predators. All else
being equal, juvenile coho tend to prefer deep, shady pools with lots of woody debris and
overhead cover (Moyle, et a 1989), whereas, steelhead fry are more inclined to occupy
riffles (Barnhart 1986). However, in small California streams such as the ones in this
study, riffle surface areas are greatly diminished during the dry season relative to pools,
and both species are found mainly in pools (Cross 1975, cited in Barnhart 1986; and this

report).
STUDY AREA

Migration Corridor

Under the terms of its current discharge permit, the Subregional System releases reclaimed
water to the Laguna de Santa Rosa during winter months, when volumes released are
limited to one percent of the flow in the Russian River, except in unusua hydrologic
conditions when discharges are limited to five percent of river flow. The Laguna de Santa
Rosais a tributary of the Russian River, and itself has several tributaries, including Mark
West Creek and Santa Rosa Creek (Figure 1-1). Mark West Creek and Santa Rosa Creek
are believed to be the only Laguna tributaries presently supporting salmonid spawning
runs (W. Cox, CDFG, pers. comm.). Figure 1-1 depicts the known salmonid migration
pathway within the study area.

Reclaimed water releases from the Subregional System are made at various times from
severa points, including Meadowlane Pond adjacent to the treatment plant on Llano
Road, Delta Pond on Santa Rosa Creek near Willowside Road, and from irrigation storage
reservoirs along the Laguna between Llano Road and Occidental Road (Figure 2-1). In
addition, the City of Windsor (CW) releases reclamed water to the Laguna at



Trenton-Healdsburg Road at a maximum rate of one percent of Laguna flow at that
location. Although reclaimed water concentrations resulting from Santa Rosa discharges
to the Laguna are limited to between one and five percent of Russian River flow, the
concentrations in the Laguna system can be much higher.

Fish migrating through the Laguna system experience different reclaimed water

concentrations in each of several reaches (zones) within the Laguna, as presented in Figure
2-1. Between the Russian River and the CW discharge at Trenton-Healdsburg Road (Zone
A, 2.9 miles), the Laguna carries all discharges from both CW and the Subregional

System, diluted by the combined flows of all tributaries. Between Trenton-Healdsburg
Road and the confluence with Mark West Creek (Zone B, 2.0 miles), the Laguna carries
al discharges from the Subregional System (none from CW), diluted by combined flows
from al tributaries except Windsor Creek (Windsor Creek flows further dilute discharges
in the final 0.2-mile stretch of Zone B). Between the confluence with Mark West Creek

and the confluence with Santa Rosa Creek (Zone C, 1.6 miles), the Laguna carries the
same amount of discharge as in Zone B, but is diluted only by flows from Santa Rosa
Creek and the Laguna upstream of its confluence with Santa Rosa Creek. Santa Rosa
Creek, between its confluence with the Laguna and the Delta Pond discharge (Zone D, 0.6
miles), carries only the Delta Pond discharge, diluted only by flow in Santa Rosa Creek.

Thus, fish migrating from the Russian River to Mark West Creek must pass through Zones
A and B (a distance of 4.9 miles), and fish en route to Santa Rosa Creek must pass
through Zones A, B, C, and D (7.1 miles).

Headwaters and W ater sheds

The headwaters of the study streams are shown in Figure 2-3, which also shows the
locations of Maacama Creek and Green Valley Creek. Maacama Creek, which does not
receive any reclaimed water, flows into the Russian River east of Healdsburg, draining the
watershed on the east side of the Russian River immediately north of the area drained by
Mark West Creek. Maacama Creek is similar in size and other respects to Santa Rosa
Creek and Mark West Creek, and was selected as a control or reference stream for this
study. If reclaimed water has any effect on anadromous salmonids in these streams, such
effect(s) should be most pronounced in Santa Rosa Creek, less so in Mark West Creek,
and even less so or non-existent in Maacama Creek. Fyke nets were set in Maacama Creek
just upstream from its confluence with Franz Creek. Areas where habitat evaluations and
juvenile sailmonid density studies (Chapter 1V) were conducted are also shown in Figure 2-
3.

Green Valley Creek is a small stream system that enters the Russian River about a mile
downstream from the mouth of the Laguna de Santa Rosa (Figure 2-3). Green Valey
Creek has small runs of steelhead and coho (W. Cox, CDFG, pers. comm., and this study),
but also receives reclamed water discharged by the Forestville/Graton wastewater
treatment plant. Thus, Green Valley Creek servesin this study as an analog of the Laguna
system.

Reclaimed Water Discharges

Reclamed water is discharged to the Laguna de Santa Rosa system by the Subregiona
System between October 1 and May 14 at rates of up to five percent of Russian River
flow. Reclaimed water consists of tertiary treated municipal sewage from the greater Santa
Rosa area. Reclaimed water is produced at the Laguna treatment plant, where extended
aeration converts ammonia (potentially toxic) to nitrate (not toxic to aquatic life), and
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filtration removes solids. Reclaimed water quality is superior to federa water quality
criteria established to protect aquatic life. As such, Santa Rosa's reclaimed water is
considered to be of high quality relative to other municipal wastewaters. Nonetheless,
pollutants (such as metals and organic constituents) that could potentially affect aquatic
life are present in reclaimed water in low concentrations. A detailed description of
reclaimed water quality appears in other technica memoranda, and can be provided upon
request.

SCOPE OF FIELD STUDIES

The Phase 3 study program was developed to characterize stages of the anadromous fish
life cycle that are potentialy affected by reclamed water. These include upstream
migration of adults, spawning success as reflected by juvenile numbers and growth in
rearing areas, and migration of smolts and post-spawned adults (steelhead) through the
Laguna to the sea. This approach was developed by agency and interested public together
with the HBA Consulting Team. Specifically, the study involved the following elements:

Monitoring of adult salmonids migrating from the sea to the spawning areas of Santa
Rosa Creek, Mark West Creek and Maacama Creek using fyke nets (photographs of
fyke nets in operation are shown in Figure 2-4). Fyke nets are effective only during
low to moderate streamflow periods. In Phase 2 (1990-91, 1991-92 and 1992-93
seasons), the fyke nets were deployed from late December through March in the lower
reaches of Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek. In Phase 3, fyke nets were
deployed from October 1993 through April 1994 in the lower reaches of Santa Rosa
Creek, Mark West Creek and Maacama Creek. Fyke nets were also deployed for 33
daysin March and April 1994 at a site in the Laguna downstream from the confluences
of Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks. A one-week no-discharge window was
provided by the Subregional System in February 1994, but the City of Windsor was
not able to simultaneously provide a similar window.

Monitoring of post-spawned adult steelhead returning from spawning areas to the sea
using fyke nets. Fyke nets were deployed to capture steelhead adults (as well as smolts
of either species) migrating downstream from October 1993 through April 1994. As
mentioned above, coho adults die after spawning and do not return to the sea.

Measurement of the number of juveniles of each year class (young-of-the year,
yearlings, age 2 and older) in three representative reaches in each of Santa Rosa
Creek, Mark West Creek and Maacama Creek, and in one reach of Green Valey
Creek. Habitat quality was also assessed in the same reaches of these creeks. The
juvenile density and habitat surveys were conducted in November 1993, following
study plan approval by the City and before winter storms stimulated outmigration of
smolts. The juvenile density and habitat surveys were conducted again at the same
locations in July and October 1994.

Monitoring of steelhead and coho smolts migrating downstream from the nursery
areas in Santa Rosa Creek, Mark West Creek and Maacama Creek to the sea
Outmigrating smolts were captured in the same fyke nets used to monitor adult
steelhead returning to the sea.

The results of the fyke netting portions of the study are presented in Chapter |11 of this
report, and the results of the habitat and juvenile density surveysin Chapter 1V.
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Figure 2-4 Above: Deployment of fyke nets in Santa Rosa Creek. Mr. Maddox is shown
carrying the portable fish holding pen. Below: Deployment of fyke net in Maacama
Creck, showing debris trap placed upstream of fyke net




Chapter I11.
FYKE NET MONITORING

The upstream passage of steelhead through the Laguna de Santa Rosa into Mark West
Creek and Santa Rosa Creek relative to reclaimed water releases has been studied with
fyke nets during January through March for three winters prior to this study. Studies
conducted in 1991, 1992, and 1993 showed that adult steelhead migrated through the
reclaimed water zone in Santa Rosa Creek when reclaimed water concentrations were
high (up to 70 percent of the Laguna flow). Fish caught in Mark West Creek were
captured after migrating through reclaimed water concentrations of up to 40 percent.
Catches appeared to be related to season, rainfall patterns, and streamflow. The number of
fish caught was low, probably because the netting method cannot be employed following
rains that create high flows when most adult steelhead tend to migrate.

The 1993-1994 fyke netting season was expanded to include trapping of downstream
migrants and trapping in a control stream without reclaimed water (Maacama Creek).
Trapping duration was extended, a no-discharge “window” in February was evaluated,
and other Laguna trap locations were added to evaluate trapping effectiveness and Laguna
residence time of migrants. The expanded program was designed to evauate movements
of coho that may use these streams as well as steelhead.

METHODS

Net Construction

Fyke nets (see Figure 2-4), were used to trap migrating fish and retain them alive. The
traps were deployed in pairs at each site, with one trap facing upstream (to capture fish
moving downstream), and the other facing downstream (to capture upmigrants). The trap
(fyke) is a long nylon-mesh funnel kept open by a series of square steel frames. The fyke
nets used have a square opening four feet on a side, with the remaining five frames 2.5 feet
on each side. Inside the fyke are two conical throats (i.e., smaller funnels) which direct the
fish toward the cod end (the narrow closed end furthest from the entrance) and prevent
their escape. Attached to the fyke are two wing nets which are angled across the stream to
direct migrating fish into the fyke. The wings are four feet high and equipped with cork
floats at the top and lead lines at the bottom. They are held in place by 5/8-inch iron
reinforcing bars ("rebar") driven into the stream bed. Rebar stakes pass through metal
rings at the top and bottom of the wing every five feet along its length. The top ring is
fastened to the stake, but the bottom ring is free to slide up and down the stake. The trap
is usualy placed in a nearshore pool, so that one long (40 or 60 feet) and one short (20
feet) wing are needed to reach across the stream. Fyke nets are constructed of 1/2 x 3/8
inch delta-mesh nylon netting; wings are made of 1/2 inch square-mesh netting.

The net design is appropriate for stream flows up to about 150 cubic feet per second (cfs)
at the net site in the creeks studied. As water rises and the current becomes more swift and
carries more debris, forces on the wing increase (largely because the small-mesh net
becomes occluded with leaves and other debris). This causes the rebar stakes to bend
downstream, permitting water to flow over the wing. At till higher flows, the bottom
rings dide up the stakes, which protects the wing from damage by swift currents and
entrained debris but causes the wing to stop fishing effectively since water is now able to
flow both under and over it. The limitation of being able to fish efficiently only at flows
under 150 cfsis discussed further under "sampling strategy" below.
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The upstream-facing net is particularly vulnerable to occlusion and damage from stream-
borne debris, which greatly increases during storm runoff events. For this reason, an
additional section of netting similar to the wing nets was placed upstream from the mouth
of the upstream-facing net as a debris collector.

Net Locations

Fyke nets were located in Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek at the same sites used
during the first three years, and at a new site in Maacama Creek. Beginning in late March,
nets were also placed in the lower Laguna, to investigate outmigrant residence time and to
evaluate trapping efficiency. For a few days in late March and early April, nets were also
placed at sites in the upper Laguna, in an attempt to verify that none of the upper Laguna
tributaries are a source of salmonid smolts. The locations of fyke netting sites are shown in
Figure 2-1 and listed below:

Mark West Creek-- just east of Slusser Road, 1.9 miles upstream from the confluence
of Mark West Creek and the Laguna)

Santa Rosa Creek--0.3 miles above the Delta Pond discharge, 0.6 miles west of
Willowside Road.

Maacama Creek--0.3 miles upstream from the Chalk Hill Road bridge (later moved to
asite 0.4 miles downstream from the bridge).

Laguna de Santa Rosa--0.2 miles downstream from River Road. This is about 3.5
miles downstream from the Santa Rosa Creek site, and 3 miles downstream from the
Mark West Creek site.

Laguna de Santa Rosa--at Llano Road (not shown in Figure 2-1).

Laguna de Santa Rosa--on Brown Farm, upstream from Highway 12 (not shown in
Figure 2-1).

Net Deployment

The 1993-1994 fyke net fishing season began in October 1993 to include possible capture
of coho adults and to determine when outmigration of smolts begins. Nets were deployed
in Mark West Creek and Santa Rosa Creek for two days after the season’s first rains
(October 14-15 and November 10). Following the first major rainstorm (November 28-29)
nets were deployed in these creeks and Maacama Creek, and were fished continuously
thereafter in all three creeks unless high water made net deployment impossible (this
occurred six times, for periods from one to eight days). Fishing was continued as long as
significant numbers of smolts were outmigrating (until May 1).

Handling, Marking, and Releasing Fish

The nets were checked once each day, when all captured fish were transferred from the
fyke net to a small holding pen where they could be identified, counted, and measured
(salmonids only) before being released to continue in the direction they had been moving
prior to capture. All fish (as well as other vertebrates such as frogs and turtles) were
identified and counted. All salmonids were measured (fork length), and notes were made
on gender and condition of adults, and on condition of juveniles. Mature salmonids were
classified as “ripe’ if they released eggs or milt when gently squeezed, and “green” if they
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did not but appeared to have not yet spawned. Post-spawned fish were usually slender,
somewhat scarred and bruised, and usually did not release eggs or milt. Males attempt to
mate with as many females as possible, and may sometimes be found in apparent post-
spawned condition, yet still exuding milt which has been retained in case another ready-to-
spawn female is located.

Dorsal fins were examined for deformities which are typical of hatchery-raised fish. Adult
steelhead were marked by punching a small hole with a paper punch in the membranous
part of the cauda (tail) fin; on the upper lobe if upmigrating and on the lower lobe if
downmigrating. Recaptured fish were not punched further upon recapture. During the
deployment of the downstream Laguna nets in March, downmigrating steelhead adults
captured in Mark West Creek were punched on the adipose fin, so they could be
distinguished from Santa Rosa Creek fish if recaptured downstream. During the same
period steelhead smolts captured in Santa Rosa Creek were marked by clipping the tip
from the dorsal lobe of the cauda fin, and Mark West Creek smolts were adipose fin-
clipped.

Sampling Strategy

The sampling strategy used for the placement of nets to study passage through the
reclaimed water discharge zone was determined by the configuration of the discharge
setting as well as by features of salmonid life history.

Migrating salmonids often move during the night and rest in sheltered locations, such as
overhanging stream banks, by day. Since fish ordinarily move several miles per night, they
could be expected to travel from the Russian River to a point upstream of the discharges
in one night. In that event, a fish captured at a point immediately upstream from a
discharge can be assumed to have been exposed to reclaimed water concentrations that
occurred in the Laguna the previous night. This assumption was made in the interpretation
of data presented in this report.

The main focus of these studies was not to count al migrants, but to investigate migration
during potentially worst-case (high) reclaimed water concentrations, which occur during
periods of relatively low stream flow. Placing the nets just upstream of the discharge zones
alows the capture of fish that have moved through a known reclaimed water exposure.
However, since fyke net sites near the discharges are located in downstream reaches of the
streams (70 - 80 square miles of drainage area upstream of traps), rising water following
major storms often exceeds 150 cfs, and will often overwhelm the nets. This means that
upstream fyke net catches in the lower reaches of the streams cannot be used to estimate
the total number of fish in a spawning run. Many (probably most) fish will migrate during
periods when flow is too great for the fyke nets to fish effectively or be deployed. Flows
too high for the nets to fish typically dilute reclaimed water concentrations to low (and
presumably ecologically insignificant) levels.

ESTIMATING RECLAIMED WATER CONCENTRATION

Estimates of reclaimed water concentration in the Laguna discharge Zones A through D
are based on daily reclamed water discharge data and daily estimates of stream flow in
each zone. Reclaimed water discharge data were provided by the Subregional System staff
and by the City of Windsor.

The stream flow estimates for 1993-1994 are based on data from stream stage (depth)
recording equipment located in Santa Rosa Creek at Willowside Road, Mark West Creek
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at Slusser Road, the upper Laguna at Occidental Road, and the lower Laguna at Trenton-
Healdsburg Road. The gages were installed and maintained as part of the Anadromous
Fish Migration Project. Stream stage data were converted to flow using a curve that was
developed empirically for each gage location using an electronic flow meter; details are
given for Trenton-Healdsburg Road in Roth et al. (1992). The regression equations that
were used to convert 1994 stage data to estimates of flow are summarized in Table 3-1.

Table 3-1. Regression Equations Used to Convert Stage Heights During
1993-1994 to Flow Rates.

L ocation Regression Equation

Lagunaat Trenton- | y = 0.0746 - 6.39x + 17.9% - 0.570x3
Healdsburg Road

Laguna at y = 104 - 84.5x = 18.7X
Occidental Road

Mark West Creek |y =-6.22 + 15.1x + 26.8%X

SantaRosaCreek |y =-9.89+ 12.5x + 48.2%

wherey = flow in cfs, and x = water depth in feet

The regression equations given above for the Laguna at Trenton-Healdsburg Road, Mark
West Creek, and Santa Rosa Creek are different than those used in 1993 because of
changes in channel geometry reflected in the velocity profiles that were made in 1993-94.
A regression equation was developed for the Laguna at Occidental Road. However, flow
data at Occidental Road were available for only part of the study period. For this reason
baseline flow in the upper Laguna was estimated by a regression between flow in the
Laguna at Occidental Road and flow in the Laguna at Trenton-Healdsburg for the days
when data were available at both locations (y = -2.85 + 0.254x; where y = flow at
Occidental Road, and x = flow at Trenton-Healdsburg Road’ £ 0.96).

Flow and reclaimed water concentration in each of the zones (Zones A through D) were
calculated according to Table 3-2.

Flows during the 1993-1994 discharge season were often unusualy low, and it was
necessary to refine the estimations of reclaimed water concentrations. Refinements were
necessary to account for the longer travel time for discharge into the upper Laguna to
reach Zones A, B, and C relative to discharge from Delta Pond and CW. Based on a
hydraulic and water quality model (RMA, 1990), the travel time for reclaimed water in the
Laguna from Guerneville Road to the Russian River is estimated to be less than half a day
when flow is greater than about 125 cfs. Reclaimed water travel time from Meadowlane
Pond to Guerneville Road (where stream gradient is very low) may take severa days at
lower flows. Estimates were based on flow-dependent running averages of previous
discharge volumes as shown in Table 3-3.
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Table 3-2. Calculation of stream flow and reclaimed water concentration in each
discharge zone.

Zone Stream Flow Reclaimed Water Concentration
A Flow in Laguna at Trenton-Healdsburg Total Subregional System and CW
Road plus CW discharge discharges divided by stream flow in Zone A
B Baseline flow in the upper Laguna plus Total Subregional System discharge divided
Santa Rosa Creek flow plus Mark West by stream flow in Zone B
Creek flow plus Subregional System
discharge
C Baseline flow in the upper Laguna plus Total Subregional System discharge divided
Santa Rosa Creek flow plus Subregional by stream flow in Zone C
System discharge
D Santa Rosa Creek flow Delta Pond discharge divided by the sum of
Delta Pond discharge and Santa Rosa Creek
flow measured at Willowside Road

Table 3-3. Travel time of upper Laguna discharge at low flows.

Stream Flow at Trenton-Healdsburg
Road

Upper Laguna Discharge Used to
Calculate Reclaimed W ater
Concentration

greater than 125 cfs

upper Laguna discharge on the same day

greater than 100 cfs but less than 125 cfs

upper Laguna discharge from the previous
day

greater than 75 cfs but less than 100 cfs

average upper Laguna discharge from the
two previous days

greater than 50 cfs but less than 75 cfs

average upper Laguna discharge from the
three previous days

greater than 25 cfs but less than 50 cfs

average upper Laguna discharge from the
four previous days

greater than O cfs but less than 25 cfs

average upper Laguna discharge from the
five previous days
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1993-1994 MONITORING RESULTS
The results of the fyke net monitoring program are described in the following sections:

Stream Flow

Reclaimed Water Discharges

Fish Catch

Adult Steelhead Migrating Upstream in Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks

Relationships Between Steelhead Migrating Upstream, Streamflow, and Reclaimed
Water Concentration

Adult Steelhead Migrating Upstream in Maacama Creek
Steelhead Adults Migrating Downstream

Steelhead Smolts

Coho Salmon

Fish Catch in Upper and Lower Laguna sites

Fyke Net Effectiveness

Stream Flow

Estimated average daily flows from October 15, 1993 to May 2, 1994, are shown in
Appendix 3-1. Figure 3-1 shows the estimated average daily flow at the gage locations in
the upper Laguna, Santa Rosa Creek, Mark West Creek and the lower Laguna at Trenton-
Healdsburg Road. Field observations show that water consistently rises more quickly
following rainfall events in Santa Rosa Creek than in Mark West Creek, probably because
of the relatively large amount of impermeable surface (e.g. pavement) in the Santa Rosa
Creek watershed. This difference between the creeks is apparent when hourly flows are
considered, but is not obvious in Figure 3-1 because the data have been reduced to
average daily flows.

The 1993-1994 season was very dry. Only four storms occurred which resulted in flows
greater than 1000 cfs at Trenton-Healdsburg Road (one each in December and January,
two in February). Rainfall data as recorded at the Llano Road Treatment Plant is shown
with the fish catches in Appendix 3-2. Storm flows in 1993-1994 never reached 2000 cfs,
in contrast to the previous year, when flows remained above 2000 cfs for extended
periods. Table 3-4 compares the minimum and mean flows from January through March at
Trenton-Healdsburg Road for the past four years.
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Figure 3-1. Streamflow in fhe L%;ma de Santa Rosa and it§ tributaries, 1993-1994

- Upper Laguna s T
1600 : SantaRosaCreek E A ; : . . ‘ ; | . :
| Mark WestCreek - = =+ | | 1 L B 2wk

- "
Fad =8

1200

4000

Flow, cfs

- 800

v
>

" 600

. 400

200 |
\

\,

0 ll i, s S -;’,{i- — ‘ '
15-Oct 29-Oct 12-Nov 26-Nov 10-Dec 24-Dec %Jan 21-Jan 4~Feb 18-Feb 4—Mar 18—Mar 1-Apr 15-Apr 29-Apr




Table 3-4. Minimum and mean flows at Trenton
Healdsburg Road (cfs), January 1 - March 31 1991}
1994.

Y ear Minimum M ean

1991 33 455

1992 35 630

1993 115 1,168

1994 23 294

The steelhead migration season in 1994 had lower flows than 1991 and 1992, both of
which were considered drought years.

Reclaimed Water Discharges

The location and daily volume of discharges from the Subregional System and CW, and
estimates of reclamed water concentration in each of the four zones are shown in
Appendix* 3-1 and Figure 3-2. Because flows were low, reclaimed water concentrations in
the Laguna system were high in 1993-1994. The maximum estimated concentration of
reclaimed water in the 1993 salmonid migration monitoring period was calculated to be 92
percent, which occurred briefly in zone A on January 11. Concentrations were in the range
of 50 to 60 percent for much of the low-flow period in December and January.
Concentrations during February and March were generaly in the range of 20 to 35
percent. The maximum daily reclamed water concentration was rarely less than five
percent in the migration corridor. A “window” of no discharge was provided for this study
during February (discussed in the following section). The no-discharge window accounted
for 10 days when the concentration was below five percent. Table 3-5 shows the number
of days during the study period that the daily average reclaimed water concentration was
less than five percent in Zones A and B (encountered by Mark West Creek migrants) and
in Zones A through D (encountered by Santa Rosa Creek migrants) for the four study
years.

! Appendix nomenclature explanation: Appendix X-Y where X refers to the Chapter to
which the appendix relates, and Y refers to the subsection of Appendix X.
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Figure'3-2. Santa Rosa Creek, 1983-1994: Fishing effort, Upmigrating Steelhead Catch and

Reclaimed water concentration
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Table 3-5. Days during January through March when reclaimeq
water did not exceed five percent in Laguna zon&s1991-1994.

Y ear TotalP Zones A-D ZonesA&B
1991 87 10 15
1992 86 20 18
1993 89 21 35
1994 90 11° 14°

AMigration corridors of Santa Rosa Creek (Zones A-D) and Mark West CreeX
(Zones A& B).

bl ndi cates total number of daysin January, February and March of each year
that reclaimed water concentration was calculated for this study.

Ten of these days were provided as part of a no-discharge “window” to test
its effect on fish migration.

Fish Catch

Appendix 3-2 contains the salmonid catch data for each day fished at each net site. Also
included are daily rainfall data and net effectiveness estimates. Appendix 3-3 provides
information on the length and sex of each steelhead caught, whether it was marked, notes
on reproductive condition, and previous marks. Appendix 3-4 is a summary of steelhead
adult recaptures, based on anaysis of data in Appendix 3-3. Appendix 3-5 summarizes
data on steelhead and coho salmon smolts captured moving downstream in the Laguna
system. Appendix 3-7 provides a summary of other vertebrates that were captured in the
nets.

A total of 25 fish species and seven other vertebrate species were caught in Santa Rosa
Creek between October 1993 and May 1994. The most common non-salmonid fish species
in Santa Rosa Creek were California roach and Sacramento sucker; bullfrog tadpoles were
also very common. In Mark West Creek 13 fish species and seven other vertebrate species
were caught. Common non-salmonid fish were roach, sucker, and coastrange sculpin.
Captures in the Maacama Creek net included 12 fish species and seven other vertebrate
species, with roach, sucker, coastrange sculpin and bullfrog tadpoles the most abundant
non-salmonids. The occurrence of animal gnaw holes and other limitations to net
effectiveness is summarized in Appendix 3-6 and discussed in a separate section below.

Fish catches are summarized in Appendices 3-2 through 3-5 according to whether they
were caught moving upstream or moving downstream. However, not al trapped fish can
be assumed to be migrating, shce some upstream and downstream movements are
undoubtedly local, especially among resident non-salmonid species.
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Adult Steelhead Migrating Upstream in Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks

The catch of upstream migrating adults and the relationship of catch to flow and reclaimed
water concentrations in Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek are discussed in the
following sections. Salmonid catches from habitats not containing reclaimed water releases
(upmigrating adults in Maacama Creek, adults migrating downstream, and salmonid
juvenile catches), are presented in later sections.

Table 3-6 summarizes the total saimonid catch in all nets in Santa Rosa Creek and Mark
West Creek during the 1993-1994 fishing season.

Table 3-6. Salmonid catches in Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks, 1993-1994.

Santa Rosa Creek Mark West Creek
M oving M oving M oving M oving
downstream | upstream | downstream| upstream
(128 days (129 days | (123 days | (125 days
fished) fished) fished) fished)
Steelhead adults 21 15 19 11
Steelhead half-pounders 2 1 0 4
Steelhead juveniles 653 218 317 104
Coho salmon adults 0 0 0 0
Coho salmon juveniles 1 3 4 0

In 1993-1994 a total of 129 days were fished for upmigrants in Santa Rosa Creek. The
first steelhead (a male) was caught on December 16. A total of 16 adult steelhead and
steelhead half-pounders were caught in 1993-1994. Half of these (8) were caught on a
single night, January 28. The others were caught one or two at atime, in late January and
February. As in previous years, the capture of upmigrating adults was closdly tied to
rainfall (see Figure 3-9). Ten of the upmigrants were females. None appeared to be of
hatchery origin, judging by the appearance of the dorsal fin (erect in wild fish, often
compressed in hatchery fish); none appeared to have spawned (see Appendix 3-3-1)

A total of 125 days were fished for upmigrants in Mark West Creek. Fifteen steelhead
adults and half-pounders were caught in Mark West Creek. No coho adults were caught
during the 1993-1994 season. The earliest fish were half-pounders caught on 21 and 22
December. A maximum of three fish per day were caught. Most catches were one or two
fish per day. Unlike in Santa Rosa Creek, nearly half (7) of the upmigrating adult steelhead
in Mark West Creek were caught in April. None of the fish appeared to have spawned;
none appeared to be of hatchery origin (see Appendix 3-3-2)

Rel ationships Between Steelhead Migrating Upstream, Stream Flow and Reclaimed Water
Concentration

The estimated concentration of reclaimed water in each of the four zones was calcul ated
as a percentage of estimated stream flow, and is tabulated for each day in Appendix 3-1.

23



The presence of steelhead in Santa Rosa Creek and in Mark West Creek is described in
this section in relation to the streamflow and reclaimed water concentration through which
the fish are assumed to have migrated.

Santa Rosa Creek. Figure 3-2 shows the estimated concentration of reclaimed water in
each of the four zones through which steelhead captured in Santa Rosa Creek must
migrate, fishing days, and the number of fish caught each day.

A six-day “window” during which no reclaimed water was released from the Santa Rosa
Subregional System was requested during rains in the first half of February, since this has
been the most likely time and condition to catch steelhead based on the last 3 years of
study. The window began on February 4, but was aborted when rain forced the removal of
the nets. The window was begun again on February 9, when nets could be reset. The
concentration of reclamed water during the windows, as shown in Figure 3-2 and
Appendix 3-1, dropped to zero in Zones B, C, and D, but remained at 1-2 percent in Zone
A (downstream from Trenton Healdsburg Bridge) because CW releases continued during
the windows. Two adult steelhead were caught on the first day of the window; one on the
second day, and one half-pounder was caught on the fourth day. None were caught on the
third, fifth or sixth days. These catches are similar to catches after rains in early February
in previous years, conclusions regarding the relationship between the window and fish
catch would be strengthened by conducting additional trials.

The catch of upmigrant steelhead in Santa Rosa Creek is presented in Figure 3-3 to show
the number of fish caught each day as a function of flow and maximum reclaimed water
concentration through which the fish are assumed to have migrated. In Figure 3-3, each
day fished in Santa Rosa Creek is shown as a point on a scatter plot of flow versus
reclaimed water concentration. Each open circle represents a day that the nets were fishing
but no fish were caught. Each filled circle represents a day that fish were caught (with
number of fish shown if more than one).

The seven days on which fish were caught in 1994 occurred at flows from 272 cfs to
nearly 1000 cfs; a few days were fished at higher flows and many days were fished at
lower flows. The four fish caught on three days during the no-discharge window occurred
at less than 2 percent reclaimed water. The other twelve fish were caught at reclaimed
water concentrations of 25 to 45 percent; many days were fished at higher reclaimed
water concentrations, but most of these were at low flows. All but one of the fish were
caught between January and March, and most of the high-flow days fished occurred
during that period. These data show that in Santa Rosa Creek in 1994 adult steelhead
were captured over a wide range of reclamed water concentrations but mostly at flows
over 500 cfs.

Mark West Creek. Figure 3-4 shows the estimated concentration of reclaimed water in
Zones A and B, which are the two zones through which fish captured in Mark West Creek
must migrate. Figure 3-4 also shows fishing days and the number of fish caught each day.
Reclaimed water concentrations were dightly lower in zones A and B (mostly less than 20
percent in February and March) than in Zones C and D. The first eight fish were caught
during roughly the same period (December through February) as upmigrants in Santa
Rosa Creek. No steelhead upmigrants were caught during the no-discharge window in
February. As mentioned above, the last seven fish were caught in April. Both December
and April fish migrated during low discharge concentrations (0.8 to 15.4 percent), and at
low flows (5 to 100 cfs).
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Figure 3-4. Mark West Creek; 1993-1994: -Fishing effort; Upmigrating Steelhead Catch and
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The Mark West Creek upmigrant data are arranged in Figure 3-5 to show the number of
fish caught each day as a function of flow and maximum concentration of reclaimed water
through which the fish migrated. Fish captured in January through March occurred over a
fairly wide range of flows and at reclaimed water concentrations between 20 and 35
percent, whereas the fish catches in December and April occurred at both low flows and
low concentrations of reclaimed water.

Evaluation of Four Y ears of Data

Monitoring of upstream steelhead migration was conducted during the migration seasons
of 1991, 1992, 1993, and 1994. Table 3-7 reviews the catches. More days were fished in
January through March 1994 than any of the earlier years. This is because fewer storms
occurred in 1994 and because nets were deployed continuously during low-flow
conditions.

sh

Table 3-7. Upmigrant adult salmonid fishing effort, successful fishing days, and total fi
caught, January through March 1991 - 1994.

Mark West Creek Santa Rosa Creek
Y ear Days Dayswith Total Days Dayswith Tota
fished steelhead | steelhead fished steelhead | steelhead

1991 182 7 33 29 4 6

1992 44 5 5 44 7 12

1993 39 12 200 39 5 8

1994° 68 5 5 69 6 15
TOTAL 169 29 63 181 22 41

aDoes not include four days when nets were set but when tampering was suspected (Feb. 6, 7) or
confirmed (Feb. 14, 16).

Bl ncludes two coho salmon.
January through March only.

Figure 3-6 shows the successful and unsuccessful fishing days in Santa Rosa Creek as a
function of streamflow and reclaimed water concentration for the January through March
period of al four years studied. Fish were caught over a wide range of flows and
reclaimed water concentrations, and no pattern of avoidance or preference for low or high
reclaimed water concentrations is evident from these data.

A similar plot for Mark West Creek (Figure 3-7) shows that reclaimed water values were
lower in its migration corridor, but that successful fishing days again were spread over a
wide range of flows and concentrations, without an obvious pattern of avoidance or
preference.
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Figure 3-6 . Santa Rosa Creek, January - March 1991-1994
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Previous Analysis of Three Y ears of Data

An analysis of the catch and concentration data for the first three years combined (Roth, et
al., 1993) concluded that fish in the two creeks differed in their response to reclaimed
water. In Mark West Creek catch rates were significantly higher at low reclaimed water
concentrations, whereas in Santa Rosa Creek there was no such tendency. Unfortunately,
this analysis neglected to examine the data from each of the years separately. When thisis
done, it becomes apparent that the evidence for these differences rests solely on the 1991
sampling program. Correlation coefficients between fish catches and reclaimed water
concentration in each of the four years are significant only for the 1991 Mark West Creek
data, and are not significant for any of the subsequent years (see Appendix 3-11).

Review of the 1991 data show that nets were not aways set in the two creeks on the same
days. In subsequent years a greater effort was made to ensure that sampling effort was
comparable in both creeks. Statistical analysis requires unbiased samples. Examining the
sequence of events influencing net deployment in 1991 suggests that there may have been
an inadvertent sampling bias that gave rise to significant but probably spurious correlations
between fish catch and reclaimed water concentrations. In Mark West Creek, several fish
were captured at low concentrations during high flows in early February 1991. Over the
next few days, poachers tampered with the net on four occasions during diminishing flows
of higher concentration. In Santa Rosa Creek during this period, nets were not set due to
high flows on several of the days when fish were caught in Mark West Creek. On days
when nets were fishing in Santa Rosa Creek, fish were caught during periods of higher
concentrations when the Mark West Creek nets were poached.

Sampling effort was also unequal during the storm in late February 1991. At that time, 20
steelhead were captured in Mark West Creek on two days when no nets could be set in
Santa Rosa Creek. Immediately thereafter, the nets were irretrievably buried by a major
storm. When fishing could be resumed, only one replacement net was available, and this
was deployed in Santa Rosa Creek (whenever possible) through March. Four fish were
caught in early March at high reclaimed water concentrations; no others were caught later
in March, although concentrations were usualy lower at that time. Since only one net was
available, no fishing was done in March in Mark West Creek.

Thus the sampling effort in 1991 was inadvertently biased toward low reclaimed water
concentration days in Mark West Creek and toward higher concentrations in Santa Rosa
Creek. In subsequent years when net deployment was similar in each creek, no significant
correlations were found. This is not surprising, because fish migration is the result of an
interplay between many factors, and fish numbers are unlikely to be strongly, statistically
correlated with any one of them (see Chapter 1V Discussion).

Adult Steelhead Migrating Upstream in M aacama Creek

Table 3-8 summarizes the total salmonid catch in Maacama Creek. The capture of
upmigrating steelhead are discussed in this section.
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Table 3-8. Salmonid Catches in Maacama Creek, 1993-1994.
Moving downstream Moving upstream
(119 days fished) (122 days fished)
Steelhead adults 23 32
Steelhead half-pounders 3 0
Steelhead juveniles 601 204
Coho adults 8 1
Coho juveniles 163 4

Figure 3-8 shows steelhead adults captured in Maacama Creek as well as rainfall for the
study period. Fish caught moving upstream are shown as solid bars; fish caught moving
downstream (discussed in the following section) are shown as open bars. A total of 122
days were fished for upmigrants in Maacama Creek. Thirty-two (32) adult steelhead and
one coho salmon were caught (Table 3-8). The coho catch is discussed separately below.
No steelhead half-pounders were caught moving upstream in Maacama creek. The earliest
steelhead were caught on 28 January. A maximum catch of four fish per day occurred
once; 3 fish were caught on two occasions; all other catches were one or two fish per day.
In general the timing of the catches was similar to that in Mark West Creek (see Figure 3-
10), except that more fish were caught in March in Maacama Creek. Two of the fish
caught moving upstream in Maacama Creek appeared to have already spawned when
caught (Appendix 3-3-3). Neither fish had been captured earlier (recaptures of marked fish
are discussed in the section on downstream adult movements below). Seven of the 32 fish
(22 percent) had deformed dorsal fins which are typical of fish raised in hatcheries. Severa
of these fish were distinguished by a lighter color on the back and fewer but larger spots
on the back.

Steelhead Adults Migrating Downstream

Unlike salmon, steelhead do not aways die after spawning; many survive and return to
sea, and may return in subsequent years to spawn again. Post-spawning mortality rates in
the streams are unknown but post-spawning survivorship has been shown to be higher for
females than males (Barnhart, 1986). Catches of adults moving downstream are presented
in this section, along with an account of recapture of fish marked when moving upstream.

Santa Rosa Creek. Twenty-three steelhead adults and half-pounders were caught moving
downstream in Santa Rosa Creek (Table 3-6). The catches of steelhead adults are shown
in Figure 3-9. Half-pounders are shown in Appendix 3-8 Adults moving downstream
tended to be associated with rainfall events, which indicates that both upstream and
downstream migrants tend to move after rain. The first fish caught moving downstream
were half-pounders caught on 19 and 20 December; these did not appear to have spawned
(Appendix 3-3-1). Fish caught in the upstream-facing net are not always spawned-out fish
returning to sea, but may be adults that wander upstream only to return downstream.
These fish may return to the same stream or another stream to spawn later. None of the
fish caught before 27 February appeared to be spawned-out (steelhead may not release all
their gametes on the first spawning), so some of these fish may have spawned but had the
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potential to spawn again. The 13 adults captured moving downstream after 27 February all
appeared to have been completely spawned out. Most of these were in good condition and
vigorous, although two were dead and one of these had a small wound on the head.

Although fish were not uniquely marked, in most cases recaptured fish could be identified
using sex, length, scars, and other notes made at the time of first capture. In a few cases
such associations are equivocal; these are indicated in Appendix 3-4 by “?'. Only
upmigrants caught in Santa Rosa Creek after 28 January (seven adults) were marked
(punched) so they could be positively identified. Three were captured a second time
(Appendix 3-4). Two of these were ripe fish caught first moving upstream and
subsequently caught moving downstream evidently without having spawned. The first was
caught on 29 January and recaptured three days later. The second was caught on 9
February and recaptured the following day. These fish probably never |eft the area near the
nets. Whether they later spawned in Santa Rosa Creek or another creek is not known. The
third fish was first captured moving downstream on 23 February; it evidently returned
upstream undetected, since it was captured moving downstream again on February 28. For
recaptured fish to be useful in quantitatively estimating the population size, the marked
fish must be randomly redistributed throughout the population before recapture; this
condition was probably not met for these fish.

Mark West Creek. Nineteen steelhead adults were captured in Mark West Creek moving
downstream (Table 3-6). The catches of adults and half-pounders are shown in Figures 3-
10 and Appendix 3-9. No half-pounders were caught in Mark West Creek moving
downstream. The first downstream-moving adult was caught on 12 February, and did not
appear to have spawned. The other 18 steelhead al appeared to have been spawned out
(Appendix 3-3-2). They were caught in March and April, with the mgority in April. The
maximum number of downmigrants caught per day was four. Most downmigrants were in
good condition.

Eight fish were positively marked upon their capture as upmigrants. One of these was
recaptured (Appendix 3-4). This fish did not appear to have spawned before being caught
on 25 April, but was scored as spawned out when moving downstream only three days
later. Therefore it seems likely that this fish spawned in an area near the net. Potentia
spawning habitat has been noted in the area between the net and US 101 (see Redd
Surveys below, Chapter 1V).

Maacama Creek. Twenty-six steelhead adults and half-pounders were caught moving
downstream in Maacama Creek (Table 3-8). The catches of adults and half-pounders are
shown in Figures 3-8 and Appendix 3-2-3, respectively. The first half-pounders were
caught on 23 December. None had yet spawned (Appendix 3-3-3), nor had the first three
adults, which were caught between one February and 2 March. A maximum of three fish
were caught moving downstream per day. Downstream-moving fish after 2 March al
appeared to have spawned out. Spawning by steelhead was observed afew yards upstream
of the net in late March. This was a period when adult steelhead were captured moving in
both directions (Figure 3-8).

Twenty-three adults were marked upon their capture as upmigrants. Seven of these fish
were recaptured (Appendix 3-4). The first (a hatchery fish) was first captured on 28
January; it was recaptured moving downstream the next day (had not spawned). This fish
evidently swam back upstream during an interva when nets were not set. It was
recaptured again moving downstream, spawned out, 33 days later. Two fish were
recaptured the day after their first capture, not having spawned. Another fish was first
captured moving downstream and recaptured moving back upstream the following day,
also not having spawned. Another fish, which appeared to have spawned out when it was
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first caught moving upstream, was recaptured moving downstream 10 days later. A
hatchery fish was first caught moving downstream, not having spawned; then was
recaptured moving upstream, still not having spawned, 26 days later. Another adult was
first caught moving upstream on 29 January (not having spawned), and was recaptured 56
days later, spawned out.

Out of seven recaptured fish only two went up ripe and came down spawned out. The
interval between the two events was 56 days and 33 days.

Conclusions Concerning Catches of Downmigrating Steelhead The capture of post-
spawned steelhead returning downstream in the three creeks demonstrates that a critical
phase in the life cycle is being successfully completed. More fish were captured moving
downstream than upstream, which demonstrates that the number of adults in the spawning
run of each creek is larger than the number captured moving upstream. The number of
downmigrants is likely also underestimated by data collected in this study since these fish
(like upmigrants) tended to move during high-flow periods, when fyke nets usually could
not be deployed. Fyke nets deployed in the Lower Laguna (see below) showed that even
in low-flow periods these nets do not capture all adults (or smolts) which pass.

Steelhead Smolts

Capture of steelhead smolts migrating to the sea for the first time is good evidence that the
freshwater phase of the life cycle has been successfully completed. Fyke net counts of
juvenile salmonids cannot be assumed to represent the whole population of juveniles
passing through the stream. Smolts, like adults, move during high flows associated with
rain when fyke nets often cannot be deployed. Inferences drawn from recapture of smolts
in the lower Laguna (discussed below) suggest that fyke net catches underestimate smolt
numbers even in relatively low-flow periods.

Santa Rosa Creek. A total of 653 juvenile steelhead were captured in the Santa Rosa
Creek fyke net moving downstream, and 218 juveniles were captured moving upstream
(Table 3-6). Figure 3-11 shows the juvenile steelhead catch for each day; rainfall is plotted
on the same figure. In Figure 3-11, juveniles moving downstream are shown as solid bars,
and those moving upstream as open bars. Catches of juvenile steelhead tended to be
largest just after rains, as was the case with adults and half-pounders. Some juveniles were
captured in Santa Rosa Creek virtualy every fishing day. A net movement in the
downstream direction was nearly always observed. Fish caught moving upstream early in
the season are probably not traveling from very far downstream, since little summer
habitat is available downstream (see Chapter 1V). Such fish were probably displaced
downstream by high flows following rains, and if these fish were not ready to smolt, they
moved back upstream. Catches of downmigrants following rains in mid-December were
about three dozen fish per day. Later on it was more typical to trap one to two dozen per
day after rains.

During December and January, only one-half to two-thirds of the juveniles had clearly
developed into smolts. By mid-February, nearly all juveniles had the appearance of typica
smolts (i.e., dender body shape, no parr marks, silvery deciduous scales). By early March
capture of juvenilesin the upstream trap was negligible.

Mark West Creek. A total of 317 juvenile steelhead were captured moving downstream
in Mark West Creek; 104 were captured moving upstream (Table 3-6). Figure 3-12 shows
the juvenile catch in Mark West Creek. Unlike in Santa Rosa Creek, in Mark West Creek
most of the juveniles caught before mid-February were moving upstream. These were
probably fish not ready to smolt which had been displaced downstream by rains and
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Number of Steelhead Smolts

Figure 3-11. Santa Rosa Creek: Steelhead Smolts
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Number of Steelhead Smolts

Figure 3-12. Mark West Creek: Steelhead Smolts
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attempted to delay their downstream movement. On many days no salmonid juveniles
were caught. A true net movement of smolts downstream in Mark West Creek (as defined
by numbers caught in upstream versus downstream nets) did not begin until 25 February.
Catches thereafter were roughly a dozen per day just after rains, and fewer as flows
dropped between rains. Juvenile catches diminished after mid-April.

Maacama Creek. A total of 601 juvenile steelhead were trapped moving downstream in
Maacama Creek; 204 were trapped moving upstream (Table 3-8). These totals are roughly
similar to the number of juveniles caught in Santa Rosa Creek. However, the temporal
pattern of the appearance of steelhead juveniles in Maacama Creek (Figure 3-13) was
more like that in Mark West Creek. Asin Mark West Creek, a significant net movement of
smolts downstream did not begin until early March. Thereafter, smolt catches were 1-2
dozen per day, and were sustained for several days after each rain. Smolt catches dropped
after 18 April

Length and Age of Steelhead Smolts An analysis of steelhead smolt length data from
the three creeks is given in Appendix 3-5-1 through 3-5-3. Measured fork lengths are
tabulated by two-week intervals, and the smolt age composition is deduced from the
length-frequency data. Typically, one year-old fish were less than 130 mm, two year-olds
were between 130 and 200 mm, three year-olds 200-250 mm, and four year-olds 250-300
mm. The actual separation between year classes for each interval is determined by length-
frequency patterns, and is shown in the Appendices as a heavy horizontal line. Mean
lengths are calculated for each age class in each interval.

The overall smolt year class composition for the whole study period is shown for the three
creeksin Figure 3-14. In all three creeks the largest smolt age class was two year-old fish.
Two year-olds comprised nearly 80 percent of the smolts in Maacama Creek, with most of
the others one year-old. In Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek the domination of the
two year-old class was less complete. Nearly one-third of smolts in Santa Rosa Creek
were one year-old. Over ten percent of Mark West Creek, and nearly four percent of
Santa Rosa Creek steelhead smolts were over two years old.

There was a tendency for the younger fish to migrate earlier in the season, and for smaller
individuals within an age class to migrate earlier than larger individuals. Individual growth
during the smolt season does not entirely explain the pattern of increase in mean lengths
within the one and two year-old age classes as the season progresses. Considering the
mean lengths of each year class for the whole study period, the three creeks were very
similar, as Figure 3-15 shows.

Coho Salmon

Santa Rosa Creek. No adult coho were trapped in Santa Rosa Creek. Four coho
juveniles were trapped in the Santa Rosa Creek fyke nets (Table 3-6, Appendix 3-5-4);
three were captured moving upstream (16 and 31 December, and 12 January), and one
moving downstream (23 February). These appeared to be wild fish (no fin clips or tags).
Fork lengths ranged from 102-139 mm. No coho juveniles were found during Santa Rosa
Creek juvenile density surveys (see Chapter 1V). It is not clear whether the fish captured in
fyke nets were reared in Santa Rosa Creek or strayed up from another creek, such as
nearby Green Valley Creek.

Mark West Creek. No adult coho were trapped in Mark West Creek in the 1993-1994
season (two were trapped in January-February 1993). Four coho juveniles were trapped in
Mark West Creek, all moving downstream (Table 3-6, Appendix 3-5-4). These fish were
captured between 12 and 24 April; they ranged in fork length from 115-125 mm, and
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appeared to be wild fish. No coho juveniles were found during Mark West Creek juvenile
density surveys (see Chapter V).

Lower Laguna The steelhead catchesin the Lower Laguna are discussed in the following
section. No adult coho were trapped in the Lower Laguna (Table 3-9). Nineteen coho
juveniles were trapped in the Lower Laguna, one moving upstream and 18 moving
downstream (Appendix 3-5-4). The single fish moving upstream and ten of the fish
moving downstream were hatchery reared; all were adipose fin-clipped and at least three
of the ten also appeared to have wire-coded tag implants. These fish ranged in fork length
from 139-185 mm. These were probably released from the Warm Springs Hatchery (R.
Gunter, CDFG, pers. comm.) and strayed from the Russian River into the Laguna. At
CDFG's request, none of the marked fish were sacrificed to retrieve the implants. The
remaining seven coho smolts were captured moving downstream on 13-14 April; al of
these were wild fish, ranging in fork length from 110-135 mm. Since none of these seven
were marked, it is not possible to say in which of the creeks (if either) they originated,
although the timing of their capture and their small size resemble those captured in Mark
West Creek.

Maacama Creek. Adult coho captured in Maacama Creek are shown in Figure 3-16 and
Table 3-8 (details about each fish are given in Appendix 3-3-4). Only one adult coho was
captured moving upstream, a female captured on 1 January. Nets were not deployed in
Maacama Creek until 29 November, and no nets were set for 11 days in mid-December
due to high streamflow; other adult coho may have migrated then or during October and
November.

Eight adult coho were captured moving downstream, all between 26 December and 9
January. These fish probably spawned in the area near the fyke nets (see Chapter 1V),
since these fish deteriorate rapidly after spawning. Most appeared to have spawned. Four
were dead (these probably died after swimming into the net, since dead adults do not seem
to drift far). Any adults which spawned in upstream reaches of Maacama Creek probably
did not survive long enough to travel as far back downstream as the fyke net site.

A total of 167 coho juveniles were captured in the Maacama Creek fyke net (Table 3-8,
Figure 3-17). Virtualy al were smolts moving downstream, at roughly the same time as
steelhead smolts were captured (March and April). A maximum of about 10 per day were
caught after small rains, with catches diminishing in the few days after the rain. Two of the
three coho juveniles caught in late April moving upstream (see Figure 3-17) were very
small (69-72 mm F.L.); these (and two others moving downstream) appear to have been
young of the year spawned nearby.

Analysis of Maacama Creek coho smolt size and age structure (Appendix 3-5-5) shows, as
expected, that coho smolts are all one year-old. The distribution of coho smolt lengths
between 28 March and 24 April was bimodal, but this is probably not due to hatchery fish
(which tend to be larger, as shown in Appendix 3-5-4) because these fish were not adipose
clipped. As with steelhead smolts, the larger individuals tended to migrate later in the
season.

Fish Catch in Upper and Lower Laguna Sites

During low flow conditions in late March, information was gathered about the length of
time downmigrating smolts and adults spend in transit from the fyke nets to the Russian
River. Potentia sites were investigated and the only place found downstream where fyke
nets could be deployed (even at these low flows) was near the River Road bridge, which is
3 miles downstream from the Mark West Creek nets and 3.5 miles downstream from the
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Santa Rosa Creek nets (i.e., roughly half the distance from the nets to the Russian River).
This dte proved to be particularly difficult to fish effectively, as is discussed in the
following section. During the period when the Laguna nets were deployed (33 days, from
19 March through 23 April), smolts and adults trapped in the nets upstream were marked
so that fish from Santa Rosa Creek could be distinguished from those originating in Mark
West Creek, should either be recaptured in the Laguna nets. In addition to elucidating fish
travel time, the downstream nets aso proved useful in evaluating fyke net trapping
effectiveness. The lower Laguna salmonid catches are summarized in Table 3-9.

Table 3-9. Salmonid Catches in the Lower Laguna at River Road,

1994
M oving downstrean Moving upstream
(33 days fished) (33 days fished)
Steelhead adults 10 5
Steelhead half-pounders 0 0
Steelhead juveniles 175 14
Coho salmon adults 0 0
Coho salmon juveniles 18 1

Travel Time of Fish. Ten adult steelhead and 175 juveniles were trapped moving
downstream. During the time that the Lower Laguna nets were deployed, four steelhead
adults were captured, marked and released downstream in Santa Rosa Creek. Seven more
steelhead adults were captured, marked, and released downstream in Mark West Creek
(Table 3-10). Four of these eleven fish were recaptured in the Laguna net. Details of the
recaptures are given in Appendix 3-4. Three of the four fish were recaptured on the day
following when they were marked, indicating a transit time of one day or less (nets were
checked once each day). The fourth fish was recaptured 17 days after it was marked in
Santa Rosa Creek.

Table 3-10. Steelhead adults marked upstream and recaptured in the Lower Laguna
fyke net.

Where Steelhead Adults| Marked Steelhead Unmarked Adults
Marked | Marked Upstream| AdultsRecaptured | Caught in Laguna

SRC 4 3
MWC 7 1
LAG 4 1 5
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Smolts marked upstream and recaptured in the Laguna are listed in Table 3-11 (steelhead)

and 3-12 (coho salmon).

Table 3-11. Steelhead smolts marked upstream and recaptured in the Lagunk.

Where Steelhead Smolts| Marked Steelhead | Unmarked Smolts
Marked |Marked Upstream SmoltsRecaptured|Caught in Lagung
SRC 119 10
MWC 97 6
LAG 157

Table 3-12. Coho smolts marked upstream and recaptured in the Laguna.

Where Coho Smolts | Marked Coho Smoltg Unmarked Cohd
Marked |Marked Upstrean Recaptured Smolts Caught in
Laguna
SRC 0 0
MWC 4 0
LAG 1 0 18

A total of 216 steelhead smolts were marked at upstream fyke nets; only 16 were
recaptured in the Laguna. Associations between marked and recaptured smolts are more
equivocal than adults because many smolts are similar in length. In a few cases, smolts
with unique markings (e.g., bruises) permitted us to positively associate recaptured fish.
Of the 16 smolts recaptured, eight were caught the day after they were marked upstream.
The other eight were recaptured from two to five days later (Table 3-13).

Table 3-13. Travel time of steelhead smolts.

Days between marking at
upstream net and recapturein
Lower Laguna

Frequency
(Number of Fish)

W[N]
N[N W00
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None of the four coho smolts marked in Mark West Creek were recaptured in the Laguna.
These observations on travel time can be summarized as follows: during low flow
conditions most adults and smolts traveled from the upstream nets in one day or less, but
some evidently remained in the area for severa days. Travel time during high flows is
probably much shorter, as observations in the following section suggest.

Fyke Net Efficiency

Only 36 percent of marked adults and 7 percent of marked smolts were recaptured in the
Laguna nets, some of the difficulties of trapping effectively at the Laguna site are
discussed in the following section. However, five unmarked steelhead adults and 157
unmarked steelhead smolts were captured during the same period in the Laguna (Tables 3-
10 and 3-11). This could either mean that other tributaries to the Laguna have steelhead
runs, or that the upstream fyke nets failed to catch these fish. Steelhead are unlikely to be
found in other Laguna tributaries, but fyke nets were set for six days in late March at
Llano Road (downstream from Crane Creek, Copeland Creek, and Gossage Creek) and
for five days in early April on Brown Farm near Sebastopol (downstream from these
creeks and Blucher Creek). No salmonids were caught (see Appendices 3-7-5 and 3-7-6).

The second possibility, that fyke nets underestimate fish numbers, can be examined.
Considering first the unmarked fish captured in the Laguna, three of the five were caught
on 24-25 March. Nets were not set in Santa Rosa Creek or Mark West Creek on 21-23
March, so these fish could have passed through unmarked then. Of the other two fish, one
was caught on 6 April--one day after a gnaw hole (which could allow fish to escape) was
found in the Santa Rosa Creek net, and the other was caught on 9 April--one day after
both upstream nets were overwhelmed by high flows. Similarly, there are plausible
explanations for the seven marked fish which were not caught in the Lagunatrap. All three
nets were partialy overwhelmed and did not fish correctly on 8 April; three of the four
adults marked in Mark West Creek were not picked up by the Laguna nets that day.
(There is a likelihood of fish passing both upstream and downstream nets undetected on
that day). Similarly, gnaw holes were found in the Laguna net within 1-3 days after each
of the other four fish were marked upstream.

That most of the smolts move down during high flows is supported by the catches of 157
smolts in the Lagunathat had not been intercepted upstream, most of which occurred on a
few days following rains which overwhelmed the upstream nets (68 smolts on 9 April, 32
smolts on 23 April).

Half of the adults and nearly 90 percent of the smolts captured during the Laguna trapping
period were not intercepted in either of the upstream traps. Since the Laguna trap only
captured 36 percent of marked adults and 7 percent of marked smolts, it can be assumed
that unmarked adults and smolts were similarly underestimated. The Laguna trap was
fishing effectively less than 60 percent of the time (see below), so these estimates are
conservative. The number of adults and smolts that pass through the system during high
flows cannot be quantitatively estimated, but it is probably considerably larger than the
number caught during lower flows.

Fyke Net Effectiveness

Fyke nets can be deployed effectively only at low to moderate streamflows, so cannot
count fish which pass at higher flows. Appendix 3-2 shows that during the five month
period (December through April) nets were not set for a total of approximately 30 days
(depending upon the creek) typically just before, during and just after rains. Thus, no data
are available for the 20 percent of days when fish are most likely to pass. This is the
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biggest limitation to fyke net effectiveness; but even when nets are deployed, they are
unable to intercept every fish that passes, as the previous section showed. In many cases, it
was apparent that the net(s) were not functioning effectively. The most common problems
were nets overwhelmed by high flows and animal gnaw holes. The incidence of such
problems is listed for each net on each day in Appendix 3-2, and these data are
summarized in Appendix 3-6.

Animal gnaw holes were typically made by mink and river otters, athough there was
evidence that raccoons and muskrats also frequented the net sites, and may have gotten
into the nets at times. Mink and otter holes were most frequent early in the season, and
again during low water in spring. Continuous fishing during low water in spring
exacerbated this problem. Gnaw holes may indicate that some fish were eaten or escaped.
It is unlikely that an adult salmonid would be completely eaten; on two occasions during
the four years of study an adult steelhead was killed in or around the nets. Both
occurrences were in Mark West Creek, the first in 1991 and the other in 1994. In the
recent occurrence, an upmigrant evidently became entangled in the net wing and was then
attacked and partially eaten, probably by an otter.

Adult steelhead are probably little affected by predators (except for occasional human
poachers) during their migration through the Laguna system, but smolts are heavily preyed
upon by various birds. In the creeks of the Laguna system, the primary avian predators are
great blue heron, great egret, snowy egret, black-crowned night heron, common
merganser, and belted kingfisher. Fish passing through the lower reach of Santa Rosa
Creek are more vulnerable to attacks by birds than in other reaches of the study streams,
owing to the lack of riparian cover and instream shelter in that reach (see Chapter 1V).
The lack of cover makes it harder for fish to hide, and also makes the reach more
attractive to wading birds, which seem to feel safer in open areas than in densely vegetated
habitat. During low water in April bird peck holes began to appear in the net cod ends at
all the fyke net sites (probably the work of herons which were sometimes seen standing on
the nets), and many of the captured fish had wounds characteristic of bird pecks. Opague
tarpaulins were attached to the fyke traps beginning in mid-April, and this action
effectively ended bird attacks on fish in the nets. However, many fish coming into the nets
already bore such wounds, and many others were seen during the juvenile density surveys
(Chapter 1V). Presumably, many other smolts were successfully captured and eaten by
birds during their outmigration.

Tampering with the traps occurred twice in 1994, both in Santa Rosa Creek. On one
occasion (2 April) the downstream-facing net was opened and its catch of severa large
carp were alowed to escape between the nets. It is unlikely that any adult salmonids were
in the net. One of the carp was evidently stabbed. On the other occasion (26 April) a
section of one of the wing nets was cut off and removed.

The net location in the Lower Laguna was particularly difficult to fish effectively, as
Appendix 3-6 shows. Here the net was scored as fishing effectively only 58 percent of the
time, and the occurrence of holes may have been underestimated because the water was
both deep and turbid. Nets appeared to be fishing effectively at the other sites from 67 to
90 percent of the time.

50



Chapter V.
HABITAT, SPAWNING, AND JUVENILE ABUNDANCE
MONITORING

In addition to the fyke net studies of upmigrating adult steelhead trout and coho salmon,
the 1993-1994 Anadromous Fish Migration Study Program included efforts to study other
aspects of reproduction and ecology of these populations during the freshwater phases of
their life cyclesin the study streams. The objective of this part of the study was to evaluate
Spawning success, juvenile production, and how many of the juveniles survive to become
smolts and go to sea. The study program included surveys of the quality and quantity of
habitat available for spawning and rearing, surveys of juvenile density, visua surveys of
redd sites and spawning activity, and counts of outmigrating smolts captured by
downstream fyke nets operating side-by-side with the fyke nets designed to intercept adult
fish moving upstream. This program, in conjunction with the fyke net studies of adult
migration, helps to complete a picture of the relative success of al of the key links in the
life cycles of these fishes in the study area, with exception of the time spent at sea. The
smolt trapping program is described above in Chapter I1l. This chapter describes the
surveys of habitat condition, juvenile density, redds and spawning activity.

The focus of this investigation is Santa Rosa Creek, and, to a lesser extent, Mark West
Creek, and the potential impacts of the City's reclaimed water discharges on migratory
salmonids that utilize these streams for spawning and rearing through the juvenile phases
of their life cycles. It was known at the outset of the study that numerous other human
activities (channelization, diversions and de-watering, dam construction, riparian forest
clearing, trash dumping, runoff of agricultura and urban wastes, exotic species
introductions, etc.) had historically affected, and continue to affect, habitat conditions in
these streams, asin most of the streamsin the region. It is also well known that all of these
activities can have detrimental effects on fish populations, especially salmonids (Barnhart
1986, Moyle et a 1989, Nehlson et a 1991). The task, then, was to identify and separate
the possible impacts of the City's reclaimed water discharges from the other factors, and to
assess the City's contribution, if any, to the cumulative impacts of all the factors on the
populations of steelhead (and possibly coho) using these streams.

METHODS

Habitat Characterization

In each of the principal study streams (Santa Rosa Creek, Mark West Creek, and
Maacama Creek), "index zones" were established for periodic surveys of habitat condition
and juvenile density. An index zone is a particular reach or portion of stream that is
surveyed in some way and then re-surveyed periodically in the same manner, as a means of
documenting seasonal or other types of change. After making habitat observations in most
reaches of all study area streams, the index zones were selected to be representative of the
larger system. Each stream was divided into upper, middle, and lower reaches, based on
elevation and distance from the Russian River (Table 4-1), and an index zone was selected
for surveys within each reach. One index zone was aso established in Green Valley Creek,
which is known to support small runs of steelhead and coho (W. Cox, CDFG, pers.
comm.). In the latter case, most of the stream was found to be highly degraded, and the
index zone was established in the only reach (middle) that appeared to have any habitat
suitable for salmonids.
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Figure 2-1 shows the study area and locations of the index zones. The designation of
upper, middle, and lower reaches in these streams was not intended to have any universal
significance to other stream classification systems; it was a convenience adopted for this
study to improve the comparability of the surveys. Some of the study streams are known
to have fish habitat at elevations greater than 700 feet (the upper limit of the index zones
used in this study), but most of those upper areas were not accessible to the study team.

Table 4-1. Habitat and Juvenile Density Index Zones

Creek Reach Elevagion L ocation
(ft)

Upper 600-640 | Cougar Lane
Santa Rosa Creek | Middle| 310-320 | Fishladder to Hwy 12 Bridge
Lower 60-80 Delta Pond to Fulton Rd.

Upper 600-640 | Alpine Rd. to St. Helena Rd.
Mark West Creek | Middle| 400-440 | Downstream from MWC Lodge
Lower 50-60 River Rd. Bridge to Cunningham ranch

Upper 500-520 | Hwy 128 Bridge to Peter Michael Winery

Maacama Creek | Middle| 200-240 | Downstream from Camp Maacama, along 12

Lower 140-160 Chalk Hill Road

Upper [none]
Green Valley Cree Middle| 150-180° | Allen Ranch
Lower [none]

Zfeet above sea level
stream lower in Russian River Watershed; distance from river corresponds to middle
reaches of other streams

The index zone approach (Nielsen and Johnson 1983) is based on the ecological premise
that the best way to account for the distribution and abundance of a population of
organisms at the present point in timeis to know something about the population's history,
through repeated observations, counts, or measurements over a period of time that is long
relative to the life spans or generation times of the organisms (Connell and Sousa 1983).
The main reason this approach provides a better account for the present status of a
population than methods involving a one-time assessment of the population and its
environment, is that historical events in the environment that may occur in a very short
period of time ( e.g., one severe storm, heat wave, or one unusualy dry season) may
profoundly affect a population for years afterward, and such an event often cannot be
accounted for by any one-time assessment.

In the initial surveys (October-November 1993), the entire length of each index zone was
rapidly surveyed by ateam of two people. The stream habitat was classified by the habitat
unit approach (Bisson, et a 1982, Hankin 1986), in which a unit is defined as a continuous
portion of the stream of variable length, within which only one habitat type is
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present or is dominant. Habitat types have generally been classified by many researchers
into three broad categories: pools, runs (or glides), and riffles, with numerous finer
distinctions within each category (e.g., lateral scour pools, plunge pools, secondary
channel pools, rootwad enhanced pools, etc.,), depending on the authors. The approach
used in this study was to classify each unit as either pool or riffle, with glides being
assigned to whichever category (pool or riffle) they most closely resembled, as no
unequivocal way was found to distinguish glides from the other categories in these small
streams. (For example, a dight drop in water level can change a glide to ariffle, and most
glides begin with a pool at the upper end and end with ariffle at the lower end).

For each habitat unit, a sketch was made and a data form was filled out (example shown in
Figure 4-1). The length of each unit was measured by tape or rangefinder, or in the case of
afew very long unitsin lower Santa Rosa Creek, estimated by odometer. The mean width,
depth, and maximum depth of each unit was estimated, and observations made about
stream gradient, bank cover, shade, instream shelter, substrate, spawning potential, and
other relevant physical features. Biotic factors, such as the quality and quantity of food
available, or the presence or absence of potential competitors or predators, were not
evaluated, although such factors may be of great importance to fish populations. The
primary objective of these surveys was to compare the densities of juvenile salmonids in
different reaches of the Santa Rosa Creek drainage with those of nearby similar reference
streams, as part of an effort to evaluate potentia effects of reclaimed water discharges into
lower Santa Rosa Creek. What was needed for this study was simply a robust and rapid
way of describing major habitat features, largely so that comparable units could be
selected for fish sampling.

After the habitat surveys were completed for all of the index zones, the data forms were
reviewed again by the survey team, and each unit was assigned a "Salmonid Habitat
Score" from one to 3, as follows:

1 = unsuitable for sailmonids,
2 = marginally suitable,
3 = suitable.

Instream shelter, bank cover (and/or shade), and depth were the features that were
weighted most heavily in assigning suitability scores. A score of one does not mean that
there can be no salmonids in that unit, but simply that the absence of shelter or other
critical features makes it unlikely that any salmonid would take up residence in that unit.
The "suitable" category could clearly be further subdivided into divisions such as "good",
"excellent", and so on, if such refinement was required, say, to attempt to explain
differences in micro-habitat utilization within a stream reach, but, as discussed above, that
was not the objective of this study.

It should also be noted that the kind of habitat used by very small fry just after emergence
from the gravel (tiny shallow pools and riffle edges) was not evaluated, as this type of
habitat was abundant in al of the streams, and had already been abandoned by the growing
juveniles, in favor of bigger, deeper habitat by the time of the sampling. The timing of the
sampling ensured that al of the young-of-the-year fish had had at least a month (for the
July sampling) to grow since emergence, by which time the smallest surviving individuals
were over 30 mm in length (fork length), and had all moved into the deeper habitat
necessary for continued growth and survival. The absence of fry from the shalow, post-
emergence habitat described above was confirmed at the time of sampling by searching
such habitat with dipnets and miniature seines while overturning cobble and other objects
upstream from the nets.
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In surveys following the initial (October-November 1993) surveys (July 1994 and October
1994) al of the habitat units in each index zone were examined again, and any changes in
the descriptions of each unit were noted, with emphasis on differences that would affect
the habitat score.

Juvenile Abundance Surveys

After completing the habitat surveys, fish were collected in selected units within each
index zone by repeated passes through the unit with a beach seine of appropriate length
for the unit, after blocking both ends of the unit with blocking nets. The selection of which
units to sample in each index zone was based on the goal of being sure that some units
representative of each habitat type (pools vs. riffles) were sampled, that some of the best
units in each index zone were sampled, and that only a small amount of time was spent in
units unlikely to contain any fish or likely to be the first units to go dry before the next
summer's surveys. While this approach biases the sampling in favor of the better habitat,
the vast mgjority of the juvenile fish occupying these streams occupy a relatively small
portion of the habitat, which is found in the best units. These streams are small, and
during much of the year many of the riffles and pools are too tiny and shallow to support
salmonids. In fact, many of the units are dry in summer, and the surviving fish are
concentrated in a few of the deepest and shadiest pools. Since the stratagem was to
sample the same units in different seasons and years, the best pools, which are aso the
most likely to remain wet during the dry season, were favored for sampling.

The best pools have structural complexity, especialy in the form of woody debris and
cutbanks or ledges. Such pools can aso be the most difficult to seine effectively, but
results can be greatly improved by first blocking both ends of the unit (with nylon seine
netting), then temporarily removing some of the instream structure that is moveable, e.g.,
loose treetops and prominent sharp-edged boulders, then replacing the removed items
before releasing the fish after seining is completed in that unit. In other cases, e.g., wherea
large boulder, log, or idet isin the middle of the unit, the fish may be chased away from
one side of the object, and then that section is blocked off with blocking nets from the rest
of the unit before seining begins. These techniques were used in this study.

Seining was selected as the preferred sampling technique for juveniles in these streams
based on the team's previous experience with electrofishing, seining, gillnetting, trapping,
and other methods in the Laguna system and similar small streams elsewhere. All of the
streams in this study have two features that dictate what sampling methods are effective:
small size and low flow for most of the year, and a substantial amount of fine sediment in
all reaches. Most of the juvenile steelhead and coho (except for a short period immediately
after emerging from the redds) are found in the larger pools and glides through which
water moves slowly. The deposited sediment in these units is re-suspended in the water
column on the first pass through the unit, and the water clarity may remain near zero for a
considerable time afterward. The increased turbidity enhances the effectiveness of the
seining technique (possibly by making it harder for the fish to see the net or the operators);
typically, more fish are captured on the second or third passes than on the first pass.

The seines used were made of nylon mesh, four feet deep by 10, 15, or 25 feet long, with a
float line at the top and a lead line at the bottom. In the October-November 1993 surveys
the mesh size of the nets used was 1/4 inch (square), except for the 10-foot seine, which
was 1/8-inch mesh and was used in very small riffles, where some of the smallest fish
might be found. The initial surveys were conducted as soon as possible (November 1993)
after the study plan was approved by the City and before winter storms stimulated smolt
migration. Of necessity, existing available equipment (and a rapid habitat assessment
technique) were employed. In subsequent surveys, new and improved seines were used,
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these were of the same lengths as the ones used in the first surveys, but all consisted of
3/16-inch mesh and included a square bag in the center of the net, which makes them more
efficient a retaining fish. The main effect of adding the bags to the nets is that fewer
passes are required to capture most of the fish in a unit. The smaller mesh size was chosen
because it was anticipated that smaller young-of-the-year fish would be found in the
summer surveys than in theinitial fall survey.

After each pass with the seine, captured fish were placed in one or more shaded 5-gallon
buckets filled with clean, continuously aerated stream water. The fish were sorted to
species, and the salmonids were measured (fork length) and retained in separate aerated
containers while subsequent passes were performed. Repeated seining of each unit was
conducted until only a few salmonids were captured in consecutive passes relative to the
numbers captured in earlier passes. Usually, seining was halted after capturing one or zero
specimens in consecutive passes, but in cases where a unit contained hundreds of
salmonids, seining was sometimes discontinued after reaching a point where only 6 or 8
specimens were being captured, which was small relative to the 50 or more being captured
in each of the earlier passes. In structurally complex units this sometimes required 9 or 10
passes, but typically 2 to five passes were sufficient in most units. After completing the
sampling in a unit, blocking nets were removed, any instream objects that had been
relocated were replaced, the fish were examined again for any signs of stress, damage, or
mortality (insignificant in all cases), and then returned to the unit.

In the summer 1994 surveys, a few units in upper Santa Rosa Creek were sampled in June
and then sampled again three weeks later; nearly identical numbers of fish were captured
the second time, and their average size was greater than in June; as expected (Figure 4-2).
This observation adds support to the belief that the seining technique is repeatable and
consistent, and not harmful to the fish.

SURVEYS OF REDDS AND SPAWNING ACTIVITY

Information about potential spawning areas in the study streams was obtained during the
October-November 1993 habitat and juvenile density surveys. Fyke netting began with the
firgt rains in October, and upmigrating adult male steelhead began appearing in the fyke
nets in December. In January adult steelhead of both sexes were captured in the fyke nets,
as well as a few coho (in Maacama Creek, beginning 26 December), so periodic surveys
for redds and spawning activity were begun in January and continued through April, at
likely spawning areas in each of the principal streams.

The redd surveys consisted of one person walking quietly up the stream while searching
for redds or any signs of spawning or pre-spawning activity (such as fish fighting with
each other near likely redd sites). Females construct nests by excavating large depressions
in the gravel, using vigorous thrashing of their tails with the aid of the water current to
move the excavated material downstream. The resulting pit may be a foot deep by 2 feet
wide and 2 to 4 feet long, depending on the size and persistence of the female. After eggs
are lad and smultaneoudly fertilized by a male, the female again uses tail-thrashing and the
water current to knock gravel from the sides and upstream area into the pit to cover the
eggs, usualy while in the process of excavating a second nest just upstream of the first.
The female continues making nests until al, or nearly al, of her eggs have been laid. When
finished, the redd (all the nests constructed by a single female) appears as a series of round
or oval regions of disturbed gravel, usualy lighter colored than the surrounding substrate
with its undisturbedaufwuchs(film of bacteria and algae). Typically, each nest is still

Figure 4-2
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dightly depressed compared to its surroundings, and there is a raised pile of tailings at the
downstream end. The difference in color may persist for only a few days, but the
depressions and piles of tailings may persist until the next rainstorm causes the stream to
rise and re-sort the surface sediments.

On most of the days that searches for redds and spawning activity were conducted,
selected sites were also visited where instream structures such as fish ladders, natural
waterfalls, or other partia barriers would be likely to delay migrants moving upstream,
and where the fish could be seen during their efforts to ascend or jump over the obstacles.
At these sites the observer would spend 15 to 30 minutes watching for fish movement.
These observations were mostly made during and just after rainstorms, in the hope that
sightings would be made of some of the fish that were probably being missed during high
flows when the fyke nets were overwhelmed or not fishing

RESULTS

This section presents the survey results through fall 1994, beginning with a comparison of
the habitat conditions among streams and stream reaches, followed by juvenile abundance
and size results, juvenile abundance related to habitat condition, and the surveys of redds
and spawning activity.

Habitat Condition

A general description of the present condition and obvious fish habitat problems of each of
the study streams is provided here, followed by analysis of the results of the habitat
surveys. Streams and index zones are shown in Figure 2-3.

Santa Rosa Creek

The lower reach of Santa Rosa Creek (from downtown Santa Rosa to the confluence with
the Laguna de Santa Rosa) is aptly described on topographic maps as the "Santa Rosa
Flood Control Channel." The entire reach is confined to a nearly straight artificia channel
with banks that are composed of either concrete, rip-rap, or earth. At high flood flows,
water fills (and sometimes overflows) the banks, and the rushing water, loaded with
sediment and large man-made debris, scours the streambed and demolishes most of the
young riparian and emergent vegetation that recolonizes the relatively featureless, sandy
channel bottom during low-flow intervals.

As a result, mature riparian vegetation consists of only a few cottonwoods and willows
downstream from Willowside Road, and most of the reach is exposed to full sun. Thereis
little habitat diversity, the water becomes very warm in the summer (over 30° C), and the
general nature of the reach has more similarity to a warm-water slough or pond than to a
coastal stream. A reconstruction of the pre-European-settlement nature of this reach, as
well as lower Mark West Creek and the Laguna, is provided in a report (David W. Smith
Consulting 1990) on the historical and current uses and resources of the Laguna de Santa
Rosa. The same report adso includes a more-detailed analysis of aguatic habitat in the
lower reaches of Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek than provided in this report.

Habitat in the middle and upper reaches of Santa Rosa Creek is in much better condition
than in the lower reach. Although the middle reach along Montgomery Drive and up to the
Highway 12 bridge has houses aong both sides, there is still dense riparian vegetation
providing shade and overhanging and/or instream shelter for fish. The streambed is in a
relatively natural state, with boulders, bedrock, cobble, and some gravel suitable for
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gpawning. There is more embeddedness, i.e., fine sediments among the larger particles,
than would be expected in a pristine stream of similar size, but not as much as in the other
study streams, nor so much as to prevent successful spawning. Downed trees, rootwads,
and cutbanks contribute significantly to instream shelter for juvenile salmonids. Surface
flow was continuous in this reach during the July 1994 survey, but was intermittent when
examined again in mid-August (after an unusually dry winter and spring). Continuous flow
was restored prior to the October 1994 survey.

Upper Santa Rosa Creek, from the valley floor up into Hood Mountain Regiona Park, is
structurally similar to the middle reach, except that there are steeper portions including
long cataracts and vertical bedrock walls. Very few houses are near the stream, and the
Regional Park status protects much of the drainage from development, diversions, or
logging. Embeddedness of the streambed is moderate, and similar to that in the middle
reach, and may be related to erosion resulting from a cattle operation north of the
Regional Park (M. Fawcett, pers. obs). Surface flow in this reach was continuous
throughout summer 1994, although it was only atrickle or seepage in some of the riffles.

Mark West Creek

Lower Mark West Creek, from the River Road Crossing downstream to the Laguna, is an
unbroken deep glide, smilar to some of the long glides in lower Santa Rosa Creek, but,
unlike lower Santa Rosa Creek, lower Mark West Creek is mostly shaded by a mature tree
canopy. Upstream, from the River Road crossing to U.S. 101, most of the stream is deeply
shaded by large trees, with the resultant summer water temperature maxima never
approaching those reached in lower Santa Rosa Creek.

Lower Mark West Creek has also been subjected to re-routing and other modification in
historical times, but the present course and condition of this reach is much more similar to
that of a natural stream than either lower Santa Rosa Creek, Lower Maacama Creek, or
lower Green Valley Creek. The streambed includes bedrock, boulders, and cobble, but is
dominated by gravel and sand. The streambed is moderately embedded, but severa areas
of gravel that appear suitable for salmonid spawning occur between Slusser Road and the
freeway. Instream shelter is enhanced by rootwads, downed trees, cutbanks, and riparian
vines hanging in the water. Surface flow was intermittent in parts of this reach by mid-
August 1994, but numerous deep glides and pools provided adequate habitat for juvenile
salmonids throughout the dry period. Cool water temperatures were maintained in these
units by subsurface flow and deep shade provided by the mature tree canopy. Mid-
afternoon water temperatures in this reach on 16 August 1994, were uniformly 16° C,
while ranging from 27-31° C on the same afternoon in lower Santa Rosa Creek.

Middle Mark West Creek, the reach that runs through the redwoods along Mark West
Springs Road below the Mark West Springs Lodge, appears to be in a relatively natural
state, except that embeddedness is higher than would be expected in a pristine stream, and
the reach (at least that within the index zone) has few deep pools. However, many of the
existing pools have instream shelter provided by rootwads and large boulders. Thereach is
well shaded by ader, willow, and redwood trees, and in general, appears to provide fairly
good habitat for juvenile sailmonids. There are few homes or other developments near this
portion of the stream, and no extensive water diversions. Surface flow was intermittent in
this reach by mid-August, 1994, and it appears likely that many of the shallow glides and
pools went dry between then and the first mgjor fall rainsin October.

The index zone designated for Upper Mark West Creek is part of the reach alongside

Calistoga Road between Alpine Road and St. Helena Road. The stream in this reach is
greatly influenced by agricultural water diversions further upstream. When the stream is
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flowing in this reach, it provides structurally complete habitat for juvenile salmonids,
including a rocky streambed, diverse riffles, pools, and glides, dense riparian cover,
rootwads, cutbanks, and downed trees. Embeddedness is similar to that in the middle
reach of Mark West Creek. However, in late spring and summer, dewatering by upstream
water users causes the stream to become intermittent, and the surviving fish are
concentrated in a few isolated pools. According to some local residents, this has happened
every summer in recent years, and is often manifested at the Alpine Road crossing as
stream flowing one day, then completely dry for several days, then flowing again as water
users adjust their diversions throughout the dry season.

Undoubtedly, many fish are stranded in parts of the stream as it goes dry and are either
asphyxiated or become easy prey for wading birds and other predators. Drying also kills
most of the aquatic invertebrates needed for food by juvenile sailmonids, so that each time
the stream is finally re-wetted in the fall, fish food is probably in short supply for several
more months until invertebrate populations increase again. The maority of the habitat
units in this reach were completely dry by 18 July 1994. It is probable that only a single
deep pool in thisindex zone remained filled through the rest of the summer.

M aacama Creek

The lower index zone of Maacama Creek is part of the reach between the mouth at the
Russian River and the Chak Hill Road Bridge near Young Road. Mature riparian cover
(cottonwood, ader, and willow trees) occurs aong the banks of the wide flood channel in
this reach, but much of the streambed at normal stages of flow is exposed to the sun most
of the year, as the stream meanders along the wide channel. Where the present streambed
approaches one or the other of the other banks, shade, rootwads, and cutbanks provide
cover for salmonids, but where the streambed passes near the center of the wide channd,
riparian cover is less abundant. The substrate throughout most of the index zone is gravel
and cobble, and many areas appear suitable for spawning. However, both this reach and
the middle reach of Maacama Creek are adversely affected by water diversions during the
dry season. In 1994, vineyards were pumping irrigation water from the lower reach in
April and May, and the entire reach was dry by mid-summer.

The middle zone of Maacama Creek, which parallels Highway 128, appears to be better
salmonid habitat than the lower reach, with more abundant riparian and emergent
vegetation, greater diversity of pool and riffle types, and more boulders, rootwads, and
cutbanks. However, much of this reach was completely dry in summer 1994, and one
water user was observed in August pumping water from a large pit he had dug in the
middle of the dry streambed (Fawcett, pers. obs.). During the July survey a large portion
of the index zone appeared to have been dry earlier, and then re-wetted prior to the
survey, even though there was no precipitation during the summer. (This scenario was
suggested by the presence of white, decaying algae on the bottom, the absence of live fish
or invertebrates, and accumulations of shriveled, rotting threespine sticklebacks in
depressions in the streambed--sticklebacks are highly tolerant of environmental extremes,
and the depressions would have been the last bits to go dry). During the October 1994
surveys, much of this reach was still dry, and most of the rest appeared to have again been
only recently re-wetted (the lower reach was still completely dry at this time).

Upper Maacama Creek is represented in this study by Redwood Creek where it crosses
Highway 128 in Knight's Valley. Redwood Creek is one of the maor tributaries of
Maacama Creek, but not necessarily the best one for salmonids. Other tributaries that may
have salmonid populations include McDonnell Creek, Ingalls Creek, Bear Creek, and
Briggs Creek, but none of these were accessible to the study team. Redwood Creek
upstream from Highway 128 is similar in size and in other respects to upper Mark West
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Creek and upper Santa Rosa Creek, but is somewhat steeper, has more abundant boulders
and cobble, and less silty, less embedded substrate. The stream is heavily shaded by dense,
overhanging riparian cover of alder, cottonwood, and willow trees. Most of the units in
this index zone were completely dry by mid-August, 1994, but a few deep, shady pools
retained cool water and shelter throughout the dry season.

Green Valley Creek

Green Valley Creek drains part of the eastern slope of the mountains just west of Graton,
and then, after being joined by Atascadero Creek, flows north to enter the Russian River
near Rio Dell. The lower reach of Green Valley Creek, downstream from the confluence
of Atascadero Creek, is heavily laden with silt, to the extent that whatever rock and gravel
comprised the origina streambed is completely buried. Although some shelter for
salmonids is provided by overhanging blackberries and other vegetation and by rootwads
and woody debris in the water, the habitat is generally very poor and different from the
other study streams, so it was decided not to do any surveys in this reach. The upper reach
of Green Valley Creek, i.e., everything above about 300-foot elevation, appears to be too
small and ephemera to support salmonids (the upper reach was dry when first examined in
fall 1993), and so was aso not surveyed. However, the main portion of the creek lying
within Green Valley (this portion is the equivalent of the middle reaches of the other study
streams) does have some habitat suitable for salmonids and was surveyed in the vicinity of
the Fred Allen property.

Green Valey Creek in its middle reach flows through a narrow, steep-sided channel that is
heavily populated with riparian trees and shrubs, which form a nearly complete canopy
over most of the reach. Parts of the reach include large bedrock formations through which
the stream plunges in a series of cataracts and pools. The bedrock ledges, rootwads of
large trees, and woody debris provide instream shelter for fish, partially offsetting the
paucity of boulders, cobble, or gravel on the surface of the streambed. The streambed
contains a lot of silt, although not as much as in the lower reach. Excessive silt probably
limits the production of invertebrate prey for fish, and may thereby limit the stream's
carrying capacity for salmonids. A shortage of suitable spawning areas could also limit fish
production in this stream. Surface flow was intermittent in this reach on 28 July 1994.
This site was not visited again until after the first fall rainsin early October. At the time of
the fall survey (31 October 1994), some of the units were completely dry and others
partidly filled with stagnant water and showing signs of having been dry earlier, so
conditions were probably severe in August and September.

Habitat Survey Results

Habitat information for each stream surveyed is summarized by habitat unit for each index
zone in the tables in Appendix 4-1 and by index zone in Appendix 4-2. Figure 4-3
compares the percent of al the habitat units within each index zone rated as "suitable” in
each of the three surveys. fal 1993 (29 October-20 November), summer 1994 (18-28
July), and fall 1994 (20 October-3 November). The results of the initial fall surveys can be
summarized as follows: Each of the study streams had a considerable amount of habitat
rated as "suitable’. in each reach, with Maacama appearing to be the best overall, and the
lower reach of Santa Rosa Creek rated worst. However, substantial declines are apparent
in the suitability ratings for summer 1993.

In the summer survey, many of the units changed from "suitable" or "margina" to
"unsuitable" for salmonids. In the cases of upper Mark West Creek and all three reaches of

Figure 4-3
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Maacama Creek, the changes are nearly al due to drought; many of the units were
completely dry. In lower Santa Rosa Creek, the habitat structure and flow was similar to
what it had been the previous fall, but the water temperatures ranged from 17° C in the
morning to 22° C in the afternoon, which is approaching the upper level of tolerance for
steelhead and coho. Temperatures at all other index zones during this survey period
ranged only from 14-16° C. All of the units in lower Santa Rosa Creek were examined
again on 16 August, when the temperatures ranged from 27-31° C, well above the lethal
limit for these fishes, and many of the pools were stagnant. On the same afternoon, the
water temperature in lower Mark West Creek was only 16°C (middle and lower Maacama
Creek were completely dry by this time, and so could not be compared), and upper Santa
Rosa Creek was 15° C.

The middle and upper reaches of al of the streams have a lot of shade from riparian cover,
as does lower Mark West Creek, whereas most of lower Santa Rosa Creek has no shade
a al. It isunlikely that the water temperature ever exceeds about 17-18° C in any of the
index zones other than lower Santa Rosa Creek (and possibly lower Maacama Creek,
which also has less riparian cover than the remaining zones). Because of the high
temperatures, al of the units in lower Santa Rosa Creek were rated as "unsuitable" for
summer 1994,

By the time of the October 1994 surveys, the habitat ratings in all reaches except middle
and lower Maacama Creek were close to, or identica to, those of the previous fall
(Figure 4-3). A substantial rainstorm occurring in early October 1994 resulted in
restoration of continuous streamflow in most units except those in middle and lower
Maacama Creek. The summer declines in habitat suitability already noted suggest some
likely explanations for why some of the seemingly suitable reaches surveyed in fall 1993
had almost no salmonids in them (see below), especially lower Santa Rosa Creek.

Juvenile Abundance and Population Age Structure

The actual numbers of juvenile steelhead and coho collected in each unit sampled in each
of the three surveys are provided in Appendix 4-3-1 to 4-3-4. Appendix 4-4-1 to 4-4-4
lists the non-salmonid fish and other vertebrate species collected. Juvenile steelhead data
are summarized by age class as the mean number per habitat unit for each index zone in
Appendix 4-3-5. The total number of fish captured in all passes of the seine in each unit is
used as a conservative estimate of the true number of fish in the unit.

Figure 4-4 shows the mean number of juvenile steelhead of al age classes per habitat unit
for each index zone sampled in the three surveys. In general, the upper reaches of the
principal streams supported the highest densities of juveniles. Substantially higher densities
of juveniles were found in the summer survey than in the previous fal survey (with
exception of Maacama Creek), which indicates that successful reproduction occurred
during the previous spawning season, as the increased densities were nearly entirely due to
recruitment of young-of-the-year fish, as discussed below. Of particular interest are the
high densities observed in July at middle and upper reaches of Santa Rosa and Mark West
Creeks, the two streams of most concern with regard to potential discharge effects on
returning adult salmonids. Evidently, reclaimed water discharged in 1993-94 did not
prevent adult steelhead from successfully spawning in these streams. In fact, the carrying
capacity of the rearing habitat available in summer may have been exceeded, as most of
the juveniles present in July had disappeared by October 1994. Juvenile survivorship in
summer 1993 is unknown, but the densities of juveniles observed in October 1994 were
quite similar to those found in October-November 1993. Averaging the mean densities for

Figure 4-4
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both upper and middle index zones of these two streams shows that, for middle and upper
Santa Rosa Creek, the mean abundance in October-November 1993 was 9.2 fish per unit,
vs. 8.1 in October 1994. For Mark West Creek, the grand mean was 4.4 fish per unit in
October-November 1993, vs. 4.0 in October 1994.

Reproduction in Maacama Creek during 1993-94 was evidently poor, as suggested by
Figure 4-4, and by the fact that the July and October 1994 surveys revealed very few
young-of-the-year fish.

Examination of the size distribution of the sampled fish is useful in alowing us to identify
age (or year) classes of fish in the population, which helps in analysis of the strength of
reproduction each year, as well as survivorship and growth of the fish from year to year,
and among streams and reaches within a stream. Length-frequency histograms of juvenile
steelhead are provided in Figures 4-5 to 4-8, for each stream reach and sampling period.
Y oung-of-the-year steelhead ( i.e., those produced in the preceding spawning season) are
those in the 30-100 mm (approximate) size class in the fall surveys, with dight variation
among streams. The young-of-the-year fish are always those represented by the clusters
furthest to the left in the figures. All other age classes (2, 3, 4 years old, etc.), are
represented by smaller and less distinct clusters further to the right. The mean length of
young-of-the-year steelhead at each index zone is shown in Appendix 4-3-6, and mean
abundance at each zone is shown in Appendix 4-3-7. The mean abundance of juvenile
steelhead over one year old is shown in Appendix 4-3-8.

Viewing the length frequency histograms from top to bottom of the page for each index
zone alows the reader to follow the fate of a cohort (age class) through time. Figure 4-5
illustrates the growth of the young-of-the-year cohort in the upper reach of Santa Rosa
Creek from fall 1993 to summer 1994. This cohort (the cluster on the far left in fall 1993)
had, by summer 1994, grown into the size range of 90-130 mm. A new cohort of young-
of-the-year fish, from about 30-80 mm in length, represents eggs spawned in spring 1994.
Also, Figure 4-5 shows clearly that there was massive attrition of juvenile steelhead in the
middle reach of Santa Rosa Creek between the summer and the fall survey (owing to
drought-related loss of habitat), whereas attrition in the same period was much less in the
upper reach, which maintained continuous flow throughout the dry period. The same
general patterns are evident in Mark West Creek (Figure 4-6), although there the late
summer attrition was most severe in the upper reach. The effects of drought (or
diversions) on juvenile steelhead are also evident for Maacama Creek (Figure 4-7) and
Green Valley Creek (Figure 4-8).

Juvenile coho were relatively abundant in the fall 1993 survey in upper Maacama Creek
(Appendix 4-3-3). These were young-of-the-year fish ranging from 65-90 mm in length
(Figure 4-9), the products of spawning that occurred in the winter of 1992-93. At the next
survey in July 1994, three individuals of this same cohort were found, by then having
grown to 110-120 mm, and by then being stranded in that unit at least until the fall rainsin
1994. The remainder of this cohort (along with most of the juvenile steelhead present in
fal 1993) presumably moved downstream following the fall rains, and may have been
among the coho smolts captured while outmigrating in March and April 1994 at the lower
Maacama fyke net station (Figure 3-17).

In the summer 1994 survey, no young-of-the-year coho were found in any of the
Maacama Creek index zones, nor in the fall 1994 surveys, which leads to the conclusion
that coho spawning (or fry survivorship) in winter-spring 1994 was poor in the Maacama
system, at least in the Redwood Creek drainage and the mainstem downstream from
Redwood Creek. Some young-of-the-year coho (60-80 mm) were captured in the lower
Maacama fyke netsin April and May 1994, demonstrating that some spawning had
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occurred. However, unless those young-of-the-year fish migrated downstream and found
their way to some other suitable rearing stream via the Russian River, they probably died
as Maacama Creek dried up. Several spawned-out coho adults of both sexes were
observed just above the Maacama fyke nets in late December 1993-early January 1994
Those fish could have spawned anywhere in the Maacama system, but probably spawned
not far from where they were found, as the females usually do not move far from their
redds before dying, once spawning is completed (Moyle, et a 1989). Since the entire
reach from the Russian River up to severa miles above the fyke net site went dry in
summer 1994, it is unlikely that there were any survivors from redds produced by those
particular adults.

Coho have arelatively inflexible life history, compared to steelhead (Shapovalov and Taft
1954, Moyle, et a 1989). Nearly al juveniles go to sea after spending one full year in
freshwater, and then return to spawn after two years at sea (the three juveniles mentioned
above that did not smolt after their first year are exceptions, and probably died before the
fall 1994 survey, as there was nowhere for them to go in late summer). The result of such
a reproductive pattern is that each year class acts essentially as a separate population from
other year classes. The juvenile coho observed in Redwood Creek in fall 1993 presumably
came from eggs spawned in winter 1992-93 by adults that were themselves spawned in
Redwood Creek in winter 1989-90. Thus, it might be expected to see adults returning to
Redwood Creek in winter 1996-97, even if spawning was a complete failure in 1994 and
1995.

In Green Valley Creek, atota of four young-of-the-year coho were found in the fall 1993
survey (Figure 4-10). The cohort to which those juveniles belonged should have gone to
sea in spring 1994. However, a single coho measuring 110 mm fork length was found in
the same unit in summer 1994. At that size, the fish was probably too large to have
resulted from a winter 1993-94 spawning, and thus may represent another of the minority
of coho that does not outmigrate after one year in freshwater. The same specimen
(presumably) was found in the same unit again in fall 1994, still 110 mm.

No coho juveniles were found in any of the surveys in Mark West Creek or Santa Rosa
Creek, even though a few juveniles were captured in fyke nets in both creeks during the
1993-94 trapping season (Appendix 3-5-4), and two male adults were intercepted moving
upstream to spawn in Mark West Creek in the 1992-93 season. The timing and other
features of the captures of juvenile coho in Santa Rosa Creek, Mark West Creek, and the
Laguna fyke station suggest the possibility that there may have been some coho spawning
in Mark West Creek in 1992-93 (less likely in Santa Rosa Creek), but, if so, a small
number of redds were produced, and the juveniles may have been reared in a part of the
system not near the index zones (see Discussion, below).

Juvenile Abundance Related to Habitat Condition

The habitat and juvenile abundance results presented above show clearly that habitat
assessment conducted in the fall has little or no explanatory value with respect to the
distribution and abundance of juvenile salmonids observed at the same time in the study
streams, because the habitat conditions obtaining in the preceding summer may have
critical effects on fish survival. Knowing which reaches of streams have become
completely dry or excessvely warm in summer smplifies prediction of where juvenile
salmonids are likely to be found in the fall, after streamflow and continuity has been
restored. Stream reaches that appear to be suitable for juvenile rearing in the fall may have
no fish in them because all the fish died during the preceding summer "bottleneck” in

Figure 4-10
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habitat condition. Thus, a more meaningful relationship might be found by comparing
summer habitat ratings (i.e., worst case) with fall abundance data. Figure 4-11 compares
the percentage of all habitat units ranked as "suitable” in the summer 1994 surveys with
the mean number of juvenile steelhead per unit for the fall 1994 surveys. Since, as
explained above in the Methods section, the selection of units to sample for fish favored
the better habitat units, the percentage of the units fished that ranked as "suitable” is also
shown (lightly shaded areas) in Figure 4-11. The figure can be read either from top to
bottom or from left to right, and it shows no consistent relationship between perceived
habitat quality and juvenile abundance among streams, nor among reaches within streams.
Similar results have often been found in other studies (e.g., Emig's 1981, survey of
steelhead and coho in Walker Creek, Marin County). The results suggest that factors not
seen at the time of the surveys may overwhelm any effects due to loca differences in
habitat quality.

The present distribution of useable rearing habitat for salmonids within the watersheds
surveyed in this study is depicted in Figure 4-12, which shows the reaches of each
principal stream and its tributaries believed, on the basis of the surveys and information
provided by W. Cox (CDFG, pers. comm.) to have habitat that is at least marginally
suitable throughout most years for spawning and rearing. Excluded are reaches that are
known or thought to be unsuitable or inaccessible (e.g., downstream barriers now prevent
migratory fish from ascending Matanzas Creek, a tributary of Santa Rosa Creek), as well
as other reaches which may have suitable habitat but were not accessible to the study
team, and about which no anecdotal or other information has come to light. The linear
stream miles represented by the shaded areas in Figure 4-12 are listed in Table 4-2.

Table 4-2. Estimated Length of Suitable Spawning and Rearinll;
Habitat
Santa Rosa Creek 17.2 miles
Mark West Creek 24.0 miles
Maacama Creek 16.3 miles
Green Valley Creek 5.2 miles

Surveys of Redds and Spawning Activity

The dates, locations, and observations made during the redd and spawning surveys are
summarized in Table 4-3. The main result is that not very many sightings of redds or of
spawning activity were made. Redds were observed in upper Santa Rosa Creek (1), lower
Mark West Creek (2), and lower Maacama (3-4 redds plus spawning steelhead at one site
just above the fyke nets, and another one redd and a nearby steelhead at another site
further upstream). Adult migrant steelhead were seen jumping weirs in middle Santa Rosa
Creek in January and again in February 1994, and severa adult steelhead were seen on
two occasions in February attempting to ascend a nearly impassable barrier in upper Santa
Rosa Creek. Several spawned-out coho were seen near the Maacama fyke site in late
December 1993-early January 1994, but no redds were found. Finaly, severa steelhead
(at least 6-8 different individuals) were seen spawning over a period of several days near
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the Maacama fyke site in April, resulting in 3-4 redds (which presumably hatched, but the
offspring probably died, as that whole reach of Maacama Creek went dry soon afterward).

Table 4-3. Surveys of Redds and Spawning Activity

Location Date Weather, Stream Condition Observations
Lower Maac Dec 26- Intermittent rain Approx. 6-8 different Coho adults, both
Jan1l sexes, seen repeatedly during period in glide

above first fyke ste--most eventualy found
dead and spawned out, but 3 ripe maes
caught in fyke going downstream

Middle SRC 24 Jan Raining, water high 2 adult steelhead jumping weir; another seen
200 m upstream

Upper SRC, Upper | 24 Jan Raining, water high No sightings

MWC (2 sites),

Upper and Lower

Maac

Middle SRC 26 Jan Rain ending, water clearing| No sightings

Middle and upper | 27 Jan Clear, water clearing No sightings

MWGC, middle and

upper SRC

Middle SRC 10 Feb Light rain (heavy rains Feb| No sightings

5-6), water clearing

Upper SRC 10 Feb Light rain 4-5 adult steelhead at barrier below Hood
Mt. State Park; another ascending cataract
approx 1 mi downstream

Lower Maac 11 Feb Clear, water clearing 1 Coho adult carcass

Upper Maac, 11 Feb Clear No sightings

Middle SRC 21 Feb Raining, water high and Half-pounder jumping weir near fish ladder

turbid

Upper and middle | 21 Feb Raining, water high and No sightings

MWC turbid

Upper and middle | 25 Feb Clear, water clearing No sightings

MWC, middle SRC

Upper SRC 25 Feb Clear, water clearing 2 adult steelhead at barrier near State Park

Lower Maac 5Apr Clear 1 steelhead redd near Y oung Rd, adult nearby

Lower MWC (Hwy | 10 Apr Clear 2 steelhead redds; spawning brook lamprey

101 to Slusser Rd)

Lower Maac (50 m | 29 Mar-11 | Rains 7-8 Apr, water clear | At least 6-8 different steelhead seen spawning

above fyke site) Apr in small area, resulting in 3-4 redds by Apr

11
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Chapter V.
DISCUSSION

OVERALL CONCLUSIONS

The hypothesis that discharge of reclaimed water into the migration corridor in Santa Rosa
and Mark West Creeks constitutes any impairment of these streams with respect to
migration, reproduction, or rearing of steelhead is not supported by the data gathered
through four years of study. Expansion of the study in the fourth year to include al
freshwater phases of the life cycle has shown that these creeks have self-sustaining
steelhead populations whose numbers are limited by habitat factors such as drought and
water diversions in the rearing areas, not by reclaimed water. The carrying capacity of
rearing habitat probably limits steelhead production in these streams considerably.

Coho may aso be limited by habitat and by depressed stock coast-wide. The number of
coho salmon found in the Laguna system is low relative to steelhead, and this makes
conclusions about relationships between wastewater and coho migration and reproduction
difficult. Therefore, the possibility that low coho numbers in the Laguna system are related
to reclaimed water cannot be ruled out. The inflexible life history of coho (i.e., no repeat
spawning, isolated year classes), makes coho populations more vulnerable to extinction as
aresult of habitat factors relative to steelhead populations.

ADULT UPMIGRATION IN RELATION TO FLOW AND RECLAIMED
WATER

The four-year study focused on testing the most testable, and likely, predictions that
follow from the hypothesis that reclaimed water impairs steelhead migrations. No evidence
of impairment has been found. Indeed, Figures 3-6 and 3-7 show that fish migrate through
awide range of reclaimed water concentrations, including high concentrations, and do not
indicate that upmigrating adult steelhead tended to occur at low concentrations, as would
be expected if the fish were inhibited in some way by reclaimed water.

Rainfall, and the resulting changes in streamflow, are known to be major determinants of
anadromous fish migration, but the importance of any single parameter such as streamflow
cannot necessarily be identified by statistical tests such as regression analysis. In a seminal
9-year study of steelhead and coho use of Waddell Creek in Santa Cruz County,
California, Shapovolov and Taft (1954) described this problem:

“. .. an unsuccessful attempt was made . . . to establish a correlation
between water volume and temperature and the spawning migration of
silver salmon at Waddell Creek. Yet poachers and other interested
local residents and biologists who have an intimate field acquaintance
with the various species of anadromous salmonids usually know rather
definitely at what times a particular species is going to enter and
ascend a particular stream. Certainly, water volume and temperature
(there is a general correlation between the two, since rainfall creates a
water temperature of approximately 50 to 55 degrees F.) do exercise an
influence on the spawning migration, but the extent of their influence
is greatly altered by other complicating factors (variables), such as the
time of year, the number of fish that have already entered and
ascended the stream, the length of time that it has been raining and
consequently the length of time that the stream has been high, the
condition of the tides, etc. The existence of homing . . . limits the
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potential total number of fish that may enter the stream. Obvioudly, if
most of this number have already entered the stream, comparatively
few more will enter even with optimal physical conditions of water
height, temperatures, tides, etc. This approach seems so obvious that it
would not be necessary to mention it, except for the fact that biologists
so often have tended to disregard it, by ignoring influencing factors if
they could not be graphed to show correlation, or conversely by
considering their graphsin error if exceptions occurred.” (Shapovalov
and Taft, 1954, p.32).

Migrating steelhead captured in this study do not appear to avoid reclaimed water, but the
possibility exists that another part of the population avoids reclaimed water. This probably
can never be completely addressed, but two lines of evidence based on this study suggest
that the existence of such a subpopulation is unlikely. The first is the week-long
experimental no-discharge “window”, which did not result in conspicuously large catches
at the season and flow level where catches have been most likely to occur. The “window”
experiment would, of course, have to be repeated a number of times to strengthen or
refute this conclusion, but the results suggest that any "avoiders' (if they exist) are
probably not a large fraction of the total migratory population. The second line of
evidence is a comparison with daily catches in Maacama Creek, which does not receive
reclaimed water. Catches of steelhead in Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks were usually
one or two fish per day when fish were moving, which is about the same as the catch rate
in Maacama Creek.

The subject of whether steelhead ascending the Laguna de Santa Rosa incorporate the
olfactory signature of reclaimed water (i.e., use it as ahoming cue) has been raised. It was
not addressed directly in this study, but some speculations can be made based on the data
at hand. The apparent absence of hatchery adults in Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeksin
1994 could be an indication that hatchery fish avoided the Laguna because they were not
imprinted with the signature of reclaimed water. If the signature of reclaimed water
prevents the introgression of hatchery genes into the genetic pool of Santa Rosa and Mark
West Creek steelhead populations, then reclaimed water could be regarded as an asset.
However, the greater frequency of hatchery fish in Maacama Creek may also be related to
the proximity of the hatchery (Dry Creek).

The sequential imprinting hypothesis (Harden Jones 1968) predicts that migrants homing
to tributaries further up a watershed should have more olfactory signals in common than
migrants whose natal tributaries are nearer to the mouth of the main stream; thus, migrants
returning to the hatchery on Dry Creek would be more likely to stray into Maacama Creek
than into the Laguna system. Whether or not these data imply a greater genetic diversity,
or higher proportion of wild genes in the Laguna steelhead populations compared to
Maacama steelhead, there are some other aspects of the data that suggest that the Santa
Rosa and Mark West Creek steelhead populations may be better adapted to project area
conditions than the Maacama Creek population(s). The outmigration of smolts over a
longer time period in Santa Rosa Creek and the more diverse smolt age structure (year-
class composition) in Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks are examples.

SMOLT DOWNMIGRATION IN RELATION TO RAINFALL AND FLOW
Downmigrating steelhead adults and smolts in Santa Rosa, Mark West, and Maacama

Creeks were usualy captured following rainfall events. This may have been due to the
small size of these creeks and the lack of rainfall during the spring of 1994. Outmigrating
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smolts in Waddell Creek were not associated with rain (Shapovalov and Taft, 1954), nor
were those in Lagunitas Creek, Marin County (Bratovich and Kelley, 1988, Kelley and
Entrix, Inc., 1992). Both of these creeks had higher base flows during spring than the
creeks studied in this project.

TIMING OF UPMIGRANTSIN RELATION TO HATCHERY RETURNS

The timing of the appearance of upmigrating coho and steelhead adults at the fyke nets
can be compared to the returns of hatchery-reared fish to Warm Springs Hatchery. The
hatchery returns are summarized by week for the past four years in Appendix 5-1.
Steelhead fyke net catches in genera have coincided with the first half of the hatchery
return period (mid-December to mid-February), but three out of four years studied were
drought years. Fyke net catches in 1994 extended into late March in both Santa Rosa and
Mark West Creeks, although hatchery returns typically continue through April (Appendix
5-1). Coho returns to the hatchery occur throughout December and January; the few coho
netted in Maacama Creek were in early January, but sampling effort was limited in
December.

ESTIMATING THE NUMBER OF ADULTSIN THE SPAWNING RUN

Estimating the total number of steelhead migrants from the fyke net catch data is difficult
because the number moving during high water, when nets were not set, is unknown. Fyke
nets were out of service in Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks for about 18 days during
the three storms between 21 January and 22 February 1994. This is the period when most
adults have been caught in this and other studies (Shapovolov and Taft 1954), as well as
the period of peak returns a8 Warm Springs Hatchery. Based on patterns of steelhead
returns to Waddell Creek (Shapovalov and Taft's Figure 23), it is reasonable to estimate
that half or more of the fish could have passed during this period. If the total number of
adults trapped (upstream and downstream) was underestimated by a factor of two to four
(see fyke net efficiency, above), then a rough estimate would be that approximately 100
fish (using 36 fish and an underestimation factor of 3) upmigrated in each creek while
traps were set and another 100 upmigrated in each creek during the three storms when no
traps were set.

Two other approaches can be used to corroborate this estimate. In the Waddell Creek
study, the fish traps were claimed to capture both up- and downstream migrants with
equal efficiency (except when fish jumped over the dam during floods). Over the 9-year
study, Shapovolov and Taft counted an average of 432 upmigrants, but only 47
downmigrants each year. Thus, each downmigrant they captured represented nine
upmigrants. The present study was probably more efficient in the capture of downmigrants
than upmigrants, but clearly did not capture all downmigrants. About 20 downmigrants
were intercepted in each of Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks. If each of these
represented several upmigrants, an estimate in the low hundreds of individuals would
result.

Another estimate of adult numbers can be made based on smolt numbers. Downmigrating
smolts were probably underestimated in fyke nets by a factor of ten or more (see fyke net
efficiency, above), but the number of fish that were not counted when nets were not set in
January and February is probably a smaller fraction of the total since smolt migration is
not concentrated during that period. If the 650 smolts that were actually counted in Santa
Rosa Creek represent 6,500, and the survivorship at sea is comparable to that found by
Shapovalov and Taft (1954) for Waddell Creek (2.4 percent for 1-year-old smolts, 5.8
percent for 2-year-old smolts) then the observed smolts outmigrating from Santa Rosa
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Creek in 1994 (based on observed smolt age composition) would produce 6,500 x 0.052 =
338 adults returning in 1996.

The earlier estimates for survivorship at sea are likely to be too high to apply to this study,
because sport fishing in the Russian River undoubtedly removes some of the returning
adults on their way to the Laguna system (Waddell Creek had no equivalent sport fishing
pressure). Even if survivorship is now only half as much, the resulting estimate is roughly
similar to the estimated size of the 1994 upmigrant population given above, which is based
on fyke net catches of adults.

An estimated total adult population size of around 200 individuals in Santa Rosa Creek is
probably fewer than the number which ran in Santa Rosa Creek before the habitat was
atered by human activities. For example, the average number of adult steelhead returning
to Waddell Creek each year was 432 (Shapovalov and Taft 1954), even though that
stream is considerably shorter (approximately 5.4 miles) than Santa Rosa Creek (17.2
miles estimated useable habitat now, more earlier).

Other researchers who have studied anadromous salmonid populations in Caifornia and
elsewhere in the western United States have shown a genera trend of diminishing
populations as the stream habitat has been lost or its quality reduced by logging, loss of
riparian vegetation, siltation, water diversions, and other factors (Allen, 1969, Burns 1971,
Nehlson, et a, 1991). The streams studied in this project typify many of these aterations:
The lower sections of Santa Rosa and Maacama Creeks have undergone severe loss of
riparian vegetation, as well as channelization. Siltation in all of the streams has reduced
carrying capacity. The largest single “bottleneck” in the saimonid life cycle in these
streams, however, appears from this study to be lack of water in the streams in summer,
due at least in part to diversion.

SUMMER JUVENILE MORTALITY

The apparent summer (1994) mortality of juvenile steelhead was severe in all of the study
streams, and was probably 100 percent in lower and middle Maacama Creek (although it is
conceivable that some early outmigration could have occurred, and that some of the
migrants found their way to the estuary or to more suitable tributaries). In studies of
Lagunitas Creek, summer mortality was estimated to be a minor factor in limiting
samonid populations, following implementation of an agreement whereby minimum
streamflows are maintained by controlled releases of water from Kent Dam (Kelley and
Entrix, 1992). A similar agreement was reached with respect to water releases to Walker
Creek from Soulgjule Reservoir, but results have been unclear in terms of improvement of
salmonid runs (Emig 1981).

STATUSOF COHO SALMON POPULATIONS

Coho spawning was apparently successful in 1993, but in the project index zones no
young-of-the-year were found in 1994 in either Maacama Creek or Green Valley Creek.
Both juvenile steelhead and coho rearing appear to be imperiled by lack of water in the
lower and middle reaches in summer, due primarily to diversions in the case of Maacama
Creek. Evidence from this study suggests the existence of a small population of coho in
Mark West Creek, and possibly in Santa Rosa Creek. Two wild adult upmigrants (both
males) were trapped in Mark West Creek in 1993, (at reclaimed water concentrations of
8.8 and 20.6 percent). The eleven wild smolts trapped in fyke nets in Mark West Creek
and the lower Laguna in 1994 may have been spawned by members of that returning
group. Since no juveniles were found in the seining surveys, any successful coho
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reproduction that took place was likely not near the surveyed index zones. In Santa Rosa
Creek, one coho smolt was caught moving downstream and three coho smolts were
caught moving upstream. No adult coho have been captured in fyke nets in Santa Rosa
Creek, and no juveniles have been found in seining surveys.
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APPENDICES

NOTE ON APPENDIX NUMBERS: The first digit indicates the chapter in the report to
which the data refer. The second digit indicates the subject. A third digit is used in cases
where similar data are presented for each creek or zone separately.
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“¢ "Appendix 3-1. Daily Strearm Flow'and:Recldimed Water: Discharge, 1993;1 994

Stream Flow (cfs)i

Dale

{Lagung| SF

Upper. |-

15-Oct-93
16-Oct-93.
17-Oct-83'
{ 18-Oct-83 ’
j1 9-061393
- 20-Oct-93

21-Oct-93 | ©

22-0et:93

- 23-Oct-93 | -

| 24-Oct-93'
25-0ct-93
| 26-Oct-03

27-0ct93
28-Oct-93
29-0¢193
30-Oct-93 |

| 31-0ct:03 |

1-Nov-93
2-Nov-g3 |
3-Nov-93
4-Nov-83
5-Nov-83
6-Nov-93
7-Nov-83
8-Nov-83
9-Nov-83 |
10-Nov-83
11-NOv-83

" {12:Nov-63

13-Nov-93
14-Nov-93
15-Nov-93
18-Név-83
17-Noviga
18-Nov-93
19-Nov-93
20-Nov-93

21-Nov-g3 | T
22-Nov<g3 |
'23-Nov:e3 [ 1
24-Nov-83 | 0.
25-Nov-83 |
26-Novilf3 |
27-Novig3 |

28-Noviga

29-Nov43 |
'30-Nov®s |

1-Dee-83
2-Dec-93

3-Dec-93

4‘19s
245 |
tzg'si

‘!4'24

050

SRC

MWC

| TH:C

‘| Regclaimed Water D:scharge (cfs)

T S

Recla;med Water Conc. (percent)

zone

SA

zone
B

zZ0ne
¢

zone
D

[ 467.9
189

227
201

18.0
16.6

1256
1.3

7.2
5.9
4.8
4.6

| 44
43

‘3.9

3.8

3.8
-3.8
220

8.8
5.5
3.9
3.1
33
34
34
34
33
35
33
2.8
27
2 8
30
3.1
104
4797
- 902
278
' 168

20.2
| 7240

193 °
49.3'

153
139

939
‘g6

373 :

' 123

28.4
148
13,0
1111
10:9
105
9.7
9.5
9.1
9.1
8.9
8.9
8.2
8.7
8.4
7.4
7.4
8.3
8.7
8.8
9.5
8.7
9.7
10.4
11.2
14.2
15.0
18.4
113
128
11.0
10.4
10.7
10.8
11.4
11.4
11.3
1.2
11.8
11.5
1.8
11.9
12.3
12.2
18.%
YR
784
289

I

21.8

18§ |

1764
11078
| 9577

17839

feofzf‘
453"*

'257

Xz1 5"
173"
1327

900

38>
34
L2
‘24
(220
22
237
i28
28
129
3.2

3|

129

49|
422}
i234
188 |

16 5"

3.0 |
101

86

7.8 |

'8.3
55"
'5.0"

44

41

39"
3.9
124

2029 |
4200 |
339.2 |
254.8 |

47
45 9

176l s

[
o
RN

1i39

0.0
‘007"
007

0.0

0.0¢

oo |

00"

oo"”‘_«‘

1 118
| 7.4
187

0.0

0.0
- 1.4
1.2
43
- 1.3
L 1.4

|18
CF1e

0.0

- 00

" 6.0

i = 00
S0 |

- 00!
o0
0.0

0.0 °

" 0.0

00
|00

0.0 |
00

0.0
0.0

0.0
|00
05

15
29
45

7.4
o5

114
123"
18.2
|1 175

185
18.4

192
203
6.7
04
3.7
36
4.0

_44

0.0

- 0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

" 0.0

0.0

- 0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
o0 -
0.0 -
- 0.0
0.0

0.0

00 |
00
0.0 |
“0.0

0.4
1.4
2.7
43
6.2
6.4

8.5

6.2
6.3
6.1
59
56
53
5.0
8.0
4.6
5.0
1.4
0.1
4.8
64
6.4

6.7 |

0.0
0.0

0.0 |
oo

70,07

0.0°
0.0
00
00

0.0

00 -
0.0 "]

0.0
0.0

0.0 -

- 0.0

- 00 ]
| 0.0

00

0.0

'2.8
68

12.3 |
208
223

24
219
23.85

222 |
211
209 -

22.5
21
‘219
'19.8

203
20 -
0.2 |

6.6
1Y

»8'1
88 |

- 0.0

0.0
700"
0.0°
0.0 -
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0 |
0.0
S 05

© 0.0

- 0.0

- 0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
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“Appeéndix 3-1. Daily Stream Flow dnd:Recléimed Water Dischiafge, 1993-1994

' T Reciamed Water D;schg[ge (cfs) Reclaimed Water Conc. (percent)
Stream Flow (cfs) | uSanta Ro$a : :

Upper }+ .. | ; Upms,‘ Delta | : zoné‘ .zone | zone | zone
Date - Lagun% SRC | MWC | TH | Laguna-! Pondr | ~cw A 1B | € D
4-Dec-93 | 28. 8 125 | 172 7245 52. ¢ 0.0 2.0 57 8.2 11.2 0.0

5-Dec-93 | 206 |88 | 16:1 | 922 63r- 0.0 ¢ S 18 | 81 | 122 | 177 4 00
6-Dec-93 ,,-1-4.7F 116 | 18.0 | 690 | (560 0] 003 | 1.2 97. | 1171 175 | 0.0
7-Dec-93 | 106 | 102 | 156 | 53.0 | .52¢x| ‘oo=v | 10 |:115 | 126 | 201 | 0.0
8-Dec-93' | 75.8" | 260.2 | 165.2 3095 3441 00°¢ ] 07 |"12 | 06 | 09 | 00

9-Dec:93 | 956 | 95.8 | 124.3 ['387:8/| 333 | 0.0 05 | 87 | 95 | 148} 00
10-Dec-93 | 624 | 406 | 384 |'256.9: 396 :| 00 -:| 41 |- 167 | 219 | 278 | 00
11-Dec-93 | 149.3 | §22.8 | 342.9 | 15002 ;20 9 | oo | 24 39 | 20 | 301 00
12-Dec-93 | 225.1 | 136.3'| 118.5 | 8974 579 | 00 °| 63 71 | 107 | 138 | 00
13-Dec-93 | 1646 | 75.4 | €29 |.6592| 297::| 00" | 88 58 | 89 { 11.0 | 00
14-Dec-93 | 311.5 | 588.0 | 500.0 |1237:6f 399 | 0.0 90 |39 | 28 | 42 | o0

15-Dec-93 | 275.3 | 134.5 | 120:5 3095;03 56.8 - 0.0 . 9.7 6.0 8.7 122 | 00
16-Dec-93 | 172.3!| 726 | 882 '?689.”71i 208*' §1.0: | 122 120 | 181 | 22.7 | 41.2

17-Dec-93 | 1105 §1.2 | 40.4 [ 4461 | 163 | 256 | 7.5 10.9 | 17.2 { 206 | 33.3
18-Dec-93 | 76.4 | 30.5'| 337 | 3118 ] 43¢ 7.7 45 | 52 | 74 | 94 | 163
19-Dec-93 | 64.8 | 327 | 293 226@- 143 | 00 | 35 7.7 | 109 | 141 | 00
20-Dec-93| 382 | 28.0 | 248 [1617] 119 | o0 | 23 86 | 11.5 | 152 | 0.0
21-Dec-93 | 28.4 | 264 | 230 {1230 119" 0.0 | 17 109 | 132 | 178 | 0.0
122-Dec-93| 223 | 231 | 215 |i992 | 7.3 0.0 | 13 86 | 98 | 139 ]| 00
23-Dec-93( 169 | 215 [ 203 |- 779 80 | 223 0.8 | 39.6 | 340 | 441 | 509
24-Dec-93| 14.8 | 19.3 | 192 | 69.3 81 | 179 | 05 37.9 | 32.8 | 43.3 | 48.1
25-Dec-93 | 13.3 | 181 | 184 | 636 12.1 - 180 .|' 03 | 47.7 | 37.7 | 489 | 4938
26-Dec-93| 122 | 17.7 | 179 | 52| 110 | 85 '|! 04 334 | 200 | 395 | 324
27-Dec-93.| 11.4 | 166 | 17.5 | '56.1 10.4 288 | 03 .| 700 | 463 | 584 | 635
28-Dec-93 | 11.4 | 154 | 168 | 56.0 57 | 37 | 03 | 671 | 463 | 583 | 67.3
29-Dec-93| 11.5| 148 | 162 | 56,6 27 | 21+ | 02 528 | 41.2 | 53.1 | 647
30-Dec:93| 10.3 | 140 | 158 | 517 { 07 | 226 .| 00 | 452 | 368 | 49.0 | 617
31-Dec-93| 94 | 134 | 154 | 483 | 07 | 268 .| 00 570 | 41.9 | 54.7 |- 687

1-Jan-94 || 88 | 141 | 153 |'46.0 | 07 - { 134 | 00 | 307 | 270 | 382 | 4838
2-Jan94 | 85 | 148 | 152 | 447 07 o 222-:] 00 | 513 | 37.3 | 49.6 | 60.0
3Jan-94 | 81 | 425 | 148 | 430} 08 - | 179 | 00 434 | 345 | 475 | 58.7
4-Jan-94 | 8.0 | 17.9 | 154 | 428 08 o | 223-:| 00 | 540 | 359 | 47.2 | 555

5-Jan-94 | 99 | 197 | 158 | 50.0- 08 - 17.7-+] 0.0 369 | 289 | 384 | 473

t

6-Jan-94 | 85 | 13.0 | 153 | 44.8 0.8 193 .| 0.0 44.8 | 352 | 482 | 596
7-Jan-84 | 78 | 120 | 148 | 420 | 08 | 200 00 | 495 | 376 | 51.2.| 625
8-Jan-g4 | 76 | 16.5 | 148 | 411 08 | 45 ;| 00 | 128 | 120 | 18.0 | 213
S-Jan84 | 70 | 159 | 150 | 38.7 | 5.0 00 -| 00 | 130 1.8 | 181 | 0.0
10-Jan-84 | 56 | 122 | 14.8 | 33.2 0.9 00 | 0.0 208 | 233 | 358 | 0.0
11-Jan-94 | 64 | 113 | 143 | 363 | 137 196; - 0.0 91.7-{ 51.0 | 653 | 634
12-Jan-94 | 8.0 | 115 | 141 | 427.| 138 . 194 | 00 | 778 | 49.7 | 63.0 { 627
13.Jan-84 | 81 | 115 | 138 | 430 99 | 1986 |/ 0.0 68.5 | 46.8 | 80,1 | 63.0
14-Jan-94 | 76 | 105 | 138 | 410 | 5.2 234 | 00 | 69.7 | 47.3 | 61.3 | 69.1
15-Jan-84 | 9.0 | 104 | 13.7 | 465 1.9 9.4 0.0 243 | 255 | 36.9 4 475
16-Jan-94 | 6.7 | 101 | 135 | 377 32 .| 060 | 00 86 | 96 | 16.1 { 0.0
17-Jan-84 | 44 | 100 | 133 | 286 36 | 00 - 0.0 126 | 115 | 201.] 0.0

18-Jan-94 | 30 | 97 | 132 | 232 61 | 00 | o0 | 22| 189 | 323:| 0.0
19-Jan-04 | 29 | 99 | 132 | 228 99 | 00 .| 00 | 439 | 277 | 437 | 00
20-Jan94 | 431 | 94 | 131 | 274 157 | 00 | |00 | 574 | 372 | 538.{ 00
21-Jan-94 | 54 | 93 | 129 | 324 | 187 00 | 00- | 578 | 40.4 | 56.0 | 00

221Ja§\*94 RA 98 13.0 39.2- 202 | 00 | 00 | 515 405 | 548 | 00
» Fage 2



*’Am%”@na:x 31,08 Iy“’g‘t’r’garﬁ F‘iéwzé’%é@ﬁ%?aimé& W%%#Biscnar’g”é 1993-1994

e, R st

o "Reclal 3 Water D‘scharge gch Rec!acmed Water Conc (percent)
_ . Stream Flow (cfs) | {7 *6anla Rosa | . N ML
v Upper g - per- - lta zpne zone, zone | zone
Date Lagpna..w, ew | A ¢ B | C | D
23-Jan-94 z & “00 | 99 | 9.4 | 11.4 | 0.0
24-Janig4 1‘2@4 4“ 1.0 | 310 | 210 | 278 | 232
25-Jan-04 | 247.7 5 1107°7 © 38 | 25.4 | 15.9 |“21.5"| 145
26-J3n94 | 38258 | 222, 113271 ' 7.5° | 166 | 235 | 289 | 338
27-Jan84 | 3438 | 288! 73.8 7| 123 | 182 | 21.0 | 25.0 | 204
28-Jan-84 | 23414 | 102. 76.4 | 129 | 205 | 307 | 350 428
29-Jah-94 | 152.3 | 65.6 527 | 112 | 225 | 328 | 371'] 445
30-Jan-94 | 107.5 | 49.3 sN; 7.7 | 311 | 402 | 4537 s10
31-Jan-94 | 838 ' . 43471 47 | 258 | 352 | 4035°| 519
1-Feb-04 | 67.2 305 29 | 239 | 334 | 389" 481
~ 2-Feb-94 ;sé.b 359 | 22 281 | 361 | 422°] 549
3-Feb-94 | 406 2.5 180 | 21 | 33.0 | 382 | 453 | 41.2
4-Feb-94 | 316 [ 2 .0’ 00 | 21 1.5 | 0.0 | 00| 00
5-Feb-94 | 24.8 .8 00 | 08 | o7 | 00 |'00| 00
6-Febg4 | 11872 | 8.7 g 00 | 00 00 | 00 | 60 [ 00
7-Feb-94 | 3623 | 1 769.8 £ | 0.0 0.0 20 | 23 |39 | 00
8-Feb-94 | 3904 | 141.5 | 1468 | 1548.3 1695 - 148" 8.8 85 | 155 | '18.97] 9.4
9-Feb-94 | 2482 | 741 | 654 | 884 00 | 00 143 | 14 | 00 | 00| 00
10-Feb-04 |: 1446 | @58 | 502 | s80.5°| 0.0 0.0 139 | 23 | 60 | 00 | 00
11-Feb84 | 929 | 540 | 41:0'| 37741 00 00 | 31 | 08 | 60 | 0o | 00
12-Feb-94 | €612 | 39.8 | 328 [ 2720 0.0 00 | i 50 18 | 00 | 00 | 00
13-Feb-84 | 48.4 | 333 | 200 | 201.6°F 00 00 | a7 | t8 | 00 | 00 | 00
14-Feb-84 | 368 | 29.7 | 266 | 155.3°| 0.0 00" | 27 17 ] 00 | 001 0.0
15-Feb-94 | 20.3 ?265; 244" 1282 00 89 | 20 | 85 | 100 | 138 | 25.2
16-Feb-04 | 242°| 248 | 2249 | 1066| 00 139 '] 14" | 181 | 162 | 221 | 364
17-Febod4 | 11338 |1207:1 | 124.5 | 450.3'] 0.0 99 't 09 23 | 22 | 30 | 45
18-Fe-94 | 1488 |:207.7 | 1376 | 597.0°[" 183 585 ' ‘0.9 | 130 | 135 | 17.7 | 220
19-Feb-94 | 1849 | 295.0 | 2248 | 739.3" 22.4 33.7; T 61 | 91 | 81 | 114 | 116
| 20-Feb-84 | 4538 | '600.2 | 6082’ |1797.7|" 180 | e1.3°%] 78" | 48 | 45 | 69 | o1
21-Feb-83 | 4455 | 3503 |'201.9 [1765.3| 698 | 314 | 112 | 63 | 84 | 113 | 82
22-Feb-84 | 3731 | 2022 | 150/1 [ 1480.2]° 633 | 394" 1 ‘72 | 7.4 | 124 [ 151 | 162
23-Feb-94 | 2428 | 1214 | 918"| 966.57|" 480 | 4037} 23 | 94 | 162 | 185 | 250
24-Febi94 | 1542 ‘912 | 7787| 61851 126 | 488 | 1.2 10.1 | 16.0 | 20.0 | 34.9
25-Fep-04 | 1069|1736 |'63.07| 4322 | 440 | 1197'f ‘45 | 138 | 187 | 236 | 139
26-Fet-94 856 654 | 5337) 3481 399 | 157 7] 45 170 | 214 | 289 | 194
27-Feb-94 | 712 | 574 | 404" 201.4 1" 285 | 1197 % 132 | 148 | 185 | 239 | 1741
28-Feti64 sé | 484 | 448'| 24261 149 00°f 00| 62 | 80 [ 122 00
| 1-Mar:04~ 4?&; 412" | 406 | 196.2°|" 148 71 fo0 [ 114 145 [ 199 | 147
| 2-Mar:94 | '38.1 | 362 | 3587| 16131 14.9 79 "1 00 | 141 | 172 | 235 178
3-Marg4~ 322 [31.8 | 31171 13811 148 o1 | 00 | 173 | 200 | 271 | 222
4-Mar-94 | 279 | 282 | 279/ 121.0] 148 168 ‘| 00 |'281 | 273 | 86.0°] 373
5-Mar-94 | 248 |'268 | 26137 108.9 |~ 0.9 193" 1 00 |'185 | 208 | 281 | 41.8
&-Mar-94' | 225" | ‘27,7 |'260°| ¢9.7 |* 09 50 1 ‘ob | e8| 82 | 119 174
7-Mar-94 | 1759 | 1228 | 2337| 81.7 03 177" ] 00 | 228 | 225 | 314 | 437
8-Mar-94 '15%* 201 | 2177 724 |7 09 7.5;;‘; ‘00" | 116 | 128 | 191 | 27.3
o-Mar94 | 139" | 19.4 | 203" 659 | 03 92 oo | 152 | 157 | 231 ] 322
10-Mar-84 | 125" | 184 |'194" 60.6 0.7 85 | 00 | 151 | 154 | 228°] 316
11-Mar-94 | 1117 | 17,5 | 185" s4.7 0.7 82 | 00 | 161 | 158 | 236'| 318
12-Mar:9d | 95 | 154 | 172°| 487 | 07 | 40 [ ‘00 | 98 | 100 | 159 | 206
13-Mar-94} 83" ) 442 | 167 | 4411 07 ] 82 00 | 203 | 185 |:283 | 365
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- Appendix 3-1. Daily Stream Flow and Reclaimed Water Discharge, 1993-1994

’ - 77 | Reclaimed Water Duscharge (cfs) {Reclaimed Water Conc. (percent)
Stream F%W(cfs A R ] i Rosa I /

zone | zone | zone | zone

[ Upper
A B.| ¢c | o

Date | nguna; s&cT mwe | TH L

190 | 175 | 27.2 | 349
16.4 | 153 | 242 | 304
176 | 153 | 228.| 26.9
10.0 | 17.9 | 26.9 | 323
159 | 153 | 231 | 265
154 | 148 | 226 | 254
14.9 | 151 | 230 | 26.4
209 | 18.8 | 30.0 | 36.1
222 | 19.7 | 304 | 36.0
16.6 | 16.0 | 246 | 28.1
| 29 | 30 [ &2.{ 00
153 | 113 | 16.2 | 16.9
151 | 15.0 | 231 | 27.7
- 154 | 151 | 248 | 30.1
25 | 31 | 55 | 00
65| 68 | 126 | 00
- 87.] 90 | 165 | 0.0
123 | 122 | 227 | 00

14-Mar-84 | 8,1 | 13,8 | 16.7 | 429
] 15-Mar-04’[ 7.5 | 134 ] 161 | 409
16-Mar-04/| 7.4 | 167 | 154 | 405 |
17-Mar-94'| 6.8 | 129 | 134 | 381
18-Mar-94 | 6.4 | 128 | 127 | 363
‘”19-Mar~94‘ 50 | 122 | 123 | 343 | 1.
| 20-Mar-84] 57 | 111 | 113 | 335 | 1.
21-Mar-94| 56 | 106 | 138 | 332 |
22-Mar-84 | 5.0 | 107 | 122 | 309 |
23-Mar-04 | 45 | 102 | 104 | 201 |
24~Mar~94 41 | 105 | 114 | 275
25:Mar-94 | 51 | 197 | 126 | 312
26-Mar-84 | 53 | 109 | 114 | 322 |
| 27-Mar-94 | 52 | 93 | 123 | 316 |
28-Mar-94 | 52 | 86 | 11.7 | 31.9.f
29-Mar-94 | 38 | 80 | 11,4 | 261 |
30-Mar-84 | 34 | 74 | 108 | 248 |
31-Mar-94 | 31 | 67 | 11.0 | 235 |
1-Apr-94 | 29 | 64 | 104.| 227 | 154. | 151 | 273 | 0.0
2-Apr-94 | 28 | 64 | 103 | 224 3 .| 00 -} 00 | 196 | 183 ['322 | 0.0
3Apr-94 | 26 | 63 [ 102 | 216 | 45 | 00 .| 00 | 21,0 | 194 | 335 | 00
4ppr-94 | 25 | 62 | 98 | 200" 43 [ oo ] i00 | 208 [ 190|333 | 00
5Apr-94 | 2.0 | 54 | 93 | 189 | 41 | 00 | 0p. | 218 | 199 | 360 | 00
6-Apr-94 | 18 | 55 | 927 | 183 | 41 | o0 . 00 | 225 | 200 |'360 | 00
7-Apr94 | 1.7 | 56 | 81 | 178} 39 | 00 | ‘00 | 220 | 193 | 351 | 00
8-Apr-94 | 32 | 377 | 124 | 238 | 30 .[ C0) 00 127 | 54| 89 | 00

o-Apr94 | 148 | 219 | 160 | 695 | 23 [, J: 00 | 33| 42 | 59 | 00
10-Apr-94 | 90 | 7.7 | 129| 468 | 21 0.0 | 44| &6 [ 111 | 00

-l Q0. | 59| 94 | 155 | 0.0
0.0 | 104 | 144 | 230 | 00
0.0 | 1368 | 180 | 308 | 0.0
00 .| 151 ) 184 | 318 | 00

11-Apr-94 | 7.3 | 85 | 99 | 309 | 23 .|
12-Apr-94 | 56 | 59 | 88 | 331 | 34 .|
13-Apr-94 | 38 | 42 | 82 | 284 | 38 |-
14-Apr-94 | 29. | 44 | 78 | 2286 | 34 .

15-Apr-94 | 20 | 43 | 73 | 190 | 37 00" | ‘00| 194 | 213 | 370 | 0.0
16-Apr-94 | 1.3 | 4.4 72 | 184 32 [ 00 .{ 00 | 198 | 200 | 362 | 00
17-Apr-94 | 4.2 | 82 | 73 | 1588 30 | 00 | 00 ['188.| 178 | 31.7 | 0.0
18-Apr-94 | 08" | 49 | 89| 145 | 30 |. 00. | ‘00 | 208 | 191 | 342 | 00
19-Apr-94 | 07 | 47 | 65| 139 | 25 [T 05 | 00 | 215 | 20.1.| 358 | 9.0
20-Apr-84 | 04 | 44 | 63 | 128 22 | 00 .} .00 16.9° | 1637| 31.0 | 00
21-Apr-94 | 01 | 44 | 61 | 118} 18 00, | 00 .| 149.] 142 | 280 | 00
22Apr-04 | 00 | 41 | 48| 111, 12 | o0 | ‘00| 105 | 116 | 222 | 00
23-Apr94 | 30| 309 | 57| 231, o7 | o0 | ‘oo | 32| 18 | 21 ] o0
24-Apr-4 | 70 | 122 | 85.| 389 ), 07 | 00 ,] 00,7 19 | 26 3.7 0.0
25-Apr-84 | 228 | 713 | 178 | 10097 08 |° o0 | 00 | a8 | 07 | 08 | 00
26-Apr-94 | 1.9 | 195 | 187 | 86| 07 | 00 [ 00 7| 40| 18 | 33 | 00
27-Apr-94 | 1217 | 10.4 136 589 |. 08 | o0 [ 00 | 14| 23 | 35 | 00
28-Apr-94 | 103 | &1, 1037 5181 08 | 00 | 00 | 16 | 28 | 43 | 00
29-Apr-94 | 76 | 74 | 87 | 406] 08 | o0p . 00 | 21 | 35 | 55 | 00
30-Apr-94 | 49 | 64 | 79[ 3041 o8 | 00 [ 00 | 28 | 42| 70 [ 00
1-May-94 | 29 | 58 | 72 | 227 | o8 | 00 | 00 | 38 | 51 | 90 | 00
2-May-94 | 15 |. 56 | 68 | 171 | 08 _00 ] 00 50 | 58 | 1097 0.0




Eslx:‘f o

e
2w s

G

- | 18-0ct-93

am up = ﬁsh moving upstream
ﬂotddwn 3=  hole(s). |ﬁ net; 4 = tampering_|

date

| Coho Saimon

Juven‘!e§

dOWﬂ . up_

14-00t-63,
15-0¢t-93.
18-0c¢t-03
17-0O¢t-93,
18-06t-93;

20-0¢t-93
21-0ct-83
22-0ct-93
28-Oct-93
24-0¢t-93
25-Oct-93
26-Oct-93
27-0ct-93
28-Oct-93
29-Oct-93,
30-Oct-93,
31-Oct-93
1-Nov-83-
2:Nov-83-
3-Nov-93
4Nov-93_
5-Nov-93;
6-Nov-93
TsNov-83
8-Nov-93
$-Nov-983-
10-Nov-93
11-Nov-93
12-Nov-93
13-Nov-93
14-Nov-93,
15-Nov-93
16-Nov-93
17-Nov-93
18-Nov-93
.| 19-Nov-93
20-Nov-93
| 21-Nov-92
22-Nov-93
" 123-Nov-93
ch&-sa
‘ 25-NoV-93]
|28-Nov-93
27~No§v-9&]
28-Nov-93

0.6

10 !
0.086

0,66 .

29-Nov-93
30-Nov-93

202 |

0.01

¢ {0
-
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Appendix 3-2-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Saimonid Catch, 1993-1994.

down = fish moving downstrear; up = fish MOving upstream
n@gwn; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering |

Fishing? codes: 1 = OK; 2 = net overwhelmed or wings

L . N selhead Trout Coho Salmon
| rain, | _netfis ouniders] . - adults Juveniles
‘date_Tinches| down-}— ‘dowrt- }-—--up- down| up | down ]| up
"‘i':&ee,,g 0 | 4] I & 0 0 0 0
2-Dec-93| -+ 20T ot 0.4 0
3-Dec93( . 0.l .0 o ] o] o 1 0
4-Deco3| ' 12t 0 0| o o© 0
5-Dec-93| 0 " “I e ¥ e 0 o-| o] o
8-Dec-93 | 06 0 0 0 0 0 0
7-Dec-93 | 0.52 0 2 0 0 o 1 o0
8-Dec-93 | 0.37 E f z
9-Dec-93 | 0.01 i i
10-Dec-93| 0.09
11-Déc-93| 1.31 'f ‘
12-Déc-93| 0.01 1 1 4 | 8 0 0 0 0 0 0
13-Dec-93| 0.69 ' ,
14-Dgc-93| 0.23 | 2 2 1 2 0 0 0 0 o 0
15-Dec-93| © : , -
16-Dec-93| 1 1 38 1 0 0 0 1 0 1
17-Dec-93} ! 1 3 32 | 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
18-Déc-93| 1 1 2 | 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
19-Deéc-93 1 3 10 8 4 0 0 0 0 0
20-Dec-93 1 3 12 | 11 | 1 0 0 0 0 0
21-Dec-93 1 1 7 5 0 0 0 0 o ] o
22-Dec-93 1 1 0| 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
23-Dec-93 3 3 1 3 0 0 0 0 o | o
24-Dec-93| 1 1 3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0.
25-Dec-93| © 1 1 8 4 0 0 0 0 o 0
26-Déc-93| 0.06 | 1 1 3 0 0 0 ) 0 0o} o
27-Dec-93| 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
28-Dec-93| 1 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
29-Dec-93| 0 1 1 5 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
30-Dec-93| 0.02 | 1 1 11 1 o | o 0 0 0 0
31-Dec-93] o | 1 | 1 ] 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 1
1-Jan-94 | 007 | 1 1] 6 8 0 0 0 0 0 0
2-Jan-94 | 0 1 1 11 19 0 0 0 0 0 o
3-Jan-94 | © 1 1 14 7 0 0 0 0 0 0
4-Jan-94 | 0.19 : ‘~ , ( ? , "
5-Jan-94 | 0.01 | 1 1 8 20 0 0 0 0 0 0
6-Jan-94 | 0 | 1 1 12 | 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
7-Jan-94 | 0 1 1 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0
8-Jan-94 | 019 | 2 2 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
g-Jan-94 | 0 1 1 4 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10-Jan-94 | 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
11-Jan-94 1 1 1 ‘0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12-Jan-94 1 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1
13-Jan-94 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 o 0
14-Jan-94 2 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0| @
15.Jan-94 | 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
16-Jan-94 | 1 1 1 4 0 0 0 o o { o
17-Jan-94| 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 '} 0.4 O
g ; ) , , ,

Page2



T ey =y el ':«\,\ oLt ‘s‘i{"‘; THEY ' 27, C" iRer]

Appendix 3-2-1 Santa Rosa Creek. Fyke Net Salmomd Catch 1993-1994
- m%ﬁ%{iﬂ W g

s down = ﬁshm@vmﬁ; jownstream; up = fsrl movmg up&ream
‘Fishi ?eodes 1 = OK; 2 ="net overwhel orwi S N wn, 3=ho!e(s) in net; 4—tampenng__
"9
o ,h ' oy Coho Salmon
f f?;-@!_lg 1 Juveniles

| rain; |_net fishing?:-
date |inches down | up-

'up | down | up | down] up
18Jan-84[ | 1 | 1°0 0c| 0 [0 0 | o
19-Jan-94| ' ° ;1? 1€ ofllo’flo |00
20-Jan-94| '0 " 1 .| 10 0-1:0° |0 L
Z1-Jan-94| Q02| ¢+ U ¥ Corpe o )

3

22-Jan-94| 0.17- 1 A .

23-Jan-94| 08 | S R B R
24-Jan-04| 0.88" » Y IR '
25-Jan-94| 0.62" I
26-Jan-94| 0.14
27-Jan-94| 0.00°
28-Jan-94 :
29-Jan-94| |

30-Jan-94| |

31-Jap-94
1-Feb-94
2-Feb-94
3iFeb94’| = ¢
4:Feb-94° 0.00"
5-Feb-94"| 0.01 " 1 _
6.Feb-94) 144 T N
7Febo4| o717) ] L N
s-Fet-041 0011| | 10 | ’

¥ Fom ¢

=
',,F:

m
w
ok
S

o

5.

- - =N
- NN - NN -~ N-N-N-X-]

L Rk~ I IR
 O0OoO0OON®OO

ocoocoooococo
"cooso000 -

coococoocoocooo

o osocoNaAN® -

| 214Feb-94]
22'Feb-941 0.90 -
23Feb-94] = |
24Feb-94 o.po *
25Fet-94| 0.02 |
26-Feb-941 0.03 |
27°Feb-94} o.gs
28°Feb-94{ 0.00 |
1-Mar-94 ‘
2-Mar-94
3-Mar-94 | 0.0
4-Mar-34 | 0.01
- 5-Mar84 | 0.02 .
6-Mar-84 | 0.00

023t  f i 1

g-Fet-947 000 | 1 1 9 50 o1 2 0| o
10-Feb-94] 018 | 1 1 16 5 0 0] 1 1 |01} o
11-Feb-94| 000 | 1 1] 87 4wil o] o 1 0 o | o
123-Fe§a-94 N 11 87 47 09 11 o0 0 0 |0
13-Feb-04| 1 1 {47 5% 0] o0 o 0 o] 0
1&Fe§:94- N R I T It - 2 o | o | o 0| o
15-Feb-94 ooo : | R I L *

16:Feb-94] 021 ' 1 1 B |

| 17-Feb-94] D,g T

| 18&:Fe-04] 0.08 ° ! ! ,

|19Feb-04f 102 ] | | R B ‘

| 209Fet 943 0.25 | ' D I

g

Y AV RV G e
e e

DN PN-ae OO O WO

%

OCO0O0C0CO0O0O0OO0OOO -
cooocooococoooco

C0DOCO00C0OOO0TTT
CAONaORDOOTON
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e
-l

Page 3



Appendlx 3.2-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Sa!momd Catch 1993-1994.

”"h‘“ .

L ANEEN 3

s

N

TSt o

= Jown =Tish

movmg downstream; up ﬁsh movmg upstream

. Coho Salmon

Fishing? codes 1= OK 2 = nei wemﬁeim&@«atmg_s not &ewn 3= hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering- |

date ;

ram

inches|

| 7-Mar~§4

|'8-Mar9g |

9-Mar-04
10-Mar-94
11-Mar-94
12-Mar-94
13-Mar-94
14-Mar-94
1s-uéar-94
16-Mar-94
17-Mar-94
18-Mar-94
19-Mar-94
20-Mar-94
21-Mar-94

aa.m%r-u
23-Mar-94
24-Mar~94
25~Mar-94
26-Mar-94
27-Mar-94
28-Mar-94

29~M$r-94
3Q-Mar-94
31-Mar-94
1-Apt-94.
2-Apr-94
3-Apr-94-,
4-Apr-94
5-Apr-94
6-Apr-94
7-Apr-94
8-Apr-94
9-Apr-94
| 10-Apr-94
| 11-Apr-94
' | 12-Apr-94

| 13-Apt-94,
| 14-Apr-84

| 15-Apr-04.
: 16-Apr~94
17-Apr-94

18-Apr-94

19-Apr-94,

20-Apt-94'
i 21-Apf- ,
'| 22-Apr-94

0.00
0.09
0.00.
0.07:
0.00-

21, ‘

C?.OO

0.00
061
0,00

0.00 |

B N G W Ny X S W (i i N X

wf2lel

adutts
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PR %

¢

-
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s e e e e
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Appendix 3-2-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1993-1994.

. - dawn“”ﬁsgmvwng nwm@am;tgg = fish moving upstream
Fishing? uodgs i= OK; 2= net overwhieled. qw, 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering |

~ ~-'~_;;;»;””"“’ - : ”"Tmm ) Coho Salmon

“rain; natﬂshi’m .. Juveniles I 'Ti-' ol .. ..adults Juveniles
_date im:@s* “down | b 1 f ’ ‘ ‘ down up

sl
TiE

©ooooee ol

24-Apr-o4 014 [ "2 z~ — 7 )
25-Apr-94 foajz PO § ~
"26-Apr-94 ma@ 4.
27-Apr-84 | | 1
1
1
1
1

28-Apr-94 | |
29-Apr-94 | |
30-Apr-94
1-May-94

oooocg%d@
ocoooopog

o 0 0 0 06

U000 00000
looocoooo

i ¢ i :
i : |
: $ ¥ E
. ; .-
B . * 2
, 4 | i .
: i i
? H I
; !
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i 11
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f ! i !
i} . i
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: ! ‘
: i
1 i
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. i .
i ;
; ; :
1 i :
| ; i
i H b
{
i ¥
H . +
; i
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o Appendix 4.5.37 'Mark West Credk: ‘Fyke Nét Sdifmonid Cateh, 199&1994

b 8 eSS g ARTL W AN e o

down fish mﬁving downﬁ?éérﬁ*‘ ﬂp = ﬁgh mﬁ’vmg upstream
Fzshing? codes: 1= OK; 2 = n&%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ? i Wihgs Hot GoWn; 3 = hﬁie(s) innet; 4 = tampenng___
. &eamead rout_ .Coho Saimon
aif-pounders.] adu!ts ‘ Juveniles
‘down'| up | downi | -up

S rasn, 1 netﬂsiai’”,‘.:
date - mdﬁ‘es oup B
- 14-0ct:93|" 1.4 ST [
15-Oct-03 *032 S R LI T L
16-0a3liof2 | 1 || © | 8
aroassl e |
8-0ct83| - | | ¢ 5
190et-83° | 1
Eoon < DA R S L F S
22-0ct-93
23-Oct-93
24-Oct-93
25-Oct-93
26-Oct-93
27-Oct-93
28-Oct-93
29-Oct-93
30-Oct-93
31-Oct-93
1-Nov-83
2-Nov-93
3-Nov-93
4-Nov-93
5-Nov-93
6-Nov-93
7-Nov-93
8-Nov-93
9-Nov-93 | ©
10-Nov-93| 06 |
11-Nov-93| © 3 3 3
12-Nov-93 1
13-Nov-93
14-Nov-93
15-Nov-93
16-Nov-93
17-Nov-83
18-Nov-93
19-Nov-93
20-Nov-83
21-Nov-93
22-Nov-83
23-Nov-93
24-Nov-93
25-Nov-93
26-Nov-93| 0
27-Nov-93| 0.06
28-Nov-93| 0.66

“f o
o

«ff%‘i;}& Sﬂ% v; ) “
o
o,
¥

Tl

&}
P

-
-
Py
(o W]
oo

Page 1
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CORHRT L et e e Dodpee g o 4

Appendix 3-2-2 Mad( West Creek Fyke Net Salmonid Catch 1993-1 994,

Coho Salmon

* Fai?i; }, & du Juvesqlles

date = i%h_gs down | up ldown|iup’ |downj'up |down]| up down “up
29-Npv-93 I F el E e E R E A B | N
30-Nov-93 o% IR S IR S L LT YO T BB )
1-Dec-93 0] 3| 1210 o o fiol fret o |o) 0
2Dée-9 of %0 g.’ : g 1 g g g
rore<d RIS RN NN FRCA P NRCHR OO PRI PR B ]
4-Déc-93 -1 | | i 3 ; 0 0 E 0 A g ; 0 0
5-Dec-93 | - 0 1 |01 | 3 |io jlo j o |0 | O | 0} O
6Dec93 | 06 | 1 (1 (12 | o] o [l0o | 0 0 {1’00
7Dec-93{ 052 | 2 | 2 [fo ['2 [0 |'0o |'0 o | o | o
8-Dec-93 | 0.37 | ; i ! .
9-Déc-93 | 0.01 | S ]
10-Dec-83| 0.09 | - , f ~ -
11-Dec-93| 1.31 ;

13-Dec-93 0.69 | -
‘[4-380-33 33.23 T O R .
15-Decg3f 10, | | A

120ec93 001 |+ | | | | ¢

16-Dec-93 ; : . :
17-Dec-93 ‘ | ‘1] o [0
18-Dec-63 . E s |,
19-Dec-63 | : ; ': L0
20-Déec-93 i ! ’

31-Déc-93
1-Jan-94
2-Jan-94
3-Jah-94
4-Jan-94
5-Jan-94
6-Jan-94

7-Jag_94

9.Jah-94
10-Jén-94
11 -Jan-94
- 12-Jdn-94
13-Jan-94

~

e ]

. By}

ey

0000000000000 0000O0

b b o wd wd wd wh wd wh e mh ek wd ek ok wh ok ok
O0O0CO0O00OO0OOO-NNOO O
OO0+ 0000000O0OA20000
0000000000000 00C00
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7] 0

K 0

21-Dec-93 ;3 1.0
22-Dec-93 4 10 |
23-Dec-03| 3.1 0]
24-Dec-83| A 00 B B

25Dpc-93| 0 . 17] 0,
26-Dec-93| 0.06, 3 LN NS
27-Dec-93| ‘0 - 0 7o |
28-Dec93| | BERN 0 10

29-Dec-93] 0 | i 010

30-Dec-93| 0.02 1 10
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1 0

1 10

: 0 Y

Ll I NP S S SR T SRS S VU G (I QI QU G W S
| . P L

_— T ._,A,o.m.OM vt e ¢ <
QMmO L0000 a0

g

v T e

B~

TED G Sl oaY

bpes oty

=

CODDO0DO0O OO0O00O0O0OOOOO0OO

-
-k ed wd o wh b b wk wh
ssmmonane
cccccco-o
ocoo ;:‘”q cooo
cccccccoo
2soessc0s
000000000




Appendlx 3-2-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Saimonid Catch, 1993-1994.

IR RTTS WIS VRY

down = ﬂsh movmgj d&wnstream up = fish moving upstream

Fishing? codes: 1 = OK; 2 = net’ vammw rmt gngm 3= hole(s) in net; 4 = tampenng_
‘ Coho Salmon

- adults - Juveniles

date inthes ]

2l
S

down{". D u v , down up
16‘43"'94 ot e le oo 0 fro o0 (e 0
17-Jan-84 | - ol 1 |10 |10 |04 0 [0 0 0 0
18-Jan-g4 1 1] 0 o] o j'o | 0 0 0. {0
A9-Jan-94 | 1 1. ],0 Jio [ 0. ] 0 | O 0 0 0
20-Jan-84 | 0 1 t.{ o j'o [r0 |Jio |0 0 0 0

21-Jan-94 | 0.02 BN R T B o
2dangd|loar | o L | N
23-Jan-g4 | | 0.8 : . - ‘ S
24-Jan-84 088 | !

25-Jan-94 | '0.62 :
26-Jan-94 | 0.14 | j
27-Jan-94 | 10.00 i
28-Jan-94 | - :
29-Jan-94
30-Jan-94
31-Jan-94
1-Feb-94
2-Feb-94
3-Feb-94 |
4-Feb-94 | 0.00
5-Feb-94 | 0.01
‘B-Feb-94 | 1144 |° | | f
aFebes |lomy | fD | N
aFepoa |00f | | | .

[V
-
o
o

COoOOO+~0ONO o

OO0 0O0O0COO

G b b wd ek e b owd
OCOO0OO0CO0OOOO

COO0-20000
000 o000 O
coocoOoOo0O0O0

€ wb wd b wd wd ok Wb
OOOO - W~ND
QOO A cd wd B -

‘9-Feb-94 [ 000 | 2. 1| a |i4 |'0 |0 o | o 0 0
10-Feb-g4| ‘08 | 3 |11 [ o fi2;] 0" 0o [ 0o | 0o | 0 | O
11-Feb-g4 0og | 1. ] 1 | 4. |1 ] 0 | 0. |0 0 0 0
12-Feb-94| | - 1o 1 |ttt oo o]0 0
13-Fep-ga| | 1| 1,3 |10 floTf 0o |0 0 o | o
14-Feb-94 1112 o |4 |0 ] 0o | o o | o 0

15-Febg4| 00d | | | |,
16-Feb-94| 021 | S :
17-Feb-g4 | ‘0.68 “
18-Feb-94 | 0.08
19-Feb-94| 102 | 1|
20-Feb-S4| 028 |~ ||

21-Feb-94| 0.23 ‘, )
22-Feb-94 0 od |
23.Feb-94
24-Feb-94 ;J 00 |

25-Feb-94 | 0.02
26-Feb-94 0.05
27-Feb-94| 0.03

ocoo-coo
coocooOoo

|t
leeza-
[ooces
ccoos
oo‘q‘c.oA

RO G QPN

28-Feb-94 | 0.00



,Appendix 3-2-2, Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1993~1 994.

- down = fish moving -downstream; up = fish movmg upstream
séf dqwn‘ 3= hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering _

_Fishing? codes! ' =K, 2 < avervihéhﬁ 8‘?‘% 3
' = Coho Salmon

rain,r netﬁsﬁi'i Jmm adt}lts Juveniles
date  |inches|" 1 up=1idown | down | up

{5
|

1-Mar84 |
2-Mar-94 |
‘mar-gat | 0.00
" 4-Mar-94 ]

\S-Mar-@ 0 02
- 6-Mar-94 |' 0.00
" 7-Mar-94 |
" 8-Mar-94 i
‘ 9-Mar-94 |
- 10-Mar-84 |
11-Mar-94 |
“12-Mar-94 |
"13-Mar-94 |
14-Mar-94|
"15-Mar-94 | 0.00
"16-Mar-94 | 0.09
“17-Mar-94 | ' 0.00
18-Mar-94 | 0.07
19-Mar-94| 0.00
20-Mar-94
21-Mar-94
22-Mar-94
23-Mar-94
24-Mar-94| 0.00
25-Mar-94 | 0.21
26-Mar-94 | 0.00
27-Mar-94
28-Mar-94
29-Mar-94
30-Mar-94
31-Mar-94
1-Apr-94
2-Apr-94
3-Apr-94
4-Apr-94
8-Apr-94
8-Apr-94
7-Apr-94 | 0.00
8-Apr-94 | 0.61
9-Apr-94 | 0.00
10-Apr-94 ~
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12-Apr-94
13-Apr-94
14-Apr-94
15-Apr-94
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Appendix 3-2-2 ﬁ{aﬁf West Creek "?ykg I\piéi:’gajflﬁrﬁénidlCatbh" 1993;-1 994.

down = ﬁsh mmn

. , in do?fnglream, up = ﬂsh movmg upstream
Fishing? codes: 1= OK; 2 = néf dueiwhielr ed-or

rwings not.down; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering |

—~Steelhead Ig:ut_ ~ Coho Salmon
Hspdanders | - adaits | Juveniles

£

rain, netﬁéhin_g”*' 1

date inches down down| up

| 23-Apro4 | 0.45

0.

167Ap{"—94 . Qe
) 7’Ap&94 . i

' 1&Apr-94
1WWM -
1 20-Apreg4 |
ﬂ%ﬁ%‘ ;
| 22:Apr-94 | 0.00 |

| 24-Apr-94 | 0.14
25:Apr-94 | 0.87
| 26-Apr-94 | 0.00
27-Apr94 |
28-Apr-94 |
| 29-Apr-94
| 30-Apr-94 |
" 1-May-94 |
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~ Appendix 3-2-3, a._{taacanla}cfgekz Fyke Net Saimonid Catch, 1993-1994.

down = fish moving dowastfgam up = fish moving upstream

né‘t‘ﬂéwh 3 = holé(s) in net; 4 = = tampering

Fishing" codes: "1 = OK; 2 ﬁﬁ?t*wemﬁetﬁf% 5F Wk

- o rout Coho Saimon
rain, net fishing? pounders-|-- vwaduns, |__Juveniles |  adults
date  |inches| down up- {-down-{--—up-|-down | -up | down]| up |down| up
26‘N0\{’93 . Q . ,'{_:& o . j . W‘QMM ‘mﬁ » o )
27-Nov-93f 006 | - . M 4 ; -
28-Nov:93| 08e | © - ! : ’ ' | o
29-Novig3| 202 | § N : ) ‘ -
30-Novieaf 081 | 1 [ 1 | 10 | 1 o | o| of o 0 o | o | o
1Deco3| 0 [ 1 1 | & 2 0 0 0 0 0 o | o 0
2-Dec-93 | . 1 1 | €| § 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] o
3-Dec-93 | 1 1| ¢ 8 g 0 0 o | o 0 0 0
" 4-Dec-93 | 1 1| 8 4 g 0 0 0 0 0 0] o
5-Dec-93 | O 1 1 | a a | ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
6-Dec-93 | 08 1 1 | 2 4 | 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0
7-Dec-93 | 0.52 :
8-Dec-93 | 0.37
9-Dec-93 | 0.01
10-Dec-93 |, 0.09
11-Dec-93|' 1.31 |
12-Dec-93|'0.01 | 2 2 7 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 o | o
13-Dec-93| 0.69 | |
14-Dec-93| 0.23 ., ;
15-Dec-83| 0 ,
16-Dec-83 |- ) S 3:
17-Dec-93 o A N : » j
18-Dec-93 | 1 1 12 [ 18 | 0 0 | o 0 0 0 0 0
19-Dec-93 1 1 71151 0 0 0 0 0 o | o 0
20-Dec-93| 1 1 5. 1 14 | o o (o |'o0 0 0 0 0
21-Dec-83 | 1 1 10| 7 | o | o 0 0 0 0 0| o0
22-Dec-93| 1 1 4 | 7 0 o | o | o 0 0 0 0
23-Dec-93| 1 1 | 5 | 11| 2 o | o o | o o | o 0
24-Dec-93| 1 1 | 6 | 17 o | o | o [ o | O 0 0] o0
25-Dec-93| © 1. 1 7 10 | 0 o |' o 0 0 o] o 0
26-Dec-93| 0.06 | 1 1 1] 1 0, o | o | o o | o 1. | o
27-Dec-83| 0O’ 1. 1 0 4 |1 0O 0 | o 0 | O o | o | o
28-Dec-83| | 1 1 10 | o 0 0 0- | o 0 0 o | o
29-Dec-93| 0 1. 1 0.1:0 [ o | 0o | 0o | © 0o | o 0. | o
30-Dec-93| 0.02 | 1 1 0| 5 |0 | 0O 0o} o 0 o] 0o o
31-Dec-§3| ' 0 | 1 1 | 4 |1 o | 0o | o o |0 0 0 0
1Jan94 | 007 | 1 | 1 | 0 | 85 |, 0 | 0 | © 0 0 0 1 1
2Janr84 | 0 | 1 1 ] 0 |2 | 0o | o0 0o | o 0 ] 0 0
3-Jan-94 | O | 1 1 |1 { 0o | o0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
4-Jan-94 | 0.19 | . : ; . \ N
5-Jan-84 | 0.01 | 1 1 o |0 |0 0 o | o 0 0 1 0
6-Jan-e4 | 0 1 1 | o 1 170 | 0 o | o 0 0 1 0
7-Jan-94 | 0 1 1 0 4 |10 |'0 |10 | o 0 o | o | o
8-Jan-94 | 019 | ' 1 1 .1+ {0 |0 "0 | 0 J:0 | © 0 2 | o
gJan94 | 0 | 1 1.1 o-f o |0 [0 |"0 |0 0 1 1 | o
10-Jan-94 | 1 1.1 0. | 2-],0-] 0 ] 0.1 0 0. 0 .01 0

By




 Appendix 3.2-3. Madtama Cresk: Fyke Net Saimonid Catch, 1893:1994.

[ vtvr v . R U R i

' down ﬁsh gzog in downgre%m, up = t‘sh moving upstream
Fishing? codes 1i=0kK; f = net dvetwheimed or wings not down; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering-

elhead Trout - . - 1 Coho Salmon
pounders 1~ aduits | Juveniles | _adults

rain, nét ﬁsmqg?

date | inches

up dnwn
11-Jan-94 !
12-Jan-94
13-Jan-94
14-Jan-94
15-Jan-94
18-Jan-94
17-Jan-94
18-Jan-94 |
19-Jari-84
20-Jan-94| O
21-Jan-94 | 0.02
22-Jan-94 | 0.17
23-Jan-84 | 0.8
24-Jan-94 | 0.88
25-Jan-94 | 0.62
26-Jan-94 | 0.14
27-Jan-84 | 0.00
28-Jan-94
29-Jan-94 |
30-Jan-94 |
31-Jan-94
1-Feb-94
2-Feb-94
3-Feb-94 |
4-Feb-94 | 0.00
5-Feb-94 | 0.01
 6-Feb-84 | 144 |0 | - | ] P
7-Feb-84 | 0.74 i : N R A
8-Feb-94 | 0.01 | :
9-Feb-94 | 0.00
10-Feb-94 | 0.18
11-Feb-94| 0.00
12-Feb-94 | -
13-Feb-94 |
14-Feb-94
15-Feb-94 | 0.00
16-Feb-84 | 0.21
17-Feb-94| 068 | o -l
18-Feb-94| 008 | | aE : ;
19-Feb-94 | 1.02 |’ S .
20-Feb-94| 0.25
21-Feb-94| 023 | ]
22-Feb-94| 000 | g
23-Fep-94 | o2
24-Feb-94 ;o.oé 2 1
25-Feb-941 002 | 2 | 1
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- Appeéndix 3-2-3. Maacama Creek: FykeNet Salmonid Catch, 1993-1994.

down = fish moving downﬁmm up = fish moving upstream

Bl éad Trout

_Fishi ing? codes: 1= OK: 2 = net awmﬂelmm*mﬁt@ not down; 3= hdle(s) in net; 4 = tampering

Coho Salmon

rain, | - net ﬂshmg?; Juvenﬁes ndms* _adults Juveniles adults
date finches| down | up )'down}! up [down] up down up Jdown ] up |down! up
26-Feb-94| 0.03 | 1 1T | 1 ] ) @ | 0 | ¢ | O 0 0 | 0 ] o
27Feboal0os | ¢ [ 1 | el el el of o o) o o] o] 0
28-Feb-94| 000 | 1 |t ol oo} of oo 0 01 o
1Marg4 | -~ | & | ¢+ oo} 0o} @ 6 f o 07} 0 0 04 O
2-Mar-94 | 1 {3 e] o e 6|1 o | o 0 e | o
3-Mar-84 | 000 | 3 1 o f o] of e ] o oo 0 0] o
4-Mar-84 [ 001 | 1 3 551 ol o o} o 1 | 1 0 o] o
‘5-Mar-94 | 002 | 2 2 2| 1|0 o | o 1 0 o | o 0
6&Mar84 [000 | 1. | 3 | 14| 0 | 0 0 1 1 1 0 o] o
. 7-Mar-94 1 1 7|0 o o | o 1 ] 0 0 o} o
8-Mar-94 3 3 |15 0| o o || o 2 1 o | o 0
'9-Mar-94 L R O T O £ R ] 0 0 1 2 0 0 0
10-Mar-94 | 1] 1 |2 1 o 0 0 0 1 o | o | o
11-Mar-94 3 3 4 | o 0 o 0 0 o 0 0o { o
12-Mar-94 | 1 | 3 | 22| 0] o 0 0 o | o 0 0 0
13-Mar-84 1 3 |14} 0 | O 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
14-Mar-94 1 3 {15 3| o 0 0 0| 2 o | o o
15-Mar-94| 0.00 | 1 1 | 24| 0] o 0 0 o |..7 0 o] o
|t6Marg4] 009 | 1 [ 1 | 23| 0o | O | o | 1 0 4 o | 06| o
|17-Mar-84| 0.00 | 1 1 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.
18-Mar-94| 0.07 | 1 1 16 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0
19-Mar-94| 0.00 | 1 1 14 o | o 0 0 o | 1 0 0 0
20-Mar-g4 1 1 4 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0o
21-Mar-84
22-Mar-84
23-Mar-94
24-Mar-94| 0.00 | 1 3 6 0 0 0 1 1 3 0 0 0
25-Mar-84| 021 | 1 1 5 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
26-Mar-84| 0.00 | 1 3 12 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0
27-Mar-94 3 1 20 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
28-Mar-94 1 1 27 0 0 0 2 3 2 0 0 0
29-Mar-84 1 1 14 2 0 0 2 0 6 0 0 0
30-Mar-94 3 1 20 0 0 0 2 1 7 0 0 0
31-Mar-94 3 3 8 1 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
1-Apr-94 1 3 17 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 0
2-Apr-94 3 3 3 0 0 0 0 1 1.1 0 0 0
3-Apr-94 1 1 23 2 0 0 1 0 12 0 0 0
4-Apr-94 3 1 10 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
5-Apr-94 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0
6-Apr-94 1 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0
7-Apr-94 | 0.00 | 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 o | 1 0 0 0
8-Apr-94 | 061 | 1 1 19 0 0 0 1 0o | 1 0 0 0
9-Apr-94 | 0.00 | 1 1 10 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0
10-Apr-94 1 3 7 0 0 0 0 0 11 0 o | o
11-Apr-94 1 1 3 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0
12-Apr-94 1 3 3 0 0 o | o 1 3 0 0 0

w




“Appendix 3-2-3. Madedma Creek! Fykeﬁet:swrrwmd Catch, 1993-1994.

-~ down = fish moving downstream; up = fish moving upstream

Fishing? codes: 1=0OK; 2= new\ﬁemh@tmed or wings not down; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampenng

date

inches |

rain,

stéeﬂwad Trout

Coho Salmon

- net ﬁshmg? Juvenm pHalt:pounders |- - aduks Juveniles

aduits

1: down: “down

oo

down

up -

down

{13-Apr-84

{ 14-Apr-ga |
15-Aprig4 |

16-Apr-94

17-Apr-94 |
18-Apr-94 |
19-Apr-94 |

20-Apr-94

21-Apr-94 |

22-Apr-94
23-Apr-94
24-Apr-94
25-Apr-94
26-Apr-94
27-Apr-94
28-Apr-94
29-Apr-94
30-Apr-94
1-May-94

.14
' 0.67
© 0.00

0.00
0.45
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10
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" Appentli 3:2-4. Laguria dé Shnta’Rosa 4f Rivér Road: Fykeé Net Salmonid Catch, 1994.

down = fish moving downstream; up = fish moving upstream
Fishing? codes: 1 = OK; 2 = net overwheimed or wings not down; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tamperin

saeeinead Trout Coho Saimon

-rain, - -adults Juveniles

date inches -1 down up | down up

16-Mar-84 | 0.09
17-Mar-84 | 0.00
18:Mar-94 | 0.07 |
19:Mar-94 | 0.00
20-Mar-94 | : B
21:Mar-94 . \ . . ‘ o
22-Mar-94 -
23-Mar-94
24-Mar-94 | 0.00
25-Mar-94 | 0.21
26-Mar-94 | 0.00
27-Mar-94
28-Mar-94
29-Mar-94
30-Mar-94
31-Mar-94
1-Apr-94 1
2-Apr-94 |-
3-Apr-94 |
4-Apr-94
5-Apr-94
8-Apr-94
7-Apr-84 | 0.00.
8-Apr-94 | 0.61
8-Apr-94 | 0.00 |
10-Apr-94 1
11-Apr-94
12-Apr-94
13-Apr-94
14-Apr-94
15-Apr-94
16-Apr-94 |
17-Apr-94 |
18-22'94 ,
19-Apr-94
20-Apr-94
21-Apr-94 ot
22-Apr-94 | 0.00
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P00 00060b0000 0000
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 ~00P00000C0000O~~0

23-Apr-94 | 0.45 . . :
24-Apr-84 | 0.14 e ;

25-Apr-94,1 0.67. | . E
26-Apr-84 | 0.00 SN I

27-Apr84 | T
28-Apr-94
29-Apr-94
30-Apr-94
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Appendix 3-3-1. Santa .gRosayggjﬁeeig; _Steelhead Adults and Half-pounders Captured, 1993-1994.

i
i

;

|

E %
1 i
H

%

- N T upsirsam
#. Date |sex|E.L Rgmerks
SRut [16-Dec-93{ m [ 620} caudal fin eroded dorsal side
SRu2 |28-Jan-94]| m | 680 |’ caudal fin eroded ventral side -
SRu3 | 28-Jan-94 tl. | did not mehsure -
SRu4 |98-Jan-94| t |650] ’|spiit dorsal fin ©
SRub |28-Jan-94| m |678 ‘aip | *
SRué |28-Jan-94| f |830|' " |caudal fin éroded ventral side
SRu7 |28-Jan-94| f |640|' clip "
SRu8 |28-Jan-9d| f [760]°
SRu9 |28-Jan-94| t |€00|' “clip
SRu10 | 29-Jan-g4| f |678|! punch
SRut1 | 29-Jan-04| f | 738 ' punch
SRut2 | 9-Feb-94 | m |615]|! punch
SRu13 | 9-Feb-94 | m |585(' punch ‘|small (bird?) wound
SRut4 | 10-Feb-94| f {820 punch | =
SRu15 | f2-Feb-94| m |380|' punch |half-pounder
SRu16 23-Feb-94 £ |718]" puncﬁ {caudal fin erodéd ventral side
R ) 7 «Fish maving downstream
# | Date ‘Isex|FL. || Marked? |Remarks |
SRd1 [19-Déc-94] m |335|° - ' '|half-pounder
SRd2 |20-Dec-93| m |[380| | © (|nalf-poander
SRd3 |28-Jan-94| m |680] | (:élip% not’ spaWneE ut
SRd4 ’iFeEs-Q‘f f 1738 © ¢ thas is SRut1; not spawned out
SRdS | §-Fet-94 f: |680f ' plnch |
SRd6. | 10-Fe 955 m|séof ' ¢ this is $Ru13; not spawned out
SRd7. | 19-Feb-94| . |680| ° puncH lcaudal ﬁneoded dorsal side
SRd8' |28-Feb-94| f. |4d0] ! p@ncg [not'spawned out
| SRdei |23-Feb-94] f'/658| . pinch  |not 'spawned out
| SRd1d | 29-Feb-94] :|6d0| ! plinch ‘ispa@med out
SRd11 |28-Feb-94] f | 750| | plinch !
| SRd12 |28-Feb-o4] fila?s| ' © | F @ -
SRd13 |28-Feb-94] f |4d5] ' ! ?f%eai:i: sﬁawn’ed out; fecapture of SRd8?
SRd14 | 2:Mar-94°| f'|755| = punch  [spawned out; caudal fin eroded dorsal side
SRd15 | 3-Mar-94 | f |690|  punch  Ispawned out; caudal fin eroded dorsal side -
SRd16 | 5-Mar-94] m'| 630 ' punch! %pawne& out; kype broken off
Sﬂdff oMar-94'] f!|630] ! pi?nchi 'spawned Uz )
SRA18 | 16:Mar-04] '] 580] ! Small wdund on caucial peduricle
SRd1§ 25-Mai'-94* m,| 648 punch* {spawned ouf ‘
SRd20 8~Apr»94 m | 840 puncﬁ&ac spawned out; kype broken off
SRd21;| 9-Apri®4 | m||540[ | a.c. | [spawned out ‘
SRd22 | 14-Apf-94| m’| 500] | - |dead; spawried out; small w0und on head
SRd23!| 15-Apt-94] f550] | ac. ! spawned out

i
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Appendix 3-3-3. Maacama Creek: Steelhead Adults and Half-pounders Captured, 1993-1994.

FiSh-meym' - upmream

# Date sex | F.L.| Marked? [Remarks
MAu1 | 28-Jan-94 | f | 650 1L
MAu2 | 28-Jan-94 | m (710 %ﬁfé"éiz{fn

Mau3 | 28-Jan-94| m [640|" o
MAu4 | 20-Jan-84 | m |620| bmis@s
MAuS | 29-Jan-94 [* m | 740 punich" |
MAUS | 29-Jan-94 | f |680| punch” méfk dﬁ i‘ight side
MAu7 | 29-Jan-94 | f |650| ‘panch” |-
MAu8 | 30-Jan-94 | f | 659 notch it &’prsal lobe of caudal fin; 1t eye distended
MAU9 | 14-Feb-04| f | 680| punch T ’
MAu10| 14-Feb-94| f |645| punch
MAu11| 4-Mar-94 | ? e escaped"’
MAu12| 5-Mar-94 | m | 550 punch™ :
MAu13| 6-Mar-94 | m | 745 punch caudatﬁ”n eroded on ventral lobe
MAu14 | 7-Mar-04 | * f "|'4827" punch--Jrot spawned out
MAu15{ 8-Mar-94 | f 1670 punch-inot spawned out
MAu16|-8-Mar-94 | m |547| - - "INSEREREAA: hot spawned out
MAu17| 9-Mar-94 | m | 660 -|Previously purictied lower; is this MAQS? hatchery fin; not spawned
MAui8|18-Mar-94| f |514| punch |not spawn?ed out
MAu19| 18-Mar-94 | m | 517~ "ilr'iét}r‘f‘“néfé @%ed out
MAu20 [ 20-Mar-94 | f | 645 plnch”
MAu21| 24-Mar-94 | m | 585
MAu22 | 28°Mar-b4 | f 70071 "
MAU23| 27-Mar-84 | f | 648
MAu24 | 28-Mar-84 | f | 520 ,
MAu25 | 28-Mar-94 | m | 571 punch(2§‘ ﬂpe
MAu26 | 28-Mar-94 | m | 459| punch “ripe
MAu27| 29-Mar-94 | m | 480 “lthis 1s*lW\d13 ﬁot spawned ot
MAu28| 29-Mar-94 | m | 482| punch’ ripg "
MAu29 | 30-Mar-94 | f |560| punch’ {tipe o ;
MAu30| 2-Apr-94 | f {5907 pufith’ {hatehéryfin; ripe '
MAu31| 11-Apr-94 | m | 505| punch’“[hatchéryfin; ripe
MAu32| 12-Apr-94 | m | 540 punch(2y ﬁé?éh%?? fin; ripe

Page 1
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Appendix 3-3-2 Mark West Creek Steelhead Adults and Half-pounders Captured 1993-1994.

Fish moving upstream
# Date sex |F.L.1- Marked‘? Remarks
Mwu1 | 21-Dec-93|{ m |300 - ﬁai -pounder; v wound on head
| Mwu2 [22-Dec-93| m |312{  clip--- |Raif-pounder
MWu3 | 1-Jan-94 | m [243 cip  |half-poungder
MWu4 | 29-Jan-94| f |570 clip '“|wound on peduncle
MWuS | 29-Jan-94 | m |680 clip bru ses
MWué | 31-Jan-94| f |669 punch caudai fin ergded dorsal side; bird pecks
MWu7 | 1-Feb-94 | m [310 pqqg;n,_ paif—gqunder
MWu8 | 26-Feb-94| m |660 * " "lpoor cond; 3 fins missing
MWug -Apr-94 . m [678] punch_ lipe '
MWu10| &-Apr-94 | f [548] ae ripe T
MWui1| 8-Apr-94 f |722 a.c. ripe
MWu12| 8-Apr-94 | f |550 a.c. ripe_
MWu13 | 10-Apr-94 | f |500 dead:’ pamally eaten
MWu14 | 25-Apr-94 | f 1385)  ac.  |ripe
MWu15 | 25-Apr-94 | m [525]" ‘ac. |ripe; dorsal Iobe of caudal fin deformed
_# | . Date |sex
MWd1 | 12-Feb-94| m pungh,
MWd2 | 7-Mar-84 | m i
MWd3 | 9-Mar-94| f | AR | )
MWd4 | 24-Mar-94| f [575] “punch a ,
MWdS | 8-Apr-94 | f |669|punch&a. ¢, spawned éut dorsal and caudal ﬂns eroded
MWd6 | 8-Apr-94 f |520]punch & a. Q Spawn -
MwWd7 | 8-Apr-94 | f |671 punch&%g S B
MWds | 8-Apr-94 f |630{punch &ac [
MWd9 | 9-Apr-94 | f |575|punch & a.c. spawned ouf
MWd10 | 12-Apr-94 | m 1710]punch & a.c. spawned out
MWd11 | 24-Apr-94 | m | 585 | punch & a.c. spawned out
MWd12 | 24-Apr-94 | f [678]punch & a.c. spawned out
MWd13 | 24-Apr-94 | f |640]punch & a.c.[spawr Hout wound on snout
MWd14 | 25-Apr-94 | f |715]punch %&c spawned out
MWd15 | 25-Apr-94 | m {665 {punch &a c. spawn d oui
‘MWd16 |27-Apr-g4| £ [640]punch &a:¢:{spawned ouf”
MWd17 | 27-Apr-84 1 ? 700 spawned out?
MwWd18 | 28-Apr-94 | m |[530 this is MWu15; spawned out; left eye ruptured
MWd19 | 30-Apr-84 | ? not measured; spawned out?
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Appendix 3-3-3. Maacama Creek: Steelhead Adults and Half-pounders Captured, 1993-1994,

Fish moving downstream

# Date sex | F.L.| Marked? {Remarks
MAd1 | 23-Dec-94] m | 330 clip {half-pounder
MAd2 | 23-Dec-94]1 m | 275 clip |half-pounder
MAd3 | 1-Feb-94 | m [ 700} punch _{thisis MAu2; not spawned out
MAd4 | 4Feb94 | m |266) “ina %&ﬁ%&r V
MAdS | 11:Feb-94 | m [644|zpunchsfoi7' -~ .
MAdE | 2-Mar-94 | m | 540} "punch | = T ,
MAd7 6-Mar-94 om | 718 . this is MAuZIMAdS; spawned out
MAdS8 16~Mar~944 f | 630] punchi‘jspawned out .
MAdS | 24:Mar-84 | m | 6201 2punéhi: {spawned out; kype wom off
MAd10]| 26-Mar-94{ m ‘] 810}~ pre\}iou§%9'“punched upper lobe is this MAu4? spawned out
MAd11| 26-Mar-94 |- m | 681 -punch spawneé out ‘ \
MAd12| 27-Mar-941: f | 545} punch spawneé‘”’but?
MAd13| 28-Mar<94 | m ] 475 “punch [not spaﬁﬁéd out
MAd14|28-Mar-94 | m | §35[: gunch |spawned ﬁ?xt poor cond
MAd15| 29-Mar-94 | m |460] ! this is MAU26; not spawned 6ut
MAd16| 20-Mar-94 | m |690| spav?me& but; poor dmdinen '
MAd17| 30-Mar-841'm 480} " |thisis fipe T
MAd18{ 30-Mar-94! m | 678] punch spawned out
MAd19]| 3-Apr-84 | f punch [not measured; spawned out
MAd20| 4-Apr-94 | f | 690 previously punched upper; is this MAu22? spawned out
MAd21| 8-Apr-84 | f | 555 |spawned out?
MAd22| 24-Apr-94 | ? rot measured; spawned out?
MAd23| 24-Apr-94 | ? not measured; spawned out?
MAd24 | 24-Apr-84 | ? not measured; spawned out?
MAd25] 25-Apr-84 | m | 830| punch |spawned out
MAd26§ 25-Apr-84 1 f | 618 ] punch |[spawned out
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Appendix 3-3-4. Maacama Creek: Coho Salmon Adults Captured, 1993-1994.

[l

T

Fish movipg upstream

# Date sex F.L. _|Marked? Remarks
MAuct | 1-Jan-94 f 710 _ o ciripe?
g b gt DB AT 2 E"."L;; L

# Date il o MK Gl &Remaﬂﬁs
MAdc1 | 26-Dec:93| ., ..f- | .- - |spawned out; dead
‘MAdc2 | 1-Jan-94 - - |spawned out; alive
MAdc3 | 3-Jan-94 spawned out; dead
MAdc4 | S-Jan-94 - |spawned out? dead
MAdc5 | 6-Jan-94 [ m. - {ripe; alive
MAdc6 | 8-Jan-94 | = . ripe; alive
MAdc7 | 8-Jan-84 | ; ripe; alive -
MAdc8 | 9-Jan-94 spawned out; dead




Laguna de Santa Rosa at River Road: Steelhead Adults and Half-pounders Captured, 1893-
1994,

Appendix 3-3-5.
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Appendix 3-4. Adult Steelhead Recapture Summary.

caplure

Capture recapliure ‘Days
Date # |sex| site Idirechon site jdirection elapsed Remarks

Marked in San&a Rosa Cregk R@captured in Santa Rosa Creek
29-Jan | SRuit] f | SRC |, up SRC | down 3 | |came up ripe, went down ripe
g-Feb | SRut3| m | SRC . up SRC | down 1 |came up ripe, went down ripe
23-Feb | SRd8 | f | SRC down SRQ : down 5 |went down t‘ipa. motcaug_hg_gg!_qg back up; went down spent

i
Mmked in M&{k Wesi Creek, W@captured in Mark West Creek

25-Apr [MWu15] m | MWC l i @ LMWcl down | | ifcame u;pnye Wehtdown spent

, marke& T Maacama Creek, @ammmd i Maatama Creek
28-Jan | MAU2 [ m g; ) L MAAC § a1 ivhatchefy fish; came up ripe, went down ripe

H ' W& ! 4 ’ :;
29-Jan | MAu4 | m CupE Mﬁmf - down
11-Feb | MAdS | m ' 'down |[MAACT -
25-Mar | MAu22| f |MAAC| " up - [MAACT -
28-Mar | MAu26| m {MAAC| ~up - [MAAC] _de
28-Mar | MAd13| m |MAAC]|  down' [MAAC].
29-Mar | MAu28| m | MAAC]' up MAAC ‘

; Marked in Lowesr Laguﬂ&, Recaptuféd*%m Lo%aﬁ Laguna
25-Mar | LAu2 | m | LAG l? up | LAG | ﬂown ] lcameupspent went down spent

Marked in S’an!a Rosa Gmek Recﬁptur&ﬂ in LMJ‘ Laguna

9-Mar | SRd17| f | SRC | down | -LAG down |. 17 ]?; wentdown spent, continued down spent
25-Mar | SRd19} f | SRC | down' | LAG down 1 , jwent down spent, continued down spent
8-Apr | SRd20| m | SRC | down LAG | down 1. |went down spent, continued down spent

Marked in Mark West Creek Recaptured in Lower Laguna

8-Apr | MWd6 | 7 | MWC] down | LAG | down |

1

|went down spent, continued down spent
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Appendix 3-5-1. Sénta Rosa Creek: Fork iengfh#mquency (mm} of s:eefhead smolts captured movmg dowstream in fyke nets by two-week
intervais, 1993-1994.

interval | 11-Oct 25—&1 8-Nov [22-Nov] &- O-Dec g' n -Jan]14-Feb] 28-Feb] 14-Mar] 28-Mar] 11-Apr| 25-Apr
24-Qct! 7-Nov | 21=Nov]-5-Dec | 19-Dec} 2~Jan : { 27-Febi13-Mar| 27-Mar| 10-Apr| 24-Apr 8-May |

daysfished| 2 | 0 | 2 | 4 | 7 | 14 L3 T I N
totaifish | 14 | 0 | 7 | 16 | 146 | 68 144 | 92 | 25 | & | 71 | 20
fishperdayl 7 | - | 35 | 40 ] 209 | 41 | 34" 66 | 23 1742 | 51 | 29

& I T I (A

65 : |2 |

70 i 1 1 S

75 AGE 3 :

80 1 5 | ST ‘1

85 21 15 8 : 1 :

90 1 4 1 }% a 12 -

9% 8 [t o bis 1] 1. 2

100 1 | 9 | 5 (4. | 4 1 L

105 R - T R PO N 4 3 1

110 .12 5§ | 2 | 4 1 1

115 1 - B 1 14 2 1 ;

120 4 1 7 |4 |2 | 2 1 1

125 3 2 | ravporopeere2o 8 1 0 e :

130 1 1.1 .6 |5 | 2 2 3 | 4 1 1 N

135 | 4 N T RN N I R (6 |1 ] 3 N

140 ] 2 1 2 | 4 | - PO I T 1 1 1 1T | 2

145 2 12 | 4 | Tt ] 2 |3 | 1 3 3

150 AN EE-2 R R - R 5 1

155 1 |3 |4 ]! L2 2 | ~2-)- 4 9 2

160 . 1 1 9 |1 |1 1 2 |+t .8 1] 2 3 3

165 , 1 2 | 3 |1 1 1 6 | 17 }:7 13 5

170 1 L 9 |2 ], 3 |1 |3 | 7 8 9 |3

17s | . . [Ace 7 ]2 2 I T A R B T AR 3 9

180 2 1 9 % 2 1t 7 4 6 [.5 3

185 8 .4 1 ;3 .2 7 1

190 6 1 2 217 .2 ] 3 5 1

195 3 1] ‘6. | 4 1

200- - » rperbe oG g o sl g | 4 |6 Foref o2 2 1

205 1 ; 1T 1. 8 1

210 0N I I 1 1 L6 | 1 | 1

215 - it 2| 11 4

220 L ' j : ; L 2 2

225 AGE : : ‘ 1 1

230 3 1 1 1

236

240 :

245 1

250 - - - : e T

255

260

265 , ;

270 - v 1 1

275 "AGE |

280 : 4

285 ' )

290

205 f : v ‘ f
[age 1 mean 12:2.;’ 121.0 | 1082 1g:13 116.4 | 107.7-| 111.5 | 4;0.6"‘1%.7, 1214 | 127.7 | 125.5 | 135.0 | 134.0 |
age2mean| 14171 1515 ]| 1544 171.3.| 162.5| 1882|1706 | 170.1 | 170.6 | 183.8 | 172.5 | 172.8 | 172.3 | 172.1
[age 3 mean| ~ 2118 2153 (7060 %%%5: 20 2270  |2983]
age 4 mean ' 270.0 ' A T '



Appendix 3.5.2 Mark West Creek. Fork length- frequency (mm) of steemead smolts captured moving downstream in fyke nets, by two-week

ieval | 11-0cA| 235-0ct] 6-Nov | 22-Nov] 6-0c |20-Dec] 3-Jan | 17-Jan] 31-Jan| 14-Feb] 28-Feb] 14-Mar[28-Mar| 11-Apr| 25-Apr
24-Oct! 7-Nov | 21-Nov] 5-Dec 1%_%96 2-Jan: 16-.1:?: 30~Jan 13-Feb 27-Feb 13-Mar| 27-Mar| 10-Apr| 24-Apr} 8-May
days fished | 2 0. 3 1.6 1.6 | 14 4.,.98 1. 7.4 10-] 8 | 14 ] 11 14 | 13 7
total fish 11} 0.1 7 1 1--1. 99 1. 10 121,36 | 42 19 | 64 .66 13
perday| 55 1 | 23 | 16 | 44 pos o7 4 | 12} 7213017 ] 46 1 61 | 19
5 | % !
60 | i r N
85 e
70 , ; .
75 “AGE | ¢ i
80 1
85 1 |- | ; ' -
$0 1 1 3 S R N 1 1
95 1 1 1 S I R 2
w00 | 1 1] 1 1 | - 1 l N
105 S 2 4 e 2 1
110 1 o1 1 3
115 - 1 1
120 1 1
125 i1 1 1
130 ; 1 i 1 1
138 ‘ B o | "1 1 1 1
140 . 1. LA 1°] 1 2 9
145 11,1 1 . 1 1 1 1]
150 1. : R I 4 | 4 | 8 7 2
155 o 1 R R I - '3 8 4 | 1
160 fzeg] 1] 1 |2 1 7 1 4
1 | 1 P2 1. 111 1 ‘9 7 1
170 e 1 4 5 2 |8 1 2
175 1 | 1 1 1 4 1 T 4 | 1
180 1 1 1 ‘4 | 8 2 3 5 I
185 N B R 3 | 4 1
190 : , 2 17] .1 4 3 5
195 ‘ ! ' 3 | .3 1 4 2 "1
200 1 1 ‘ 1 ! 1 1 : 1
205 ) N I I N 2. | 2 ] 2
210 , ' : i : 1 1
215 . 1 i ' 2 1
220 1 | 1 1 | 1 1 2 1 2
225 AGE : i 1
230 3 ; i 1 ;
235 ' :
240 : 1
245
250 1
255 - ) .
260 ,
265
270 "AGE | ‘ 1
275 4
280 s ’
285 1
290 '
295 1 R
3m _ B . H ‘ 1 : . . B E
lage 1mean] 97.8 6.7 | 1006 5.5 | 1000 112.8 | 1040 96.0 | 1120[121.2] 132.0] 136.3] 1358
age 2 mean| 180.0 175.7 | 1310 ] 147.0 | 1663 | 168.0 | 183.7 | 164.7 ] 174.8 | 174.4 | 168.6 170.8 | 170.8 | 166.4
e 3mean| 220.0 | | 223.0 | 2160 1 208.0 | 220.6 ] 212.0] 2205 | 213.2 225.0 | 224.6
3ge4man .—2_3,6@ 296.0-} 28¢ iﬁ.’ 0 Q ngégg %gc TR . ) ) ~1273.0




Appendix 3-5-3. Maacami Creek” Fdrk length-frequency (mmi) of stéeltiead smioits’captured foving downstream in fyke nets, by two-week
intervals; 1993-1994

interval 11-Oct] 25-Oct| 8-Nov |22-Nov| 6-Dec |20-Dec| 3-Jan | 17-Jan] 31-Jan} 14-Feb 28-Feb]| 14-Mar| 28-Mar] 11-Apr] 25-Apr
24-Oct 2-Jan | 16-Jan| 30-Jan| 13-Feb] 27-Feb| 13-Mar| 27-Mar| 10-Apr| 24-Apr 8-May
days fished| O 14 13 7 10 5 14 11 14 14 7
total fish 1) 43 7 10 33 1 84 157 | 164 | 37 6
fish per day 3.1 0.5 1.4 3.3 0.2 6.0 | 143 | 11,7 | 286 0.9
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85 o g
65 R - f ‘
70 : i =
75 ) B R L ;
80 AGE .
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140
148 ’ B R S
150 e y W":'\
155 . B I
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165 AGE

170 2

176 -
180 1
185 v o &
190 :
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205 ) A : ol
210 E 3 . 1 o PRI i ,AH ¥ N 3 S & % '
HERTR RS B CEE . 1

0 N W N =

e

N
™
MR S N

13 12

16 17

19 13
11 15

14 | 18

3

:

~cowo evauwesjo s
Y
P 5
»N
-
- W o NN

- A O

215 . -
220 SRR ST
230 AGE} | | ...

235 e BERNE IR !
240 ; 1 : .
245 . j I (01 [T T N
250 i B LT NEEREN RESTY
255 , DU DR R 1

260 § : L IS : oL .
265 3§ :»:- “ ::\ . ﬁ ,,’ -
270 . e :g-; it .

275 7771 W W FURURE U NN SR N it |
280 4 I R
285 i W
200 .
285
300
age 1 mean 106.2 | 99.0 | 106.1 120.0 } 1029 115.0 12491 117.0 123.6 | 138.0
age 2 mean 1806 | 1696 1778 180.7 | 147.3] 169.2 | 163.0 | 169.5 | 167.2 | 170.3 | 168.5 | 1B7.5
age 3 mean 230.0 | 226.0 228.5 245.0 | 215.0 | 235.0
age 4 mean 2750 266.0 255.0




Appendix 3-5-4. Juvenile Coho Salmon Captured-in Fyke Nets in the Laguna de Santa Rosa and its Tnbutanes
T 19931994,

Fish Caught i Santa* Rosa Creek movmg upstream

# dat&§ FiL. arks, :
c1 16-0&&;93 120~ % { i
2 ; i
€3

31-Dec-93| 102 |wi
12-Jan-83] 116 _|wild

=
B e B
iesima—

Fish Caughtin éarita osa Creek moving downstream
c4 - I%ﬁl 139 | . _

. _ L
Fish Caught _MaﬂcWeﬁ Cfeek movihg domsUeam

b 1321 R i

wﬁd

. ~
. Fish ﬁ ht in Lovger Laguna moving upstream
c9 - [25~»Mar~§4 139 Ihétchefyf adipose fin clipped"

F:sh C t @ Lcwér Légu;ha moymg_downstream
| ¢10_]19-Mar-84]" 150 |hatchery; adipose fin clipped
c11. |26-Mar-84| 169 |natchiery: adipdse fin dlipped
c12 27-Mar~94 153 |hatchery; adipose fin clipped’
¢13 |30-Mar-84| 178 |hatchery: adipose fin dlipped’
c14 |30-Mar-g4| 166 hafcﬁeryé adipose fin dlipped
c15. 1~Apr~§4 168 |hatchery: adlpose fin clipped. nose tag
c16 | 1-Apr-g4 | 164 |hatchery: adipose fin dlipped, nose tag
c17 | S-ApreA {185~ |Fatehery sdipoee T dipped -
c18 | 3-Apr-94 | 175 |h: tcﬁery; adipa&e fin dlipped
c19 | 3-Apr-g4 | 160 |hatchery: adipase fin dlipped
c20 | 6-Apr-g4 | 160 hétcher% adrpdse fin élipped nose @g
c21 |13-Apr-B4| 120 |wid |
c22- | 13-Apr-84| 115 |wild ;
23 [13-Apr94) 110 fwid |
d24 |13-Apr-84| 126 [wild
c25 |13-Apr-94 184 wild
c26 *éa.-Aprzz 140* |wid
627 14—Apr 185 fwid . - | LT

'length esﬁmaﬁéd ;




Appendix 3-5-5. Maacama Cresk: Fork length-frequency (mm) of coho smolts captured moving downstream in fyke nets, by two week

intervals, 19931994,

interval

31-Jan
13-Feb

14-Mar
27-Mar

14-Fed
27-Feb

28-Mar
10-Apr|

11-Apr
24-Apr

25-Apr
8-May

days fished

11

14

total fish

21

74

40

14

fish per day

0.5

1.9

5.3

29

2.0

50-54
§5
60
85
70
75
80
85
80
95
100
105
110
118
120
128
130
135
140
145
150
155
160
165
170
175
180
185
180
185

200
208
210
215
220
225
230
235
240
245
250
255
260
265
270
278
280
288
290
205
300

i

e

.
LES TN

AGE |

1

- W NW A - A

ek A DO LD RO ONOWN -

N NNV N =

N

-~ NN NN

-t

age O mean

56.0

£6.0

age 1 mean

97.7

116.9

130.2

130.8

125.3




[
ERA P

Appendix 3-6. Fyke Net Fishing Effectiveness Summary.

_ Santa Rosa Creek . .. .

-Mark Weslt Creek -

moving downsiream

moving upstream

movmg downstream

moving wpstream

no.

% no.

%

% no,

%

{Gays Tehing OK

days overwhelmed

i ..—}days with holes -

days over & holes
days tampering

7
0
1

5 9

0 1
1 1

67
7

1
1

24 - |

106

86 | 112
3 T3

0
SO : SO

L A S ¢ A

90
2

0

g

S S

 [days fishing OK
days overwhelmed
“"{days withholes

{otal

128

100 129 f“ 100

125

100

Lower Laguna

moving downstream

mm«ing

upstream

no... -} -

Y% 1 N0}

%

%

movmg upstream

days over & holes
[days tampering -

100
6
13
0

-0

84 95

S 6
12

0 0

0 0

78
5
17
0
O .

58
3.
39
0
o

{otal

119

100 122

100

100
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Vétious Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1894. up = moving upsiream; dn = moving downsiream.

Oct-93 _ ~ Nov-83 ‘ ' Dec83 __ '
15 16 11 12 30 1 2 | 3 4 15 "6 7 12 1T 14
upJdalupldnfupfdnfupdn]upldnfupfcnfupfeniup]dntupfanfupfdn|upfdn]upTan|upfdnjupldn
‘ . ? : i : ¢ ‘
- - ES - for e ;
i
1 13 1 7 ; 3 9 2 2 2. 16 442 1
88 206| 1 65{e8a5%|1 5|4 51214103} 1 4] | 4 11 23 12 1
1224 o l1os)L L e o 1 o} o2}
. | ;
. . &1
. 1 S SR _— ; i -
e 2
ool '3afs @t 7] w| e af 14 I KBRS BEEY B
Bl | BN
r 1 ; b
4 10 s 6 ! 1
1warl sle 2| 201 5|1 2| 8] - 2| 1| 7 5| 1
10213 s 12 1]2:18 6 1 ; 1
'3 1 :
: 1
2 .4 3 1
27 s / 7 i 1 . N ‘
"< ICollus asper
Anas plstyrhynchos : ’
o v |Nycticorax nycticorax ‘ . R * - ‘ 1
o Jmnwsmnnomla i 1 : 1 1 .
Pseudemys scripla , '
Rana catesbeiana S N v . . : . :
Builfrog tadpole Rana calesbeiana 1 3516 513 113 5¢ 7 10 7156 81 S} 1 3
Foothill yellow-legged frog | Rana boyki . : :
Mink Mustela vison

Page 1




Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.

Page 2

16_| 17 18 19 | 20 |2t 22 7 14 25 | 2 27 28 2
up | dn | up]dn|upldnlup]dn]uplan]upldn|upldn|up]dnfupdnupldnfupldnfupfdnfupdniup]dn
Petromyzontidae ' ' : ' ‘ ; i ; ;
Pacific lamprey - -~ Lampetra tridentats 1 = .
Salmonidae - i 463 ? :
Cohoalmon juveniie Onchorhynchus Kistitéh 1 ’ ‘ :
Steetheadadult - lOnchorhynchus mykiss . 1 L e
{ i ha ‘ 1 1 . ; i |
2 3211 2 “10]11 1218° 7 3 111 311 311113 4 5
vo7| ulr n| 7 3 12 1) 8| 2 T3] 2
. H
9| 3 2] 6 1 N B
a ? | ?
1 i
‘ ' i i
- L - ' P i
% e 1 ;
g V
Other Verlebrata , T T
Mallard S les Anas platyrhynchos =~
Black-crowned night heron [Nycticorax nycticorax
Western pond turtle Cleminys mamorata
Pond slider . Pseudemys scripla :
Bulifrog Rana catesbeiana . . ] n
Bulifrog tadpole Rana catesbeiana 1 3} 16} 3 4 T | ) . 7 -9 11f2 8¢
Foothill yellow-legged frog | Rana boyli ’
Mink Mustela vison



Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upsiream; dn = maving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Caiches of Various Species of Fish and Other Venebrafes. 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Calches of Various Species of Fish and Other Veriebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Calches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrales, 1993-1984. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Calches of Various Speclés of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7_-1 . Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = maving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Varlous Specles of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek. Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upsiream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Calches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upsiream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Calches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1904, up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyﬁe Net Catches of Various Specles of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Calches of Various Specles of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994, up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994, up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Caiches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994, up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.

Apr-94
18 189 ] 20 | 21 7] 2 ] 28] % 1 2 27 % ] 2 |
upldnjupldn dnfupldn]upfdn]upTdn dn | up|dn]up]dn an [ up L ao[up L dnlup] dn
2
N 1 ) z
3j2 2 2 1 1
111 3 1 1 8 6 5 4 ;
115 3l2 7]1 1|22 7 6|1 s} 1 al3s s} 1 3
L L] lewl ol |
e b — % :
. 2 oafe 2 |
e S A S R {Hm i et o «—*»; ¢ ir, A f = P o g..;;-,w., N.,;.,,.m.:,: g
= 11 tfe ot 118 rad 3 I KR I P I R E
H 3
t ‘ i i’ 3 I ‘
: e Y .
: 1 1 1 111 3

Page 9



Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Specles of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream,
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Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Calches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1984. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Specles of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream;, dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream,
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Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-4. Laguna de Santa Rosa at River Road: Fyke Net Catches of Varlous Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1994, up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-4. Laguna de Santa Rosa at River Road: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1994. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-4. Laguna de Santa Rosa at River Road: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1994, up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.,
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11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 3 2 23
upjdnfupjdnjupidnupidnjupjdnjupjdnjupfdnfupidnjupfdnjup]dn dnfupldnfup]dn
Petromyzonlidae
Pacific lamprey Lampelra tridentata 1 1
Salmonidae
Coho saimon juvenile Onchorhynchus kisultch 6 1
Steeihead adult Onchorhynchus mykiss* 1
Steelthead juvenile Onchorhynchus mykiss* 41 1 21 5 2 1 1 32
t 5
6 18
2
3 1 42
1 2
112 3 24
3
1
1 2 1 5
1 7
2 2412 10 §5
1
1
Other Vertebrata .
Westemn pond turtie Clemmys marmorata 1 2 2 1 1
Pond slider Pseudemys scripta 1
Builfrog Rana catesbeiana 1
Bulifrog tadpole Rana catesbeiana 3 2 3 8 1 2 12
Mink Mustela vison
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Appendix 3-7-5. Laguna de Santa Rosa at Llano Road: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1994. up = moving upstfeam;.dn = moving downstream.
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-94
_ 21314168
: dn}ldnldn}dn
Cyprinidae
California roach | Hasperolsucus symmelricus 51213
Sacramento blackfish Orthodon microlepidotus 1 -
Carp Cypiinus carpio 81121 8 :
Fathead minnow Fimep! promelas . 6 2
l Sacramento sucker Catosfomus occidentals 21151612
_Brown bulthead lctalurus nebulosus 1
Gasterosteidae
Threespine stickieback Gasterosteus aculeatus 1
JCentrarchidae
Bluegill Lepomis macrochirus 2 4
Black crappie Pomoxis nigromaculatus 1

Appendix 3-7-6. Laguna de Santa Rosa at Brown Farm: Fyke Net Calches of Varlous Specles of Fish Moving Downstream, 1994.



Number of steelhead half-pounders.

Appendix 3-8.
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Appendix 3-9. Mark West Creek: Steelhead half-pounders.
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Number of steelfiéad half-poundeérs

Appendbé 3-10. Maacama Creek: ~‘Steeleﬂead h?if-pdqnders
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a days nets deployed

Rainfall;inches

0 n\nvnnunnnrﬂnrunrnnurnuan il umnn Xt T lWﬁ

14- 28- 11- 25- 9- 23- 6- 20-- © 3 17- 3- 17-
Oct- Oct- Nov- --Nev-  Dec- Dec- ~ Jan--  Jan- ¢ Feb- -Feb- Mar- -'Mar- ‘Mar- Apr- Apr-
93 93 93 93 93 a3 g4 94 94 94 94 94 94 94 94




AT as._g%z%eﬁ%éw?

cero 0
50| o
" ZL1'0 [sueezZo

£10°0- [su 2£9°0

8910 |su6LE0

i d
MO}] “SA

L1ZT0 | 9200 | £500 | 1€2°0_[sU8S0°0] ve6L |
“s¥1°0 |su'goi-0| 0000 | 91070 |sugse 0| .re6i

980°0 [sU 109'0| 1000 | €E0°0 [suOyB9l €661

“ #10°0 “{st [ze'0] ‘tio'0 | Zot'o |suzero| zesi
9950 | 1100 | 1650 | 6920- | o0 i| ie6L
- « Ew i J d bs-J J d || seah
o UOO SAMOOMIN__ | Mol SA U OMW —_DUOD SAUSJOMWN

"paIPNIS JBSA YOrT JO 'UOHBIUSIUOD JIJBAN PILIBIBIDY “SA
MO} 1O} PUY ‘MO PUB UOJJRUIIUOD JBJe/\ POWIRIOAY "SA UDJeD HNPY PESY|as)S Jo4 SJUSIOYJ0D UOHEIaL0D JapIQ juey usuueads °|}-¢ xipuaddy



Append|x 4-1-1. Habitat Suitability Scores, Upper Santa Rosa Creek. Boldface scores denote units where fish
were sampled.
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Appendix 4-1-2. Habitat Suitabilify 'Sédres, Middle Santd Kosa Creek. Holdface scores dendte units wheré fish
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Appendix 4-1-3. Habitat Suitability Scores, Lower Santa Rosa Creek. Boldface scores denote units where fish
were sampled.

€

Santa Rosa Creek Lower Reach

Habitat Score*
Fatll Summer Fall
Unit # Habstat Type Le&gth. ft 19_.93 1994 1994
, T TR S )
e
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*3 = suitable; 2 = marginal; 1 = unsuitable



Appéndix 4-1-4. Habitat Smtaﬁiti‘ﬁ}@fzor@s Uppei‘ “MeikVWkst Eresk. Boldtade $cores denote units wheré fish
‘weré sdrfipled.
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*3 = suitable; 2 = marginal; 1 = unsuitable
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Appendix 4-1-5, Habntat Su«tabamy Scores Middie Mark West Creek Boldface scores denote units where fish
| o . were sampled.

Mark West Creek Middle Reach

Habitat Score*
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“13 - riffle S} ©28
14 lgide | o .| o@0
15 |riffle & small pools ;| 240 |
A - po&i 3 y , 2180
17 [riffle & tiny poa:is Il %0
18 - |poaliglide - ] <80
19 riffle | ¢ ] 080
20 ' |glide - 1 100
21 |braided riffle - f ~20
22 - |glide/pool | r100
23 ! [riffle 1 x i 40
24 ' |pool/glide 1 ora20
25  [riffle/glide (30
26 |pooliglide " 220
26a - |side pool “ 45
27 riffle " 45
28 iglide , 25
28a (glide -
29 lglide T T | S0 |
30 pool 50
30a |pool 45
31 pooliglide 80
32 |glide/pool 150
*3 = suitable; 2 = marginal; 1 = unsuitable

ﬁ:gomwmwugmmd
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M0 BINKS NI N 0 =1 NI B 0N W RIS G W 0B N W =ik
-0 S RS S e I S DN S N R e N DN W
N W00 0W = DI NI RIS -2 NI N W R GRS LW GWN WN W - WL W




Append|x 4-1-6. Habitat Suitabilfty Scor@s Lower Mark West Creek “Boldface scores denote units where fish

weré sampled
Mark West Creek Lower Reach
____Habitat Score”
Fall Summer Fall
Unit # |[Habitat Type Length, ft 1993 1994 1994
1 riffle §3 . 2 2 2
2 pool 300 3 3 3
2b pool 100 3 3 3
3 nffle j...18 | 2. 2. | 2
.4 9*"13 o Fsntl “fii?s* . 3. 3
_ S meiffle 20, 3 2 3
'8 ! ‘::‘ghde o : it 48 2 2 2
7 |hfne N Hpr20: vl 2 2
.8 pgol | EF 60° 3 ©3 3
no9 riffle G 15? 1 e e
=10 paol *h 30 3 "3 -3
11 riffle 20 1 1 "1
© 12 |pooliglide 4138 3 3 © 3
13 |[riffle b 485 2 2 T2
14 ° |pool “51100 & -3 3
115 |glide “E 20 2 2 2
-16 pool TThag 2 Flomsig ! 2
217 . [riffle AR L 1 1] 1
218 ' |pool 25228, 3 < 3
L19 . Jriffle - =530 1 g 9
"20  |podl “+300° 3 3 3.
n21  [riffle 520 1 1 9
22 7 |pool “i g8 | 3 3 3
123 riffle 20 1 S 1
24 |riffle T840 ¢ 1 Y 1
25  |pool 240 2 e T2
.26 riffle 130 1 1 1
s27  |pool 53%‘3113 ? g3
.28 riffle £7428 ! 3 1 3
729 |riffle - E “40 A TR IS
30 |pootiglide i3boe" -8 "3
31 pool 75 3 3 .3
32 glide/pool 60 3 3 3
33 |riffle 15 1 1 1
34  |pool/glide 120 3 3 3
35 |riffle 30 1 1 1
36  |pool 100 3 2 3
37 |riffle 40 1 1 1
38 pool 140 3 1 3

*3 = suitable; 2 = marginal; 1 = unsuitable




Appendix 4-1- 7 Habitat Suutabmty Scores, Upper Maacama Creek (Redwood Creek). Boldface scores denote
' units where fish wér’e sampled.

7%9 il

: : Gl
& : At : i

@Aaacama@reek Upper Reach

£ ae ; Habitat Score*:
. : N C . Fd Un:i Fall Summer | © Fall .
Unit# | . Habitat Type ' dengtt fl] 1993 | 1994 | 1994
1L pool . P : s 18:
2 glide . ¢ la: 80
3L pool " - e 45
41 glide w5 30
5L riffle o+ 80
7L |rifle & eascaae 24120
1 |glide - = 90
2 |rifflerglige -~ - 110
.3 .
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14

)

pool | . |:-45
rifle | ¢ . |2c-65
glide | {42
rifle - - 13;:;5440 f
ghide : . [ 525

rifle . - C | 2218
pool - ol am20
glide : | n83
iffle S| 25 °
glide ' "] ~-80 ¢
riffle &cascade ") .38
14 | lpool |23
15 poelforrgwed bydarr( ~:115

3= suxtable gsmang nal, 1= unswtabte
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Appeﬁdi§4-“1 -8, HEBitat Suitabiity SHorés; Middle Maadarha Creek.” Boldfate scoresdénote uints where fish
" wetésanmpled.

Maacama Creek Middle Reach

Habitat Score*

.} Summer | Fall
_ 1984 | 1994

glide &riffle -~ | ~60
Clolide 5| 478
|iffle . C ] 230
9 . |gide | ~q45
9a ' |side pool | ¥frs
10 |glide - ."360 |
‘11 |rifffe, cascades 40 !
12 [glide - - 88
13 |riffle & cascade 25
14 |[glide . - '50
15 |glide | Y170
16 |glide . 40
17 iglide . ¢ . .- ] "M28 |
18 riffle (R
19 glide : 90
20 ol/glide 1980
*3 = suitable; 2 = marginal; 1 = unsuitable

1

2

3
- 4 ‘ ; )
"5 |pooiglide | “105 |
6

7

8

9
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Appendix 4-1-9. Habitat Suitability Scores, Lower Maacama Creek. Boldface scores denote units where fish

. were sampled.
Mﬂacama gge&k Lower Reach _
.. Habitat. Sg@re' ‘

f Umt Fall summer Fall
Unit # Habuat '[@e ‘ L@t}gth ft|] 1993 1994 3994
P 1 pool 2146 3 .. -1

2 riffle i | 080 ° 1 ot : 21

3 |pool SRR B I B O M 1
4 glide : | 728 : 3 1 1

5  |riffie & glide | %0 3 1. 1

6  |pooliglide , -300 3 A 1

7  |pooliglide . | 110 3 1 1

8 poaliglide - -85 3 2 1
9 |glide . - | 60 .. 2 1
10 {pool : ”50 ’ 3 1 1
A1 |giide . 120 3 = E 1
112 |riffle/glide < -230 3 1.1 1
13 pooilghde ) + 90 3 2 1
14 |riffle . . 100 3 1. 1
(15 |glide | | 380 3 1 -1

3= su:tabte 2=margina! 1= unsuitable



Appendix 4-1-10. Habitat Suitability Scores, Middle Green Valley Creek. Boldface scores denote units where
fish were sampled.
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Appendix 4-2-5. Habitat Suitability Summary (Fished Units Only), Santa Rosa Creek.

U Santa Rosa Creek

Fall 1993 Summer 1994 Fall 1994
Habitat Units | Length, feet | Habitat Units | Length, feet | Habitat Units | Length, feet
Units | % | Feet] % |Units|] % | Feet | % | Units|{ % | Feet | %
Fished 5 100 | 360 | 100 5 100 | 360 | 100 5 100 | 360 | 100
Suitable 4 80 | 335 | 93 3 60 | 235 | 65 4 80 | 335 | 93
Marginal 0 o o 0 1 20 | 100 | 28 1 20 25 7
{Unsuitable] 1 20 | 2§ 7 1 20 25 7 0 0 0 | o

Lower Santa Rosa Creek
Fall 1993 Summer 1994 Fall 1994

Habitat Units | Length, feet | Habitat Units | Length, feet Habitat Units

Units % Feet % Units % Feet % Units % Feet %
Fished 6 100 775 100 7 100 | 1660 | 100 8 100 | 2010 | 100
Suitable 3 50 470 61 0 0 0 0 5 83 1775 88
Marginal 2 33 225 29 0 0 0 0 1 13 120 6
Unsuitable] 1 17 80 10 7 100 0 100 2 25 115 6




Appendix 4-2-6. Habitat Suitability Summary (Fished Units Only), Mark West Creek.

r—‘é?’tnesz. 17 Sumhmer 1994 | ] F&Mésa
Hab%xawnits “Length, feel Sitat Units

o0 TUOnitS [ % -] Feet |
1100|1495 |

Suitable . 571100
Marginal . |- 0. |- O
Unsuitable 0




Appendix 4-2-7. Habitat Suitability Summary (Fished Units Only), Maacama Creek.

i :ffamai Cmek

Fall 1993

1;»qmmef 1994

Fail 19!94

Habﬂat Umw

th feei

;.ength *’feet'

E» ﬂntw E
5 I

Leng :
’ :M“ .#% 1.1

,Umtsé

Umts _L_g@t

h' feel
%

Fished
Suitable :
n Mamiaal

¥

Iy

& 4@
0
0

1100

TFall 1993

Lower%aaﬁné Cmék —
Sum@e‘i* 1994

Habﬁat Unit&

*—-‘19“‘1

*Feet%

“Yen th' Toet.

Umiﬁ

S % 1L

"Feel.

%

Fished

Unsuitable

Suitable © |
Marginal -

c'oi-f».

-100
*100: |
Y
0
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Appendix 4-2-8. Habitat Suitability Summary (Fished Units Only), Green Valley Creek.




Appendix 4-3-1. Santa Rosa Creek Juvenile Abundance Data.

- {3 Al o
Upper Santa Rosg Creaﬁﬁ_g_gggar Lane)
Fail 1993 survey - er:1994 survey Fall 1994 survey
Habitat | Habitat Date Total thal ' Date Total | Date Total
Unit Type | Sampled | Trout Trout | | Sampled | Trout | Sampled | Trout
1(lower) pool 11-Nov-93] = 22 s 32 ¢ | 20-Jul-94 27 24-Oct-94 20
1(upper) | pool | 11-Nov-83| 19 3 ! 120-Jul-04| 30 [24-Oct-94| 16
2 rifle | 11-Nov-93 0 24-Oct-94 0
3 pool 11-Nov-93 17 ' 1 20-Jui-94 a3 24-0Oct-94 14
4 rifle | 11-Nov-93 0 s - 1 20-Jul-94 -2 24-Oct-94 1
6(upper) pool | 11-Nov-93 13 . 20-Jul-94 25 24-Oct-94 14
6(lower) pool | 11-Nov-93 7 ) 20-Jul-94 40 24-Oct-94 21
Middle Santa *“, reek ( L i %ﬁdder to Hwy 12 bridge)
Fall 1993 suw mer 4994 survey | Fall 1994 survey
Habitat | Habitat Date [~ ' | Total Date Total
Unit Type Sampled | . Trout | Sampled | Trout
1 pool 8-Nov-93 | 141 28-0Oct-94 15
2+3 riffle/pool | 8:Nov-93 12 28-Oct-94 1
5 pool 8Nov-93 | . .. 1 28-Oct-94 4
6 pool 8-Nov-93 24 28-Oct-94 3
19 pool 8-Nov-83 9 28-0ct-94 2
34 riffle/pool | 8-Nov-83 | 0 28-Oct-94 0
35 pool 9-Nov-93 24 28-Oct-94 2
1]
Lower Santa Rosa CPmek@m below Willowside bridge)
Fall 1993 surv 994 survey | Fall 1994 survey
Habitat Habitat Date Total Date Total
Unit Type Sampled | . Tr Trout | Sampled | Trout
1 glide/pool | 3-Nov-83 | 0. - | 0 26-Oct-94 0
8(upper) pool 13-Nov-83} ™ - i 26-Oct-94| - 0
18 riffle 0 26-Oct-94{ - 0
22 | riffle/glide | 2-Nov-83| 0 0 |26-Oct-94| ©
24A | riffle/glide | 2-Nov-93 [ 0’ nh  |26-Oct-94] 0
24 riffle/glide | 2-Nov-83 | -0 0 26-Oct-94 nh
32(upper) | glide/pool S _ 0 26-Oct-94 0
34 | glidespool | 2-Nov-83 }% ‘1% -J 27-Julg4'| 0 [26-Oct-94] 0




Appeéridix 4-3-2] Mdik-West CrééK Jiverile Abundance Data.

EE!' Mark West Creek (Alpme Road)
. z 5o, watlEE i WS Y

__Fall 1994 Survey

Total

“Trout

e e
S N

Néoooooo

“Fall 1@94 Survey

24 -

26(middie)| -
26(upper) | .
e L

gINow-83 1 : ¢ -
957\10%93*

ws-Nosz-Qs% N

ﬁ

J10iNowse3] -
| 10-Nov-83) ..« -
{10-Nov-93}| . -

Date

. Total

= Trout .

25-Jul-
25-Ju€—94
25-Jul-94
25-Jul-94
25-Jul-94,
25-Jul-94}:

211-

*2 e F

21:0ct-

. }21:0ct-04] -

10
11
2
13
8
1
17
0

tenovsyl

Habttat Habi

© Unit

27

28 (iom) 1 ﬁ??

28 (uppeﬁ
%2
34
36

30-Oct-93

2 ‘i\}
R bl

il

’F‘an 1994 Survey

Date

Sampled. |

Total

20-Oct-g4 -
"120-Oct-94

20-Oct-94

Trout

coooan




Appendix 4-3-3. Maacama Creek.Juvenile Abundance Data.

Fall 1994 survey

Habitat otal -] Total | Date Total | Total
Unit | -Cohg | Trout | Sampled | Coho | Trout
1L : + 4 127-Oct-94{ 0O 0
2L L+ i '127-Oct-94] ' 0 1
3L i 18 27-Oct-94] O 10
1 T2 }27-Oct94] O 0
3 $27-Oct-894] 0 7

.. _Fall 1994 survey

Habitat 1 Date Total | Total
Unit ~Sampled | Cotio | Trout

2(lower) | ih |27-Qct-94/ 0 0

2(uppen) |’ 1 27-Oct-94] 70 0
3 7 |27-Oct-94| * 0 0
5 T27-Octig4] 0 0
9A 127-0ct-94| 0 0

10(upper) L 127-0ct-04] O 0

20(lower) Q0 127-Oct-94] 0 0

20(upper)’ 127-0¢t-84| 0 0

. - Fall 1984 survey

Habitat‘ i | Date Total | Total
Unit | Sampled | Coho | Trout
1 -Nov-93l 0 127-0Oct-84] nh nh
7 . glider {17 v~93’ ( 27-Oct:94| nh nh

8(upper) | o1~ “"18« v-93 27:0ct-84f nh | nh
9 k oFE - $27:0ct-94|. . nh " nh
13 18~Mov-93 27-0ct-94| nh nh




v
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Appendix 4-3-4,.Green Vailey Creek Juvenile Abundance Data.

e Green Valley Creek (Allen Ranch)

Fal 1965 cumey

Habitat
Unit

Habitat
Type

- Summer 1994 survey

Fall 1994 survey

| Tmat

Date
1 Sampled-

Total

ot

Total
Trout

Date
Sampled

Total
Coho

Total
Trout

6
13(lower)
13(upper

14

15
17(lower)

pool
pool
pool
pool
pool
pool

22-Nov-93

22-Nov-93 -

22-Nov-93

22-Nov-83
22-N€)¢‘45-Q§ . .-,
22-Nov-93} ' " |

fEan

k)
b

28-Jul<84 | .
: &’28’-1@ ﬁ & 0’”‘
' 28-Jul-04
; 28-Julk94
T 28-Jul-84 |

O“’;

12
15
16
5
20
40

31-Oct-94
31-Oct-94
31-Oct-94
31-Oct-94
31-Oct-94
31-Oct-94

000 QCO =

OCOOMOON

H
-

sy ik

b e« e R S T A

E.
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;
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Appendix 4-3-5. Summary of Juvenile Rainbow Trout Abundance by Stream Reach and Age Class, Fall 1993, Summer 1994, and Fall 1994,

SRC G\VC

Fall Summer | Fall Fall Fal | Fall | Summer| Fall

1993 1994 | 1994 1993 1994 1993 1994 1994
Upper 111 262 | 123 64 36
Middle 7.3 30.1 3.9 24 0 22 18.0 1.33
Lower 0.2 0.0 0 3.0 0 :

Young-of -the-year Rainbow 1 rout; nik

Fall | Summer| Fall Fall | Summer i, Falby Fall Fall . | Summer | Fall

1993 1994 1994 1993 W* {1994 < ,% 1994 1994 1993 1994 1994
Upper 10.7 21.0 66 | 46 160 | 03 ] 252 3.2 0.2
Middie 59 25.0 34 24 27.0° o A S 1% N 36 0.0 22 13.2 0.7
Lower 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.8 10 -] 03 - 4.0 0.0 0.0




Appendix 4-3-6. Fork Lengths of Young-of-the-Year Rainbow Trout, Fall 1993, Summer 1994 and Fall 1994

EIES ‘Young-of-the-year Rainbow Trout &
w S Fall | Summer| Fall Fall ;| Summ Fall Falt : : Fall | Summer| Fall
Ik 1903 | 1994 | 1994 | 1993} |- 1994 | 1904 | 1903 | Z1994 1993 | 1694 | 1994
; 75 126 46 2 . | 112 2 126 | 5 18
{upper ,mm | 667 85.7 63.5 38, | 738 83.5 875 | 67.1
| g 10.6 9.3 7.0 123 10.9 74

175
74.7
8.9

24
771.7
6.7

17
84,9

G T4

et
f%:

13
78.4 .
14.6

79
65.9
6.4

—

869 |

17

8.;%

16
98.1
6.2
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Appendix 4-3-8. Abundance of Juvenile Steelhead Over One Year Old
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Appendix 4-4-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Seine Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994,

- o Fall 1993 T Summer 1994 Fall 1994
1. ; Upper | Middle | Lower | Dpper [Middle | Lower | Upper | Middie | Lower |
Salmonidae ‘ T
| Steelhead juvenile Onchorhynchus mykiss 78 51 1 157 ‘ 86 27
f§ ria roach Hesperoleucus smmeﬁricw 74 803 97 215
E  shiner Notemigonus crysolegcas ™ | 1
# amento sucker | Catostomus occidentalis - 1 36 1 7
quitofish Gambusia affns ?_ 4 73
‘osteidae P
4 Threespine stickleback |Gasferosteus aculeatus S 40 14
~ICentrarchidae B
Lepomismamchws; 11 2 6
*| Lafgemouth bass Micropterus salmoides | 1 1
|Coltidae B E
Coastrange sculpin | Coftus aleuticus 1 13 9 177 | 105 | -6 39 | 48 2
¢4 Prickly sculpin Cottus asper R 1 1 - 6
“|Other Veriebrata : e
Bullfrog Rana catesbelana ; 1 1
*|_Bullfrog tadpole Rana catesbeiana 57 4 | 94 92




Appendix 4-4-2. Mark West Creek:

Seine Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994.

1

Fall 1994 _

zUppar Middie | Lower

pries g gy

e

e

pa—"

: : 830 [

 HURER TN i

ogn L i

AR |

1 H 3 P

! 3]
Cofttus aleuticus

Dther Verlebrata
“Bulifrog tadpole_

'|Rana catesbeiana




Appendix 4-4-3. Maacama Creek: Seine Catches of Various Species of Fish, 1993-1994.

Fall 1093 |  Summer1994 | Fall 1954

|| T M I R
! ) DR AU T B! A - f ; B o
- 132 . 2 21 i 51 29 1 18 :

16

painz g D

Gaswrosteus acu!eatus 1 | 173; B

ot
t AR

[Fcoastrange scupin— [Cottis alouticus ™~~~ | 18 | . |
{|_Prickly sculpin Cottus asper 1 n




Appendix 4-4-4. Green Valley Creek: Seine Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1993-1994,

C(xéslraage sctilpln .

[Other Vertebrata L
Bullfeog tadpofe = IRan N 2-}1 16 | 37
Rough—skimd nevd* " AN 1



Appendix 5-1. Summary of Coho Salmon and Steelthead Trout Returns to the Warm Springs Hatchery, 1990-
' 1994.

~Steeihead Trout

1990- [ 1991- | 1992- | 1993-
Month | Days | |- 19914 1992 | 1993 | 1994
November | 1st-7th _ e
8thitath| | ‘ .
15the1st] . foadll SO B
n 22"@0”‘ { e
December | 1st-7th 1 2
8th-14th ) 6 5
15th<21st | 0 4
22nd-31st 5! 1 32
January 1st-7th | ‘ 13 116 47
8th-14th 16 137 25
15th-21st 14 110 20
N 22nd-31st 69 | 153 | 201
February | 1st-7th: 71 334 37
8th-14th; 253 | 474 | 208
| 15th:Z1st) 178 | 279 | 188
22nd:28th 166 | 274 | 185
March 1st7the .1 b 198 184 123
sth-fath | T ] 183 | 202 | 137
: 211 68 192
96 | 112 | 148
April 77 37 67
22 56 53
170 | 99 34
5 | 29 52
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