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1.0 SUMMARY

The Anadromous Fish Migration Study Program initiated in 1993-94 was continued in
1994-95, with the results described in this report. This program included six months of
fyke-netting of steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykisg and other fishes moving upstream and
downstream in tributaries of the Laguna de Santa Rosa (Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West
Creek) potentialy affected by the City's reclaimed water discharges. Fyke nets were also
deployed in a reference stream (Maacama Creek) that does not receive any reclaimed
water. The study also included watershed-wide monitoring of habitat quality, spawning
success, and juvenile rearing in the above-mentioned streams, and in an additiona
reference stream (Green Valley Creek). Studies conducted from January through March in
1991, 1992, and 1993 concentrated on fyke-netting of steelhead migrating upstream, and
only in Santa Rosa and Mark West creeks. A summary of the anadromous fish migration
studies conducted since 1988 appearsin Table 2.1.

Unusually heavy rains in the 1994-95 wet season caused high stream flows for extended
periods during the prime season for expected steelhead migration. As a result, the number
of days when fyke nets could be operated was about half as many as in the preceding wet
season, and few steelhead adults were captured in Santa Rosa and Mark West creeks. The
numbers of fish captured in the 1994-95 migration season were too few to revea any
potential relationship to the concentration of reclaimed water in the migration corridor.
However, when combined with data from the previous years of the study (1991-1994), the
1994-95 data augment and reaffirm the conclusion reached at the end of the 1993-94
study (MSC 1995): steelhead show no avoidance of reclaimed water.

The unusually wet winter of 1994-95 led to greatly improved habitat conditions in the
upstream juvenile rearing areas during the summer of 1995, relative to conditions
prevaent the summer before (which followed a very dry winter). Juvenile rearing areas are
located in Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks upstream of any reclaimed water discharges.
In the summer of 1995, study area streams flowed continuously throughout the reaches
occupied by juvenile salmonids, and summer survivorship was correspondingly high. In the
previous summer (1994), diversons by agricultura and residential water users
exacerbated aready dry conditions, lowering water tables to such an extent that large
areas of juvenile habitat went completely dry, and summer survivorship of juveniles
throughout most of the study area was poor.

The overall conclusion after five years of intensive study is that the discharge of reclaimed
water during the wet season into the migration corridor for salmonids using the Laguna
system has no measurable impact on salmonid migration or population size. Rearing
habitat conditions faced by juveniles residing upstream in the watersheds is a far more
important factor affecting the juvenile population size.

JULY 19, 1996 1
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2.0 INTRODUCTION

Steelhead trout (Oncorhynchus mykisg and coho salmon (O. kisutch) stocks indigenous
to the study area migrate from the Pacific Ocean, up the Russian River, and into its
tributaries to reproduce (Figure 2-1). The Laguna de Santa Rosa is one of the Russian
River tributaries through which these anadromous fish migrate. The Santa Rosa
Subregional Reclamation System (Subregional System) and the City of Windsor discharge
reclamed water (i.e., tertiary-treated reclaimed water) to the Laguna de Santa Rosa
system at the locations shown in Figure 2-2. 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 environmental factors on the migration and
reproductive success of anadromous (i.e., fish species whose adults live in the ocean but
return to fresh water to spawn) fishes in the Laguna de Santa Rosa system. Steelhead have
been petitioned for listing by the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS). No state
listing for the steelhead currently exists. Coho are listed by NMFS as “proposed
threatened” under the Endangered Species Act, and listed by California Department of
Fish And Game (CDFG) as “endangered”. This section of the report describes the project
background, the study area, and the scope of the field studies.

2.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND

The Anadromous Fish Migration Study Program has been conducted in the Laguna system
in three phases listed in Table 2.1 and described below.

Visual Monitoring. Anadromous fish (primarily steelhead trout) migrate into the
Laguna system to spawn during the winter. At the request of the 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 of movements and approximate size of the anadromous
fish populations migrating through the Laguna. This phase of the study program did
not produce any 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.

JULY 19, 1996 2
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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 upstream 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 reclamed water
concentration in the Laguna system. Fyke nets are effective only when stream flows
are relatively low, but reclaimed water concentration tends to be highest when stream
flows are low. Thus, any effect of the reclaimed water on fish passage would most
likely be observed during relatively low flow conditions. Those studies (Roth, et al.
1991, 1992, 1993) showed that adult steelhead migrated through the reclaimed water
zone in Santa Rosa Creek when reclaimed water concentrations were very 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. Not all migrating
fish could be caught because the netting method cannot be employed following rains
that create high flows, when most adult steelhead tend to migrate.

Water shed-wide Monitoring. The City of Santa Rosa initiated the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement in 1993 to
evauate alternatives for the management of reclaimed water through 2010. Because
alternatives potentially involve increasing the rate of reclaimed water discharge (and
thus the concentration of reclaimed water 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 to reflect the alternatives formulation process.
The review process involved the input of key agencies (CDFG, Regiona 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 aso of downstream migrating adults and juveniles. In
addition, surveys of habitat quality and number of juvenile salmonids in representative
portions of each watershed where reproduction occurs were included. A report
produced following the 1993-94 study (M SC 1995) provided a synthesis of the studies
completed to date, detailed descriptions of the study strategy and methodology, and a
description of salmonid life histories in California. This report summarizes the results
of the Phase 2 and 3 studies, including the 1994-95 study. Additional information on
methodology and salmonid life historiesis given in the previous report (M SC 1995).
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Table 2.1.

Summary of Anadromous Fish Migration Studies

Fyke Netting
Visual Upstream Downstream Habitat/Juvenile
Year Monitoring Migrating Adults | Migrating Adults | Density Surveys
& Smolts

1988-1989 Winter
1989-1990 Winter
1990-1991 Jan - Mar
1991-1992 Jan - Mar
1992-1993 Jan - Mar Fall
1993-1994 Nov - Apr Nov - Apr Summer, Fall
1994-1995 Nov - Apr Nov - Apr Summer, Fall

2.2 STUDY AREA
2.2.1 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 during unusua hydrologic
conditions when discharges are limited to five percent of river flow). The Laguna de Santa
Rosa is a tributary of the Russian River, and has several tributaries, including Mark West
Creek and Santa Rosa Creek (Figure 2-1). Mark West Creek and Santa Rosa Creek are
believed to be the only Laguna tributaries presently supporting salmonid spawning runs
(Bill Cox, Area Biologist, CDFGpers. comm 1994, and this study).

Reclamed 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 2-2). In
addition, the City of Windsor (Windsor) releases reclaimed 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.

JULY 19, 1996 6
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Fish migrating through the Laguna system experience different reclamed water
concentrations in each of severa reaches called “Dilution Zones’ in Figure 2-2. Between
the Russian River and the Windsor discharge at Trenton-Healdsburg Road (Zone A, 2.9
miles), the Laguna carries all discharges from both Windsor 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 all
discharges from the Subregiona System (none from Windsor), 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, adult fish migrating from the Russian River to Mark West Creek must pass through
Zones A and B (approximately 4.9 miles), and fish en route to Santa Rosa Creek must
pass through Zones A, B, C, and D (approximately 7.1 miles).

2.2.2 Headwaters and Watersheds

The headwaters of the study streams are shown in Figure 2-3, which also shows the
locations of Maacama Creek and Green Valey Creek. Maacama Creek, which does not
receive any reclamed 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, hydrology, topography, and other
respects to Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek, and was selected as a control or
reference stream for this study. Fyke nets were set in Maacama Creek just upstream from
its confluence with Franz Creek. Locations of fyke nets and areas where habitat
evaluations and juvenile salmonid density studies were conducted are also shown in Figure
2-3. Due to access restrictions, Redwood Creek (an upstream tributary of Maacama
Creek) was used as the “upper” reach of Maacama Creek in the habitat and juvenile
density studies.

Green Valley Creek is the lower portion of 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 (Bill Cox, Area Biologit,
CDFG, pers. comm. 1994, and this study), but also receives reclaimed water discharged
by the Forestville/Graton wastewater treatment plant. Thus, Green Valley Creek servesin
this study as an analog of the Laguna system.

JULY 19, 1996 7
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2.2.3 Reclaimed Water Discharges

Reclaimed water is discharged to the Laguna de Santa Rosa system by the Subregiond
System between October 1 and May 14 at rates of up to five percent of Russian River
flow. Reclamed water consists of tertiary-treated municipa sewage from the greater
Santa Rosa area. Reclaimed water is produced at the Laguna treatment plant, where
extended aeration converts ammonia (potentially toxic to aquatic life) to nitrate (not
toxic), and filtration removes solids. Reclaimed water quality meets federal water quality
criteria established to protect aguatic life, with the exception of cyanides (Water Quality
Impact Analysis, MSC 1996¢). As such, Santa Rosa's reclaimed water is considered to be
of high quality relative to other municipal reclaimed waters. 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 is
presented in Reclaimed Water Quality Technical Report, (MSC 1996a), and Reclaimed
Water QualityUpdateTechnical Report, (M SC 1996b).

2.3 SCOPE OF FIELD STUDIES

The Phase 3 study program was developed to characterize stages of the anadromous fish
life cycle that are potentially affected by reclaimed 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 steelhead adults (“kelts”) through
the Laguna to the sea. This approach was developed by a cooperative effort of state and
federa agencies, interested public, and the HBA Consulting Team. Specificaly, 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. Fyke
nets are traps which funnel fish into holding cages. These 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 January 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 and from November 1994 through
April 1995 in the lower reaches of Santa Rosa Creek, Mark West Creek and Maacama
Creek. Fyke nets were aso deployed for 33 days in March and April 1994 at a sitein
the Laguna downstream from the confluences of Santa Rosa and Mark West creeks. A
one-week no-discharge window was provided to test whether fish catches increase
when discharges are suspended. The window was provided by the Subregiona System
in February 1994 and again in February 1995, during periods when upstream
movements of adult steelhead are most likely to occur.

Monitoring of post-spawned adult steelhead returning to the sea, plus steelhead
and coho smolts migrating downstream from the nursery areas in Santa Rosa
Creek, Mark West Creek and Maacama Creek to the sea. Downstream fyke nets

JULY 19, 1996 9
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were deployed at the same sites and time periods described above for Phase 3 studies
of upmigrating adults. Coho adults invariably die after spawning and do not return to
the sea.

Estimation of the number of juveniles of each year class (young-of-the year,
yearlings, age 2 and older) in three representative reaches of Santa Rosa Creek,
Mark West Creek and Maacama Creek (the upper reach studied in Maacama
Creek was located on Redwood Creek, a major tributary of Maacama Creek),
and in one reach of Green Valley Creek. Habitat quality was also assessed in the
same reaches of these creeks. The juvenile density and habitat surveys were first
conducted in November 1993, before winter storms stimulated outmigration of smolts.
The juvenile density and habitat surveys were conducted at the same locations in July
and October 1994 and again in July and October-November 1995.

The results of the fyke-netting portions of the study are presented in Section 3.0 of this
report, and the results of the habitat and juvenile density surveysin Section 4.0.

JULY 19, 1996 10
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3.0 FYKE NET MONITORING

3.1 INTRODUCTION

The upstream passage of steelhead through the Laguna de Santa Rosa into Mark West
Creek and Santa Rosa Creek relative to reclaimed water releases was studied using fyke
nets during January through March for three winters (1991, 1992, and 1993). The 1993-
94 fyke-netting program was expanded to include trapping of downstream migrants and
trapping in a control stream without reclaimed water (M aacama Creek). Trapping duration
was extended, a no-discharge “window” in February was evauated, and a fyke net
location was added in the lower Laguna to evaluate trapping effectiveness and Laguna
residence time of migrants. The expanded program was designed in part to evaluate
movements of any coho that may use these streams, as well as steelhead. The same
program was followed during the 1994-95 migration season, except that trapping was not
conducted at any Laguna sites, since sufficient data on trapping efficiency and travel time
was obtained in 1993-94.

The main focus of these studies is not to count all 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
provides the means for capturing 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 to be
deployed. Flows too high for the nets to fish typicaly dilute reclaimed water
concentrations to low (and possibly ecologically insignificant) levels.

3.2 METHODS
3.2.1 Net Construction

Fyke nets 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 along nylon-
mesh funnel kept open by a series of square steel frames. 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
dimensions of these nets and details of their installation are provided in a previous report

JULY 19, 1996 11
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(MSC 1995). The net design is appropriate for stream flows up to about 150 cubic feet
per second (cfs) at the net sites in the creeks studied. The limitation of being able to fish
efficiently only at flows under about 150 cfsis discussed in Section 3.2.5.

3.2.2 Net Locations

During the 1993-94 study, fyke nets were located in Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West
Creek at the same sites used during the first three years, and a a new site in Maacama
Creek. Beginning in late March 1994, nets were aso 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 1994, 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 sailmonid
smolts. The same locations were used in the 1994-95 study, with the following exceptions:
1) No fyke nets were used in the Laguna; and 2) at the Santa Rosa Creek site persistent
attacks by river otters on entrapped fish during November 1994 forced relocation of the
nets to a new site about 1.5 miles upstream. The locations of the fyke netting sites are
shown in Figures 2-2 and 2-3 and listed below:

Mark West Creek -- adjacent to the ranch of Mr. Tom Cunningham, just east of
Slusser Road, 1.9 miles upstream from the confluence of Mark West Creek and the
Laguna.

Santa Rosa Creek -- prior to December 1994, 0.3 miles above the Delta Pond
discharge, 0.6 miles west of Willowside Road. Beginning 7 December 1994, about 1.8
miles above Delta Pond discharge, 0.9 miles east of Willowside Road (not shown in
Figures 2-2 or 2-3).

Maacama Creek -- 0.4 miles downstream from the Chalk Hill Road bridge.
3.2.3 Net Deployment

The 1994-95 fyke net fishing season began on 7 November 1994, following the season's
first magor rainfall that began on 4 November. Fyke-netting was terminated on 28 April
1995. The unusually heavy rainfall that occurred during the 1994-95 wet season produced
flooding that precluded any fyke-netting for long periods, most notably a 40-day period
that included the entire month of January, and a three week period in March. At other
times, nets were necessarily removed for a few days following normal rainfal events, and
for a few days a a time early and late in the season, when lack of rain led to low
streamflow and little or no fish movement. Experience in prior years, especially 1993-94,
showed that little information was gained by fishing continuoudly during dry periods after
salmonids had stopped moving.

JULY 19, 1996 12
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3.2.4 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. Dorsa 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 caudal
(tail) fin; on the upper lobe if upmigrating and on the lower lobe if downmigrating.
Recaptured fish were not punched further upon recapture.

3.2.5 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 may easily move severa 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.

A no-discharge "window" of seven days duration was provided by the Subregiond
System, from 20-26 February 1995. The purpose of providing this window was to test
whether or not the absence of reclamed water during the prime period for expected
steelhead movement would result in an increase in the number of upmigrants captured.

3.2.6 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 Subregiona System staff
and by the City of Windsor.

The stream flow estimates for 1994-95 are based on data from stream stage (depth)
recording equipment located in Santa Rosa Creek at Willowside Road, Mark West Creek
at Slusser 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 stage curves that were developed empirically for each
gage location using the method described for Trenton-Healdsburg Road in (Roth et al.
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1992). The regression equations that were used to convert 1994-95 stage data to
estimates of flow are summarized in Table 3-1.

Table 3-1.

Regression Equations Used to Convert 1994-95 Stage Heights to Flow Rates.

L ocation Regression Equatiort
Laguna at Trenton- For x <2 ft: y = 3.5276X +2.4802¢ + 6.0987x - 0.0157
Heal dsburg Road For x >2ft: y =-0.3477% + 14.247¥ + 6.6009x - 6.066
Mark West Creek For x <0.5 ft: y =5.9517x + 0.027
For x >0.5ft: y = 0.8773% + 8.8061x¢ +19.443 - 4.9253
Windsor Creek taken as 21.7% of Mark West Creek flow
Santa Rosa Creek for all x: y =51.985X - 26.576x + 11.343
a y =flow incfs, and x = water depth in feet.

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

Table 3-2.

Calculation of Stream Flow and Reclaimed Water Concentration in Discharge

Zones.
Zone Stream Flow Reclaimed Water Concentration
A Flow in Laguna at Trenton-Healdsburg Total Subregional System and Windsor
Road plus Windsor discharge discharges divided by stream flow in Zone A
B Flow in Laguna at Trenton-Healdsburg | Total Subregional System discharge divided
Road minus flow in Windsor Creek by stream flow in Zone B
C Flow in Laguna at Trenton-Healdsburg | Total Subregional System discharge divided
Road minus flow in Mark West Creek by stream flow in Zone C
minus flow in Windsor Creek
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
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3.3 RESULTS
3.3.1 Stream Flow

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

The 1994-95 season was unusually wet. Tota rainfall recorded at the treatment plant on
Llano Road was 28.1 inches from January through March 1995 (as opposed to 8.4 inches
for the same months in 1994). Flows exceeding 8,000 cfs occurred twice in Santa Rosa
Creek (Figure 3-1, Appendix 3-1), and Laguna flows exceeding 2,000 cfs occurred for
extended periods at Trenton-Healdsburg Road. The data for January 8-10 and March 9-10
show that for brief periods, flow was much greater in Santa Rosa Creek than further
downstream in the Laguna at Trenton-Healdsburg Road. This illustrates the rapid
response time of the Santa Rosa Creek hydrograph mentioned above. Stream gages were
not functioning during the flood periods (9-15 January and 10-15 March). Flow estimates
in Appendix 3-1 for those periods (italicized) were calculated based on a regression of
Russian River flow at Hacienda Bridge on Laguna flows at Trenton-Healdsburg Bridge.
Minimum and mean flows a Trenton-Healdsburg Road are compared for each year since
1991 in Table 3-3.

Table 3-3.

Minimum and Mean Flows at Trenton-Healdsburg Road
January 1 - March 31, 1991-1995

Year Minimum Mean
cfs cfs
1991 33 455
1992 35 630
1993 115 1,168
1994 23 294
1995 101 1,456
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3.3.2 Reclaimed Water Discharges

The location and daily volume of discharges from the Subregional System and City of
Windsor, and daily estimates of reclaimed water concentration in each of the four zones
are provided in Appendix 3-1. Because flows were high, reclaimed water concentrationsin
the Laguna system were relatively low in 1994-95. The concentrations were usualy less
than 20 percent, except in zone D (Santa Rosa Creek), where concentrations of 40-56
percent occurred in December. During the previous winter, which was very dry with low
flows, concentrations as high as 92 percent occurred, and 50-60 percent concentrations
prevailed in Zone D during much of December and January (MSC 1995). The maximum
daily reclaimed water concentration was rarely less than five percent in the fish migration
corridors in 1993-94, whereas in 1994-95, it was less than five percent on about one-third
to one-half of the days during the study period (Table 3-4).

Table 3-4.

Summary of Reclaimed Water Concentrations in Laguna Zones

Year Zones A-D? Zones A&PB’ Total
Jan - Mar # days under # days over # days under # days over DaysC
5% 5% 5% 5%
1991 10 77 15 72 87
1992 20 66 18 68 86
1993 21 68 35 54 89
1994 11¢ 79 14° 76 20
1995 33 57 46° 44 20
a Migration corridor of Santa Rosa Creek.
b Migration corridor of Mark West Creek.

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

3.3.3 Fyke Net Catch

Appendix 3-2 contains the salmonid catch data illustrated in both tables and graphs for
each day fished at each net site. Also included are daily rainfall data (Llano Road) and
information about net effectiveness. Appendix 3-3 provides information on the length and
sex of each salmonid caught, whether it was marked, notes on reproductive condition, and
previous marks. Appendix 3-4 is a summary of salmonid adult recaptures, based on
analysis of datain Appendix 3-3. Appendices 3-5-1 to 3-5-3 summarize data on steelhead
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smolts captured moving downstream, and data on coho and chinook samon
(Oncorhynchus tshawytschg smolts captured moving upstream and downstream are
provided in Appendix 3-5-4. Appendix 3-6 summarizes fishing effectiveness, and
Appendix 3-7 lists al vertebrates captured in each fyke net for each day of the study. Fish
catches are summarized according to whether they were caught moving upstream or
moving downstream. However, not al trapped fish can be assumed to be migrating, since
some upstream and downstream movements are undoubtedly local, especially among
resident non-salmonid species.

A total of 25 species of fish, two reptile species, and three amphibian species were
captured in the fyke nets in 1994-95 (Appendix 3-7). Slightly more than half the fish
species are native to the Russian River system, the rest are introduced. The native species,
in addition to steelhead and coho, include three species listed by the state as species of
gpecia concern: Navarro roach (Lavinia symmetricus navarroensig, Russian River tule
perch (Hysterocarpus traskii pomd, and hardhead (Mylopharodon conocephalug. Other
native fish species captured include Sacramento blackfish (Orthodon microlepidotug,
Sacramento squawfish (Ptychochellus grandig, Sacramento sucker (Catastomus
occidentalis), Threespine stickleback (Gasterosteus aculeatug, Coastrange sculpin
(Cottus aleuticug, Prickly sculpin (C. asper), and Hitch (Lavinia exilicauda). Chinook
salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytschg are not considered native to the Russian River
(Moyle, 1976), but have been introduced by CDFG. One of the reptiles, northwestern
pond turtle (Clemmys marmorata marmoratg, is a native species and is a state species of
specia concern. The other turtle (pond dider, Pseudemys scripta) is the "pet store turtle”,
native to the American south and midwest. Two of the amphibians are natives. western
toad (Bufo boreas) and red-bellied newt (Taricha rivularig. The third, bullfrog (Rana
catesbeiang is introduced.

There were two long periods of high water when the fyke nets were not in service, from
late December through early February, and again for a three-week period in March
(Appendix 3-2). As aresult, only five adult steelhead were captured in Santa Rosa Creek
(one moving upstream, four downstream), and only six in Mark West Creek (five moving
upstream, one downstream), as shown in Table 3-5. All of the adults captured in Santa
Rosa and Mark West creeks were wild fish (i.e., not hatchery-raised). Hatchery-raised fish
can be recognized by abnormalities in the dorsal and sometimes the pectora fins. Some
hatchery stocks are adipose fin-clipped as smolts.

In contrast, a total of 47 captures of adults occurred in Maacama Creek. However, most
of those captured in Maacama Creek were obviously hatchery fish. These fish had the
usua fin abnormalities, but aso had been punched in the caudal fin indicating that they
were excess spawners relocated upstream from the hatchery (R. Gunter, Hatchery
Manager, CDFG, pers. comm, 1995). Some disorientation among these fish is typicadl,
because they were taken when ready to spawn from their natal stream (Dry Creek) and
then relocated to the Russian River many miles upstream. Unable to detect olfactory cues
from their natal stream, they wander up unfamiliar streams looking for places to spawn.
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Only 19 of the adult steelhead captured in Maacama Creek were wild fish, and two of
these were recaptures (Appendix 3-3-3,3-4).

Steelhead smolt captures in 1994-95 were less than ten percent of the preceding year in
Santa Rosa Creek, and 13 percent in Maacama Creek (Table 3-5). In Mark West Creek
the number of smolts was also lower, but only by about a third.

Two coho smolts were captured in Santa Rosa Creek in February 1995 (Tables 3-5). Both
specimens had the adipose fin clipped off, indicating hatchery origin. One coho smolt, also
with a clipped adipose fin, was captured in Mark West Creek. In Maacama Creek, only
four coho smolts (all wild) were captured in 1994-95 (compared to 167 in the previous
year (MSC 1995).

A few chinook (king) salmon were captured in Santa Rosa Creek and in Maacama Creek
in 1994-95 (Table 3-5). Chinook have not been captured in any of the previous years of
this study. One adult chinook was captured in Santa Rosa Creek in November, and five
juveniles were captured moving downstream in Santa Rosa Creek in late April. Chinook
samon smolt as young-of-the-year fish a few months after they are spawned.
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Table 3-5.

Summary of Fyke Net Salmonid Catch

Total Days Steelhead Catch Coho Catch Chinook Catch
Fished Juveniles Adults® Juveniles Adults Juveniles Adults
Creek Fishing Fishing | Down® Up Down Up Down | Up | Down | Up | Down Up Down | Up | Down | Up
Begun Ended

1993-1994 Fishing Season

SRC’ 15-Oct 1-May 128 129 653 218 23 16 1

MWC 15-Oct 1-May 123 125 317 104 19 15 4
MAAC | 30-Nov 1-May 119 122 601 204 26 32 163
1994-1995 Fishing Season

SRC 7-Nov 27-Apr 59 59 54 18

MWC 7-Nov 27-Apr 57 58 195 17

MAAC | 16-Nov 27-Apr 56 56 78 35 9 38

a

“Down” and “Up” refer to the direction the fish were migrating when captured.
b

including half-pounders
SRC = Santa Rosa Creek, MWC = Mark West Creek, MAAC = Maacama Creek

Cc
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3.3.4 Upmigrating Steelhead Catch in Relation to Reclaimed Water
Concentration

The estimated concentration of reclaimed water in each of the four zones was calculated
as a percentage of estimated streamflow, and is tabulated for each day in Appendix 3-1.
Fish caught in Santa Rosa Creek must swim through zones A through D, and fish caught
in Mark West Creek through zones A and B. Figures 3-2 and 3-3 show the catches of
upmigrating steelhead in Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek in relation to the
reclaimed water concentration through which they migrated. The catches are shown in
Figures 3-4 and 3-5 in relation to stream flow and reclaimed water concentration for Santa
Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek, respectively. Each filled circle represents a single fish;
unfilled circles represent days fished, but no fish caught. So few fish were captured in
1994-95, little can be concluded from these data alone. The data are combined for all the
years of the study in Figures 3-6 and 3-7.

For Santa Rosa Creek (Figure 3-6), no pattern of catches is discernible. Steelhead were
captured throughout nearly the entire range of concentration of reclaimed water, and at
high and low flows. For Mark West Creek (Figure 3-7) steelhead are, on average,
exposed to lower reclaimed water concentrations in their migratory corridor than are
those using Santa Rosa Creek. As in Santa Rosa Creek, adult steelhead were caught as
they moved upstream through a wide proportion of the reclaimed water concentrations
present in the Mark West Creek corridor, and over a wide range of flows. In both
streams, upmigrating steelhead were captured throughout the range of concentrations at
which most of the fishing effort was expended. No range of reclamed water
concentration, range of stream flow, or combination of these factors, appear from the
data to indicate an influence on adult steelhead migration in either Santa Rosa Creek or
Mark West Creek. No upmigrants were captured in either stream during the no-discharge
window provided in February 1995 (Figures 3-2 and 3-3)
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4.0 HABITAT AND JUVENILE ABUNDANCE
MONITORING

4.1 INTRODUCTION

In addition to the fyke net studies of upmigrating adult steelhead trout and coho salmon,
the Anadromous Fish Migration Study Program begun in 1993-94 included efforts to
study other aspects of reproduction and ecology of these populations during the
freshwater phases of their life cycles in the study streams. The objective of this part of the
study was to evaluate spawning success, fry or fingerling production, and juvenile
survivorship (the number of juveniles that 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 abundance, visua surveys of redd (nest) 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 linksin the life cycles of these
fishes in the study area, with the exception of the time spent at sea. The smolt trapping
program is described above in Section 3.0. This section describes the surveys of habitat
condition and juvenile abundance.

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 use these streams for spawning and rearing through the juvenile phases of
their life cycles. It was acknowledged at the outset of the study that numerous other
human activities (channelization, diversons and de-watering, dam construction, riparian
forest clearing, trash dumping, runoff of agricultural and urban wastes, and exotic species
introductions) had historically affected, and continue to affect, habitat conditions in these
streams, as in most of the streams in the region. It is also widely known that all of these
activities can have detrimenta effects on fish populations, especialy salmonids (Barnhart
1986, Moyle et al. 1989, Nehlsen et al. 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.

4.2 METHODS

4.2.1 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
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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, middie, and lower reaches, based on
elevation, average gradient, and distance from the Russian River (Table 4-1), and an index
zone was selected for surveys within each reach. One index zone was also established in
Green Valley Creek, which supports small runs of steelhead and coho. Figure 2-3 shows
the study area and locations of the index zones.

Table 4-1.

Habitat and Juvenile Density Index Zones

Creek Reach | Elevation (ft)* Location

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

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

Maacama Creek Upper 500-520 (Redwood Creek) Hwy 128 Bridge to Peter Michael Winery
Middle 200-240 Downstream from Camp Maacama, along 128
Lower 140-160 Chalk Hill Road

Green Valley Creek Upper [none]
Middle 150-180° | Allen Ranch
Lower [none]
Z feet above sealevel

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

In the initial surveys (October-November 1993), the entire length of each index zone was
surveyed by a team of two people. The stream habitat was classified by the habitat unit
approach (Bisson et al. 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 present or is
dominant. Details of the survey rationale and the methods used in this study are provided
in a previous report (MSC 1995). The main product of the habitat surveys is a physical
description of each habitat unit in each index zone, and a suitability ranking ("Salmonid
Habitat Score") from one to three for each unit.
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In subsequent surveys (July and October 1994, July and October 1995), all 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.

4.2.2 Juvenile Abundance Surveys

Fish were sampled in selected units within each index zone by repeated passes through the
unit with a beach seine of appropriate length for the unit. The methods for selecting the
units and conducting the sampling are explained in detaill in MSC (1995). Captured fish
were kept alive in aerated buckets during the sampling process, then released into the unit
after sampling was completed. All fish and other aquatic vertebrates were identified to
species, and the salmonids (steelhead or coho) were aso measured (fork length) and
examined for general condition. The same units were sampled in each survey. Comparison
of the numbers and sizes of fish in each unit near the beginning (July) and end (October-
November) of the summer dry period allows estimation of percent retention within the
sampling area over this critical time period, as well as inferences regarding spawning
success and juvenile growth rate. In some cases, fish within many of the sampling unitsin
the July surveys were already isolated by dry areas between the units (which remained dry
until the fall rains, thus eliminating the possibility of emigration), so the number remaining
in the fal in those cases can be used as a direct estimate of percent survival over the
summer dry period.

4.3 RESULTS
4.3.1 Habitat Condition

In the report prepared following completion of the 1993-94 studies (MSC 1995), the
habitat condition of each study stream was described, and comparisons were made among
streams and stream reaches. The general findings are summarized as follows: the first
survey (Fall 1993) revedled that each stream reach surveyed had habitat apparently
suitable for salmonid spawning and juvenile rearing, with lower Santa Rosa Creek (Santa
Rosa Flood Control Channel) presenting the least suitable condition (Green Valley Creek
was surveyed only in its middle reach). The most suitable conditions were found in upper
Santa Rosa Creek and upper Maacama Creek.

In the July 1994 survey it was found that all of the lower Santa Rosa Creek zone was
unsuitable for salmonids at this time because of high water temperature, and that all of the
units in lower Maacama were completely dry, as were many of the units in middle
Maacama and upper Mark West Creek. Apparently, the naturally low summer streamflow
a these sites following a low rainfall season (1993-94 was an unusually low rainfall year)
was greatly exacerbated by water diversions for agriculture and other purposes. In
contrast, ample flow was maintained throughout the summer in upper Santa Rosa Creek,
which has few diversions. Middle Santa Rosa Creek, middle and lower Mark West Creek,
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and middle Green Valley Creek all had reduced or absent surface flow, but had cool water
remaining in pools throughout the summer, due to subsurface flow.

By the time of the fal 1994 survey, surface flow (or at least standing water in pools) had
returned to the formerly dry sites, so that each index zone appeared again to have suitable
salmonid habitat, but some zones had no salmonids. This shows that, while habitat quality
may be a good predictor of potential fish productivity or carrying capacity, it is not
necessarily a good predictor of actual fish abundance at any given time; recent local
history (e.g., rainfall diversions, and spawning success) can be more important.

Rainfal for the 1994-95 rainy season was unusualy high, alowing a convenient
opportunity to compare the effects of a very dry year (1993-94) on habitat, salmonid
reproduction, and juvenile success with the effects of a very wet year during the next rainy
season. Two different, partially offsetting effects of the wet year on stream habitat were
revealed:

The heavy flooding of the 1994-95 winter caused a net increase in sediment deposition
a al of the index zones. Virtualy every pool unit was found to be shallower in
summer and fall 1995 than in the previous surveys, which is a negative result in terms
of habitat suitability for fishes. Deposition of fine sediment is often a major factor
limiting food supply for salmonids (interstitial spaces in the substrate are plugged by
sediment, and insect production plummets). Also, the pools are critical to fish surviva
during the annual summer dry season, and any reduction in pool depth presumably
increases crowding among the fish in the pools, increases vulnerability to predators,
and increases the probability for the pools to becoming dry or too warm during the
summer.

Streamflow persisted throughout summer 1995 at al of the index zones, probably
because of both an increase in available groundwater and a decrease in the amount of
water needed for agricultural diversions. Thus, even though the suitability for
samonids in many units had been diminished somewhat by sediment deposition,
suitability in summer 1995 was greatly increased (because of flow) relative to the
preceding summer.

Because the results of the 1993-94 study (MSC 1995) showed that there was no
relationship between traditional parameters of habitat suitability (e.g., pool-riffle ratios,
substrate texture, and pool depth) and juvenile abundance, no further analyses or
comparisons of habitat suitability will be conducted for this report. The obvious factors
affecting juvenile abundance and surviva in the study streams (e.g., artificial de-watering
of stream reaches) will be discussed further in Section 5.

4.3.2 Juvenile Abundance and Population Age Structure

The numbers of juvenile steelhead and coho collected in each unit sampled in each of the
two surveys in 1995 are provided in Appendix 4-1. Salmonid catches for the past three
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years are summarized as the mean number per habitat unit for each index zone in
Appendix Table 4-2. The total number of fish captured in al passes of the seine in each
unit is used as a conservative estimate of the true number of fish in the unit. Appendix 4-3
lists the total number of each species of fish and other vertebrates collected per index
zone.

Figures 4-1 to 4-3 show the mean number of steelhead per habitat unit found near the
beginning of the summer dry period (July sampling) compared with the number found in
the fall (October-November sampling) for each year of the study.

This comparison illustrates the impact of summer drought on juvenile survival. Figure 4-1
shows that summer mortality in 1994 was nearly 100 percent at upper Mark West Creek,
compared with 65 percent at upper Maacama Creek and 45 percent at upper Santa Rosa
Creek. Emigration can be ruled out as a possible explanation for the summer decline in
numbers at upper Mark West and upper Maacama creeks because the fish found in July
were dready isolated by absence of surface flow between the drying pools. Summer
mortality was greatly reduced following the very wet winter of 1995.

Another approach to studying the effects of dry versus wet years on juvenile success is to
examine the growth of juvenile fish over the summer dry period. Length-frequency
histograms of juvenile steelhead are provided in Figures 4-4 to 4-7, 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 30-130 mm size class in the fall surveys, with dight
variation among streams. The young-of-the-year fish are aways those represented by the
clusters furthest to the left in the figures. All other age classes (two, three, four years old),
are represented by smaller and less distinct clusters further to the right. The mean lengths
of young-of-the-year steelhead and coho at each index zone are shown in Appendix 4-4.
Juvenile coho (all young-of-the-year fish) were found only at Green Valley Creek in 1995
(Figure 4-8).

The daily average growth rate of young-of-the-year fish during summer 1995 is provided
in Appendix 4-5, showing, among other things, that fish generally grow at a faster rate the
lower they are in the stream system (because of greater space and food available, and
higher water temperature).
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Figure 4-1. Summer Survivorship of Juvenile
Steelhead at Upper Index Zones Following Dry vs.

Wet Rainfall Seasons
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Figure 4-2. Summer Survivorship of Juvenile Steelhead at Middle

Index Zones Following Dry vs. Wet Rainfall Seasons
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Figure 4-6. Length-frequency Distribution of Juvenile Steelhead,
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The relationship between growth of steelhead in their first year and rainfall can also be
examined by comparing the sizes of fish in the fall surveys for each of the past three years
(see Figure 4-9 and Appendix 4-6). The 1993 and 1995 winters were wet; the 1994 winter
was dry. Error bars in Figure 4-9 are +/- two standard errors, indicating that means with
non-overlapping error bars differ significantly (t-test results are given in Appendix 4-7).
Disregarding the cases where the sample size was only one or two fish alows severd
comparisons. upper index zones in Santa Rosa and Mark West Creeks, and the one zone
in Green Valley Creek showed no significant difference in fall mean length between the
past three years. However, juvenile steelhead in middle index zones in Santa Rosa and
Mark West Creeks were significantly larger in the two wet years than in the dry year. In
both cases they were adso significantly larger in 1995 (the wettest year) than in 1993
(above normal water year). In Maacama Creek, the middle and lower zones went dry in
summer 1994, and only a single young-of-the year steelhead was found in the upper zone
in Fall 1994. In the lower index zone, young-of-the-year steelhead were significantly larger
in 1995 (wettest) than 1993. However, at the upper index zone in Maacama Creek, young
steelhead were significantlymaller in 1995 than 1993.
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Fork Length, mm

Figure 4-9. Mean Fork Lengths (mm +/- 2 s.e.) in Fall
of Young-of-the-year Steelhead, 1993-1995
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5.0 DISCUSSION

The fyke-netting program conducted in 1994-95 turned out to be of limited usefulness
because so many days of potential fishing were lost, owing to high water levels resulting
from unusually heavy rainfal. Only 56-59 days were fished at each Site, as opposed to
119-129 days in 1993-94 (Table 3-5). Most of the fishing days missed were during the
prime season to expect steelhead movements in Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek,
based on the studies conducted during the four preceding years. Most of the steelhead
movement in these two streams probably occurred during long periods of high water when
the fyke nets were not in service.

The small catches of salmonids, considered only in the context of the 1994-95 study, have
little explanatory value with regard to the potential effects of reclaimed water discharged
into the Laguna de Santa Rosa. However, when combined with the data obtained from the
previous four years of study, they add to and reaffirm the conclusion reached at the end of
the 1993-94 program (M SC 1995): No evidence was found to support the hypothesis that
reclaimed water has a negative effect on the movements of salmonids through the Laguna
de Santa Rosa migration corridor. If the homing instinct of steelhead were impaired by
reclamed water, it is logica to expect that more fish would be caught at lower
concentrations or when reclaimed water was absent, and fewer at higher concentrations.
Yet adult steelhead move up and down the corridor without apparent regard to the
presence or concentration of reclaimed water, and large numbers of smolts moving
downstream through the corridor and out to sea are strong evidence that steelhead that
reproduce in the Laguna system successfully complete all of the freshwater phases of their
life cycle.

Although it islikely that most of the outmigrating smolts in each stream were not captured
during the high water events in 1994-95, it is also likely that the true number of smolts
was lower, owing to the relatively high mortality, particularly in Maacama Creek, of
juveniles documented in the rearing areas during the dry summer of 1994 (M SC 1995).

The other part of the study program (habitat and juvenile abundance surveys throughout
the watersheds) adds vital information to the overall picture of the health and viability of
the sailmonid runs in the Laguna watershed. Annua successful spawning and juvenile
rearing in the watersheds upstream of the zones affected by winter discharge of reclaimed
water cast further doubt on the hypothesis that reclaimed water has negative effects on
steelhead homing instinct or spawning success.

Additiondly, the habitat and juvenile studies elucidate real threats to the continued
viability of these spawning runs: human-induced habitat ateration in the spawning and
rearing areas exacerbates the effects of natural climatic variation. In dry years, water users
divert so much water from the rearing areas of the streams that some areas go completely
dry (upper Mark West Creek, upper, middle, and lower Maacama Creek), with obviously
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fatal consequences for juvenile fish of any native species. In addition to de-watering the
streams and exacerbating the effects of drought, some of the observed diversion intakes
are unscreened pipes, which undoubtedly entrain juvenile fish, sending them to their deaths
in fields or stock tanks. In wet years, water users do not need to divert as much water
during the summer, streams flow al summer long, and juvenile survival is dramatically
increased. Although summer survivorship of juvenile salmonids was clearly much better
after a wet year than after a dry year, the effect of a wet year on summer growth is not
clear (Figure 4-9). In three cases, there were no significant differences in fall mean length
among the three years studied; in three cases, juveniles were significantly larger after wet
years; and in one case, the fish were significantly smaller after the wettest year than after
an above-normal rainfall year. Data from upper Maacama Creek, which had a much higher
density of juvenile steelhead in summer 1995 than any other site (63 fish per unit, see
Figure 4-1), suggest the possibility that the higher juvenile abundance (hence greater
competition for food and space), coupled with reduced food production (resulting from
sediment deposition during the previous wet season flooding), led to areduction in growth
rate in summer 1995 at this site.

The status of coho populations in study area streams remains uncertain. Wild adult
spawners were intercepted in Maacama Creek in 1994-95, as in the previous year, but
none were caught in Santa Rosa or Mark West Creeks in either of the past two winters
(two adults were captured in Mark West Creek in the 1992-93 winter). The capture of a
few wild coho smoltsin fyke netsin Mark West Creek and Santa Rosa Creek in the 1993-
94 fishing season suggested that there may have been some coho spawning in these
streams in 1992-93 (M SC 1995). However, no coho juveniles have been found in any of
the juvenile abundance surveys conducted in these streams from 1993-1995, and no adults
have been captured in fyke nets since the two caught in 1992-93. The few (four total)
coho smolts captured in Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek in 1994-95 were all
adipose fin-clipped, indicating hatchery origin. Since coho year classes usualy act as
separate populations, it is possible that, if there is a remnant spawning run of coho in these
two creeks, it may consist of offspring of a single year class, with adults returning every
third year. If so, the next spawning run would be expected to occur in the 1996-97 winter.

In Maacama Creek the coho spawners captured in fyke nets in December 1994 may have
had their redds destroyed by the floods in January 1995, as no juveniles were found in any
of the Maacama index zones during surveys conducted in summer and fall 1995. A similar
situation may also have occurred in 1994. Maacama Creek had a fairly strong year class
which was seen in fal 1993 surveys and captured as smolts the following winter. The
adults from this year class would also be expected to return to spawn in the winter of
1996-97. Coho spawning in Green Valley Creek was successful in 1994-95, as juveniles
were found in every habitat unit sampled in summer and fall 1995; thus two out of the
three year classes seem to persist in Green Valley Creek.

The chinook salmon captured in fyke nets in Santa Rosa Creek and Maacama Creek in
1994-95 could indicate that spawning runs are becoming, or have become established in
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these streams. However, both streams are rather small for chinook, and the recent
captures may represent nothing more than an oddity occurring only in an unusually wet
winter. Chinook are frequently known to stray into non-natal streams during heavy rainfall
years (Moyle 1976; R, Gunter, Hatchery Manager, CDFG, pers. comm.,, 1995). The
CDFG has been attempting for the past 20 years to establish sdlf-reproducing runs of
chinook in the Russian River system, via releases from the Warm Springs Hatchery. The
adults captured in the fyke nets during the 1994-95 study probably did not originate at the
Warm Springs Hatchery, as no hatchery marks were evident. They could, however, be
second or third generation offspring of hatchery stock that have begun spawning in Santa
Rosa Creek, Maacama Creek, or other area streams; or they could be strays from the Eel
River or other streams. No chinook juveniles were released from the Warm Springs
Hatchery in spring 1995 (R. Gunter, Hatchery Manager, CDFG, pers. comm 1995), so
those captured in Santa Rosa Creek probably resulted from fish spawning in Santa Rosa
Creek or a nearby stream.
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6. CONCLUSIONS

Data collected after five years of study support the following conclusions:

Santa Rosa Creek and Mark West Creek contain self-sustaining populations of wild
steelhead.

Upmigrating steelhead adults do not appear to be affected by reclaimed water in the
migration corridor. No evidence has been found to support the hypothesis that the
presence of reclamed water in the migration corridor has any impact on homing
behavior or movements of steelhead.

Steelhead abundance appears to be determined by summer survivorship of juvenilesin
the upstream nursery areas, not by the number of spawning adults. Summer
survivorship in the nursery areas can be greatly affected by water diversions, especialy
in Maacama Creek and Mark West Creek.

Coho salmon are no longer found in Santa Rosa Creek, but still reproduce in nearby
creeks (Green Valley Creek and Maacama Creek, possibly Mark West Creek), at least
in some years.
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Appehdix 3-1. Daily Strearii Flow gnd Reclaimed Water Discharge, 1994-1995

\ “Reclaimed Reclaimed
Stream Flow, cfs ’ A‘Watér’ﬂiseharge ofs Water Concentration, percent
Santa | -Mark | Trenton- Santa __g ' , of Stream Flow

Rosa | “West | Healds- ‘“‘Uﬁéer a | Cityof | Zone Zone Zone Zone

Date | Creek | Cieek | bufg Rd: [*Lagiifa | "Pond |"Windsor| A~ | B c D
4-Nov-94 [ 165 | 21 0.0 | ° 00 ] 00 1 00 | 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
| 5-Nov-94 | '891.9 .| “276 | "680.0 | 200 | “00 00 |00 0.0 00 | 00
| 6-Nov-94 | 288.5 | “28.8 '| 12000 | ~0.8 g0 |00 | 01 0.1 0.1 0.0
7-Nov-94 | “53.7 | “18.9 '| 1300.0') 108 | ‘0.0 20 | 02 0.1 0.1 0.0
8-Nov-94 | '37.3 '| 120 || 3600 | '05 | "00 | 37 11 | 04 0.1 0.0
9-Nov-94 | 2183 | ‘406 | 2280| 08 | “00 | 3.1 1.7 0.4 0.4 0.0
10-Nov-94! “80.2 | 341 | 2000 | 156 | 00 | 5.1 10.1 8.1 9.9 0.0
11-Nov-94| ‘434 | 83 '| 2712 | 'e0 | "00 | 50 | 50 3.4 36 | 00
12-Nov-94| “34:5 | “f46 | 2185 | "63 | 00 '| 12 | 30 24 26 0.0
13-Nov-94| “2d.7 ‘| *13.0 | 1642 | 45 “0.0 2.6 43 28 3.0 0.0
14-Nov-94| “276 | “12.0 | 1260 | “53 0.2 1.7 | 56 44 4.9 0.6
15-Nov-84| ‘2103 | 600 | 2448 | 29 0.3 4.3 1.8 1.4 1.8 0.1
16-Nov-94| “676 .| “J0.0 | 2464 | 08 | w60 | 24 | 37 2.8 3.1 8.2
17-Nov-94| 426 | "164 | 2107 | “06 "48 ‘| 39 '| 44 26 2.8 10.1
18-Nov-94| 353 | "148 | 2075 | ‘0.8 “86 | 19 | 39 3.1 3.3 13.6
19-Nov-o4| “31.3 | 5983 | 1730 ‘06 | "3 1.3 29 22 24 9.0
20-Nov-94| "30.0 | "124 '} 1384 | "08 | 15 1.3 286 1.7 1.9 4.9
21-Nov-94| 204 '| 119 | 6] " 05 v45 | 12 | 85 4.5 5.1 13.2
22-Nov-94| 280 ‘| 145 || 904 | 28 00 ‘| o8 '| ‘38 3.2 3.6 0.0
23-Nov-94| 271 || 441 | 780 | "23 | 00 60 | 31 32 | 38 0.0
24-Nov-94| ‘276 | 409 | 482 | ‘23 | 00 | ‘00 | 48 51 | 68 0.0
25-Nov-94| 1686 | 270 .| 368 | ‘22 | 00 | 00 | 59 7.0 54.1 0.0
26-Nov-94| 1203 | 442 | 1488 | "68 | 00 0.9 62 5.0 73 | o0
27-Nov-94| 752 | 271 | 2104 [ "68 |7 060 | 19 4.1 3.3 3.8 0.0
28-Nov-94| 548 | 219 | 1833 | 08 | "3.2 21 | 210 206 235 | 399
20-Nov-94| 429 | 184 1787 | ‘68 | 337 | 18 | 200 196 | 219 44.0

30-Nov-94| 381 '| 459 '| 1812 | "02 | 289 13 | 199 19.7 221 432
1-Dec-94.| 354 | 445 1325 ] ‘08 | "221 | 11 | 178 176 | 198 |- 384
2-Dec-94 | 3338 135 | 1181 | 069 | ‘221 | 05 | 207 | 209 | 238 39.5
:3-Dec-04'| 8770 | 1704 | 1012 | “09 | 176 | -00 | 183 29.8 11.0 25
4-Dec-94' 4510 '| 1944 | B735 | 0.9 1002 21 | 153 | 160 23.2 18.2
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,s-oee-94’ 46 || 493 | 548 | "0 | 642 | 6.0 [-123 | 115 | 119 56.4
.9-Dec-94 | 445 || 480 | 4412 | 09 | *s06 | 83 12.3 118 | 123 53.2
10-Dec-94| @13 | 4ee | 3388 (| "o | "ame | 34 | 130 123 129 | -49.1
11-Dec-94| 844 || 167 | 2653 | 00 | 202 | ‘27 12.3 1.5 123 | 350
12-Dec-94| 193.0 | 810 || 2159 ') "69 | "4 | 24 15.9 15.5 181 | 140
13-Dec-94| 926 || 310 | 3348 || 326 ‘10 | 28 | 138 | 133 14.7 10.6
14-Dec-94| 2207 | 559 | 2986 || 489 | 00 '| 28 17.2 17.1 212 | 00
15-Dec-94| 1431 | 645 | 43881} 704 | “00 40 | 16.9 167 | 198 | 0.0
16-Dec-94/| 81.5 360 | 5122 | ®50 | €39 59 |20 | 255 275 | 439
17-Dec-04| 881 || 276 | 4342 || 588 | ‘288 | 43 | 210 | 204 | 219 | 307
18-Dec-94| 726 | 255 | 3839 | 354 | 549 31 | 244 | 239 | 258 43.1

B —

19-Dec-94| 887 .:| 2300 | 3470 ] 271 | 62 28 | 103 ] 97 | 104 | 98




“Appendix 3-1. Daily Stream Flow and Reclaimed Water Discharge,; 1994-1995

S e Reciaimed Reclaimed
Stream Flow, cfs _Water Discharge, cfs Water Concentration, percent
[ Santa, | Mark | Trenton-| _ Sanfa Rosa of Stream Flow

.| -Rosa | West | Healds- ["-Upper Eeka Cityof | Zone Zone Zone Zone
|_Date | Creek | Greek burg Rd| |obaguna | nPond  |Windsor| - A | . B c D
30-Dec84| 507 | 206 | 3032 | 212 | 00 | 25 | 78 | 7. 76 0.0
21-Dec-94| 465 '| 19.0 | 2494 :39.3 200 | 26 ‘|- 138 | 132 14.3 0.0
22-Dec-94| 429 | 177 1@36% 35.6 0.0 20 | 187 18.3 20.1 0.0
23-Dec-94| 408 | 187 | 161.3!| 314 | “00 | 11 ‘| 200 | 199 223 0.0
24-Dec94| 724 | 198 | 1385 265 | ‘00 | 11 ‘| 198 19.7 231 | 00
25-Dec-94| 479 | 194 ‘| 1640’ 383 | 00 1.1 22,0 22.1 25.1 0.0
26-Dec-94| -40.9 16.7 | 148.1 265 | 00 13 | 186 18.3 20.7 0.0
27-Dec-94| .39.3 157 | 1280 | 382 | -0.0 1.1 30.4 307 | -35.1 0.0
28-Dec-94| 757 | 203 | 1159 | 1958 0.0 0.5 17.5 17.8 21.7 0.0
20-Dec-94| 446 | 183 | 1371 | 365 0.0 0.0 26.6 274 | 318 | 00
30-Dec-94| 307 | 187 | 1201 | 274 0.0 0.0 212 21.8 25.2 0.0
31-Dec-94| 524 | 164 | 1202 | 333 0.0 00 |- 277 28.5 33.2 0.0
1-Jan-95 | 184.8 .| 202 | 1169 | 243 0.0 00 |-208 22,0 29.8 0.0
2-Jan-95'| 877 | 302 2202 | 340 0.0 0.0 |- 155 15.9 18.5 0.0
3-Jan-95 | 257.5 | 622 | 267.0 | 345 -0.0 09 | -132 13.6 18.0 0.0
4-Jan-95 | 4943 | 157.3 | 4968 | 285 30.8 46 | 127 12.8 19.4 5.9
5-Jan-95 | 4133 '| 1575 | 9496 | 787 | 283 8.8 12.1 11.7 | 14.1 6.4
6-Jan-95 | 3418 | 111.9 | 1521.3'| 498 0.0 112 | 4.0 3.3 3.8 0.0
7-Jan-95 | 1378.1 | 631.8 | 1527.3 | 619 | 0.0 116 | 4.8 4.5 8.2 0.0
8-Jan-05 | 4938.2 | 1565.0 | 2179.9 | 0.0 0.0 98 | 04 0.0 0.0 0.0
9-Jan-95 | 8461. 5 2500.0 | 34053 | 429 0.0 9.0 1.5 1.5 11.8 0.0
10-Jan-95 | 7600.0'| 3200.0'| 6701.21| 676 0.0 7.2 | 14 1.5 3.1 0.0
11-Jan-98 5;4oooi 2500.0 | 6701.2°| 1313 | 46 13.5 2.2 2.2 3.7 0.1
12-Jan-95 | 4200.0° | 1600.0 | 4232.0'| 110.5 1946 132 | 54 55 9.4 2.4
13-Jan-95 | 2700.0 | 7300.0 | 33458 '| 546 | 17.3 | 125 2.5 2.3 4.1 0.6
' 14-Jan-9 20090* 1000.0 | 32445 81.7 | 111 125 | 32 3.1 4.6 0.6
15-Jan- 231}00 1250.0 | 3927.81] 1122 | .93.0 124 |- 65 5.6 85 39
16.-Jan-95 9000 ‘| 450.0 | 3631.5'| 862 | -91.3 | 117 | 8.2 5.0 5.8 9.2
'17-Jan-95| @41.3 '| 1671 | 2084.7'| 712 | -86.0 | 106 8.1 7.8 8.5 20.1
'18-Jan-95| 209.4 '| 1440 | 17469'| 789 | 8.8 | 100 |- 97 9.4 10.2 21.5
'19-Jan-95 | 246.0 ‘| 1223 | 1284.5'| 969 | -58.0 | 53 12.3 12.2 13.6 19.1
20-Jan-95| 234.1 | 114.0 | 1067.2'| 452 | : 469 0.9 8.7 8.8 9.9 16.7
:21-Jan-§ | 234.0 ‘| 1198 | 10854 .| 594 |-204 | 0.0 75 7.7 8.7 7.9
22-Jan-95| 826.4 '| 367.4 | 1483. aE 16.7 0.0 00 | n1 1.2 1.6 0.0
23-Jan-95| 1388.8'| 6351 | 2398.8!| 21.0 00 | .00 0.9 -0.9 1.3 0.0
'24-Jan-95| 988.9 | 5001 | 25764 | 73.0 | 244 '| 40 | 39 3.9 5.0 2.4
'25-Jan-95| 447.3 || 2344 | 22785°| 03 | 650 | 98 :| - 33 2.9 3.3 12.7
26-Jan-95| €252 | 2774 | 19860 | 1.9 381 | 9.9 25 2.1 2.4 5.7
27-Jan-95 12734 4773 | 22648 | 262 ‘| .165 10.1 2:2 1.8 24 1.2
28-Jan-95| 979.3 '| 4048 | 24200'| -08 693 ‘| 96 | 33 3.0 3.6 6.6
20-Jan-95| 486.8 | 243.7 | 2198.2:| 08 727 | .88 | -37 34 39 | 130
30-Jan-95| 1066.0'| 2985 | 2138.1: 0.8 26.5 8.8 1.7 1.3 17 | 24
'31-Jan-95| $07.7 || 2333 219§4 0.9 639 | -74 | 33 3.0 34 11.2
1-Feb:05'| 3192 | 1500 | 1899.4'| .08 743 | 43 | 42 4.0 44 | 189
2-Feb-95'| 2417 | 9247 135243 84.5 653 | 14 11.1 1.2 12.4 21.3
3-Feb-95| 2116 '| 1021 | 878.3 | 69.3 62.7 | 33 15,3 15.4 17.5 | 22.8
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" Apipefidix 3-1. Daily Stresn’ Flow and’Reclaiméd Water Discharge, 1994-1995

" Reclaimed Reclaimed
@traam Flow, cfs 2" Water Dis¢harge, cfs ~Water Concentration, percent
- Santa Trenton- Santa Resa of Stream Flow
Rosa ; Healds; - Upper % Delta Cityof | Zone Zone Zone Zone
Date ' | Creek | ek’ | burg Rd. *tagina ~-Pond_|Windsor [~ A | - B c D
4-Feb-95 1734 8 | 8667 | 614 | 69 33 10.5 10.4 12.0 32
5-Feb-95 | 171.7 %628.3) | “301 |7 93 ['°33 [797 95 111 | 54
| 6-Feb-95 | “144.4' 4307 | °8549 | 473 | 7831 [ 174 170 | 202 10.7
7-Feb-g§ 1322 3798 | 484 | 74 | 33 | 154 | 152 | 183 5.3
8-Feb-95 | "212.7 3842 | "572 | 173 3.3 [ 201 20.2 216 7.5
9-Feb-98 | 185.5 '408.3' | 416 | 200 | 32 | 157 | 156 183 | 1038
10-Feb-95 | -122.4 3746 | 438 |00 | 32 124 | 121 |0 144 ] 00
11-Feb-95| 108.0 3262 | 7357 |00 | 33 118 | 113 13.4 0.0
12-Feb-95| “103.4° 2007 | "374 | 00 33 | 139 13.3 16.0 0.0
| 13-Feb-95| < 440.4° 73250 | *08 | 00 | 3.1 12 | 03 0.4 0.0
14-Feb-95| ~311.0 . 7838 | "585 |20 | 29 |° 81 8.0 9.8 0.6
15-Feb-95| “219.5' 819 7876 | ‘679 | 139 | ‘33 10.8 10.6 11.9 6.0
16-Feb-95| '195.7 | 679 | 6721 | "376 | 159'| 27 | 98 9.6 10.9 7.5
|17-Feb-95| 1770 | 606 ' | ‘4279 | 301 | "156 | 1.7 | 131 | 132 | ‘155 8.1
18-Feb-95| 1248 | "550 | 3345 | "466 15.8 17 | 185 | 187 25 | 1.2
|19-Feb-95| “98.4 | ‘509 | 2096' | “473 | 118 | 17 | 202 20.5 24.9 10.9
20-Feb-95| "89.8 | "47.8 | 2692 | " 0.0 00 | 08 | 03 00 | 00 | 00
21-Feb-95| ‘944 '| 451 ‘| 2316 | © 0.0 00 | 00 |"700 0.0 0.0 0.0
22-Feb-95| 89.3 | 426 | 1807 | 00 | 00 .| 00 [ 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
23-Feb-95| 84.8 407 | 1618 | "00 |00 |[*00 | 00 | 00 0.0 0.0
24-Feb-95| 7823 | "38.9 | 1402 | 00 | 00 |/ 00 00 |7 00 0.0 0.0
25Feb-95| 763 | 875 | 1253 | 100 | "00 '| 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
26Feb95| “70.0 | 2363 | 1475 | 00 | "00 (|- 00 | ‘00 0.0 0.0 0.0
27-Feb-95| '67.3 .| 35.1 1086 | 508 | 155 | .00 ‘| 150 | 16. 247 18.7
28-Feb-95| 719 | 339 | 1065 | r09 | 79 | 00 | ‘83 8.9 13.5 9.9
1-Mar-95 | “738 | 331 | 1013 | r08 | 165 | 00 | ‘180 17.3 26.6 17.3
2-Mar-95 [ “131.5 | 1428 || 1327 | 08 | “20 | 00 | 21 23 35 1.5
3-Mar-65 | :1824 | "74.8 | “2126 .| 164 | 0.0 00 '| 77 84 | 135 0.0
4-Mar-95 | 1048 | 536 | 2152 | 7201 | 0.0 00 | 93 99 | 134 0.0
5-Mar-05 | "94.7 || 1462 | 1946'| r27.8 0.0 00 - | 143 15.1 20.1 0.0
6-Mar-95 | “88.8 | "41.0 ‘| 4702 | ‘149 '| "00 | 00 | 87 9.2 12.4 0.0
7-Mar-95 | '81.2 | 382 | 1827:| ‘175 | 00 | 00 | 115 | 121 16.5 0.0
8-Mar-05 | 4335 | 2672 | 599.8°'| 139 | 00 | 00 [ 23 26 4.9 0.0
o-Mar-95 | 8367.4'| 500.0 | 31748 | 1179 | 00 | 00 | 37 38 46 0.0
10-Mar-9§ | 6200.0' | 1100.0 | 48640 | 1262'[ 00 | 00 [ 26 2.7 3.6 0.0
 11-Mar-95 | 4000.0'| 2650.0: | 41909 | 1487 | "00 | " 31 | 36 41 15.4 0.0
12-Mar-9§| 2700.0 | 7700.0,| 3731.2'| 1273 | “0.0 | 107 3.7 36 | 53 0.0
13-Mar-98| 2300.0!| 650.0°'| 3160.1:| 89.3 00 | 113 32 |30 3.8 0.0
14-Mar-95| #550.0 | ®00.0 ‘| 24851'| 1010 | “00 | 125 | 4.6 4.4 6.8 0.0
15-Mar-95 | 7050.0 L 5000 | 28567'| 920 | “00 | 1.2 3.6 33 | 41 0.0
16-Mar-95 | ~526.4°:}:> 220:0 | 1260.0:( 83,7 | 0.0 7.7 | 48 4.4 5.4 0.0
17-Mar-95| 301.5 | 1750 | 10900 | 4656 0.0 3.8 48 44 5.3 0.0
18-Mar-95| 3351 | 1950 | 9900 | 623 0.0 4.0 6.7 6.6 8.3 0.0
19-Mar-95| 2446 | 1750 | 11150 | 633 0.0 3.4 6.0 5.9 7.0 0.0
20-Mar-95| 759.5 | 120.0 | 1360.0 | 456 0.0 3.9 3.6 34 3.8 0.0
21-Mar-95]| 779.0 | 230.0 | 16000 | 476 0.0 5.0 3.3 3.1 3.6 0.0




- Appendix 3-1. Daily Stream Flow and Reclaimed Water Discharge, 1994-1995

‘Page 4

RS Reclaimed Reclaimed
_Stream Flow, cfs :Water Discharge, cfs ‘Water Concentration, percent
Santa"; “Mark | Trenton- Santa Rosa of Stream Flow
Rosa | West | Healds ' .Belta Cityof | Zone | Zone | Zone | Zone
Date Creek | Creek Pond {Windsor| A B__ Cc D
22-Mar-95| 1546.8 |- 485.0 © 0.0 5.0 ~2.0 1.9 24 0.0
23-Mar-95| 1361.2 | :390.0 = 0.0 82 | 1.8 1.6 1.9 0.0
24-Mar-95| 5479 |0 275.0 (700" | 33 34 3.4 3.9 0.0
25-Mar-95 | . 324.2 | 220.0 0.0 00 | 25 26 3.0 0.0
26-Mar-95 |- 268.0' | 185.0 © 0.0 00 | 31 32 3.7 0.0
| 27»Mar—3§ ©228.0 | 175.0 - 00 59 | ‘44 | 40 4.9 0.0
| 28-Mar-95| - 208.5, | * 160.0. 0.0 12.7 7.7 6.0 8.5 0.0
'| 29-Mar-95 | : 190.3 | < 150.0 0.0 92 | &5 3.7 6.1 0.0
30:Mar-95 | * 170.6 | < 140.0° 0.0 64 12.4 11.9 19.9 0.0
31-Mar-95| :168.7 | "130.0 0.0 49 | 110 10.6 19.1 0.0
1-Apr-9$ “147.0 | :420.0 ;0.0 3.7 96 9.3 17.4 0.0
2-Apr-95 | 138.2 | 110.0 0.0 28 - 8.8 6.4 12.3 0.0
3-Apr-95 | < 132.7 | 100.0 > 0.0 08 '| 113 | 122 244 | 00
4-Apr-95 | 1286 | 90.0 © 0.0 00 | 105 | 117 23.8 0.0
5-Apr-95 | 118.7 | * 85.0 © 0.0 00 | 33 36 7.7 0.0
6-Apr-95 | 2264 | :125.0 0.0 00 | 75 8.5 24.2 0.0
7-Apr-95 | °369.1; | 155.0, . 0.0 0.0 6.1 6.4 8.6 0.0
8-Apr-85 | 217.3 | ~140.0° | 757. : | 0.0 0.0 27 2.8 3.5 0.0
8-Apr-95 | 169.2 | 100.0° | 544.9 | 80 ] 00 0.0 15 1.5 1.9 0.0
| 10-Apr-95| 1499 | 90.0 | -388.3 | -19.8 | . 0.0 0.0 ' 51 - 5.4 7.4 0.0
11-Apr-85 1352' | 900 | 302.1 305 | ©0.0° 19 |- 107 | 108 16.8 0.0
12-Apr-85 | 141.0' [ ~78.0 2576 | 303 |~ 00 3.9 13.1 12,6 18.6 0.0
| 13-Apr-85| 180.2 | 1106 | 3081 | <209 | . 0.0 28 | 105 10.5 17.2 0.0
14-Apr-95 | “133.8 |  84.0 2693 | 158 | 00 ‘| 26 | 67 6.3 94 | 00
15-Apr-95 | 1566 | 804 | 2425 | 200 0.0 28 8.3 8.9 13.8 0.0
16-Apr-95 | <1344 | 816 | "289.0 | - 186 00 | "24 | 87 8.4 13.3 0.0
17-Apr-95| 1323 | 732 | 2164/ | "241 | "00 | 23 ‘| 121 -12.0 18.9 0.0
18-Apr-95 | '123.2- | :66.6 194.8' | "23.1 0.0 2.1 128 | 128 20.3 0.0
19-Apr-95| - 119.3- | 603 | 1749 | :-16.1 0.0 1.5 99 | 99 15.9 0.0
20-Apr-95| 119.7'| 687 ‘| 1613 | “17.5 | - 0.0 02 | 109 11.8 19.5 0.0
21-Apr-95 | -101.6 834 | 1456 "14.2 00 00 | 98 10.6 17.6 0.0
22Apr-95| “96.0 || 496 | 1322'| 87 | 00 |-00 | 66 | 71 12.1 0.0
23-Apr-95| 961 | 467 | 1218 | "84 | 00 |- 00 | 69 7.5 12.9 0.0
24-Apr-95| ‘941 | 441 | 1088 | 176 | .0.0 00 - 16.2 17.8 31.9 0.0
25-Apr-95| 919 /| 420 | 988 | 136 .00 | 00 |- 138 | 152 28.5 0.0
26-Apr-95| 891 | 400 | 934 159 | 0.0 00 | 1741 - 18.8 35.7 0.0
27-Apr-85| 913 .| 412 958 ‘| < 15.8 00 | 00 |- 165 | 18.2 34.6 0.0
28-Apr-95| 1261 | 457 | 1054 °| - 88 | 0.0 00 ‘| "84 ' 92 | 177 0.0
20-Apr-98 | 180.7 | 127.7 | 2381 | 21.0 - 0.0 05 |+ 90 100 254 | 00
30-Apr-95| 174.2 | 104.1 2573 | -~ 96 0.0 20 |° 45 |- 44 7.3 0.0
Note: flows shown in italics are estimates based on Russnan Rwer ﬂows for dates when stream gages were
immuvédu@toﬂapdsw S . ‘ N
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Appendix 3-2-1.” Santa Rosa Creek:"‘Fyke Net Saimonid Catch, 1894-1995.

Rain = rainfall reported for Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant, Llano Road
Fishing Codes? 1 = OK;'2=nét owefwhe!md erwings not down; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering

_-Down = ftiano

pam; Up = rsh moving upstream

Date

Rain;

inches

Fishmg

G Steeihea —

Coho . - }

Chinook

Ju&em

ih Adults -

Juveniies

Adults,

Adults -

-ﬁd@mf Up: 180

aup

_Up-

Bown[ Up-

; Juvemles

Up

Down

Up

4-Nov-94 -
5-Nov-94 '
8-Nov-94 '
7-Nov-94
8-Nov-94
| o-Nov-94 |
| 10-Nov-94'
11-Nov794
| 12-Nov-84,
'| 13-Nov-94

14-Nov-84
| 15-Nov-94
16-Nov-94
17-Nov-94
18-Nov-94
19-Nov-94
20-Nov-94.
21-Nov-94
22-Nov-94'
23-Nov-94

24-Nov-94 |
25-Nov-94'

26-Nov~94
27-Nov-94'
1 28-Nov-94'
| 29-Nov-94-
‘| 30-Nov-94
| 1-Dec-94
2-Dec-94
3-Dec-94
4-Dec-94 |
5-Dec-94
6-Dec-94 |
7-Dec-94 |
8-Dec-94
9-Dec-94 .
10-Dec-94
11- 94
| 12-Dec-94°
| 13-Oec-94-
\ 1&600-94
‘ 154330»94
16—De¢>94
‘ 17—Bec-94=

'| 18-Dec-94'

0.70
2.98
0.43

0.01
0.77
0.02
0.00

0.00
1.00
0.02
0.02
0.00
0.00
0.02
0.00

0.00
0.41
0.48
0.04
0.19
0.02
0.00
0.00
0.03
0.10
1.18
0.05
0.01
0.11
0.01
0.01
0.00
0.03
0.49
0.19
0.01
0.43
0.01
0.00
0.0
0.
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"Appendix 3-2-1.” Santa Résa Creek“Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1994-1995.

~“Rain = rainfall reported for Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant, Llano Road
‘Fishing Codes: 1= OK; 2= nét oveiwhelmed orwings not-down; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering

‘Date

| Rain, |
_|inches [Dow

'Down s ﬂsﬁ Wfﬁ dowristreamy; Up = fish moving upstream

_Fishing .

Codé )

. Coho

Chinook

U @wn

“ steeiheagd

ults.

-kJuveniles -

- Adults

Juveniles

Adults

i“. £}*’w’~ "

i Jp

Down|

Down{ Up

Down] Up

Down| Up

] 22-

19-Dec-94
20-[3ec~94
f 21 @ec-m
' ciod4.
23-Dec'94
24-Dec-94.
25—!330-94
26-!3%94
27-Dec-94'
28-Dec-94
29-Dec-94
30-Dec-94
31-Dec-94’
1-Jan9s5
2-Jan-95
3-Jan-95 |
4-Jan-95 |
§-Jan-95§ |
6-Jan-95 !
7-Jan-95 !
8-Jan-95
9-Jan-95
10-Jan-95°
11-Jan-95
12-Jan‘85
13-Jan-85
14—Jan-95?
15—Jan-95
16-Jan-95;
17-Jan-95'
18-Jan-95:
19-Jan-95°
20-Jan-95
21-Jan-95’
22-Janv95
23-Jan‘95’
24-Jant95.

25-Jan-95,

26-Jan-95'
27-Jan-95'

28-Jan-95'

29-Jan-95°
Q&Jarﬁ?asi
31-Jan-95
1-Feb-95 '

0.00
0.00
0.01
0.00
0.00
0.23
0.00
0.00

0.34

000

0.00
0.32
0.52
0.19
0.26
0.7
0.28
0.51
0.48
2.04
1.28
0.45
0.30

0.28 |
194 |-

0.54
0.03
0.00

0.00
0.19

0.17 |3
1.18 |

0.30 .

0.04
1.10
0.70
0.19
0.05

0.85

0.01

0.00 |

O = N -

1vt

1 s

- ek N =

—

2

i

—-0Q0Q

1, 0,
! 1
:

COO -

0

 oooo

i
i

& H
3 13

OO OCOo
(e NeNaelo
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cooo
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ocoooo
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Appendix 3-2-1.” Safitd Rosd Créek: Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1994-1995.

ﬁam =rainfall repé«feii Tor Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant, Liano Road
F‘shing Codes:’ *l . OK 2 = net avmmmﬁem%gs rmt ddwn 3 hoie(s) in net; 4 = tampering

ol o s goho o Chinook
Date | Rain, | WU “Iuver 1o Adults - | Juveniles Adults
o i 1:Ug  [Down} Up' {Down| Up jDown| Up [Down| Up
2-Feb-95 ; : i : | -
3.Féb-95 ; : . f ; ; ; '
4-Feb-95 f , 1 o N f * o ~
5-Feb-95 'l]1)11]o}ojojojoloflo]o|ofojolo
8-Féb-95 | 2| 1]o|lofofoflo]o|lo]ofojo|ol}o
7-Feb-95 | 000 1 | 1 ] o] o]Jofjo|o]o|o|fo]o]o]ojo
8-Féb-95 | 0.15 ‘ : | ‘ ‘
9-Feb-95 | 0.00 .; ‘ :
10-Feb-95 | 0.00 | 1 2 1.1 010l 0}]o]o ol o|lojo]o]o
J11-Feb95{002| 1 | 1| o jojo]Jofjojojojo]jo]o|o}o
12Feb95{ 004 | 2 | 2 | o |1 |o|lo| 1|1 ]o|lo|o]|]o]|o]o
13-Febds | 0:88 |- : ) CEE N R
14-FebB5| 602 |~ : |
| 15-Febtds | 600 |7 |7
16-Febds| " |° | I | | N | :
17-Feb05 ‘1 "1 }]'o}oflojo}lojo}o}lofofo]o]o
| 18-Febigs5 "Ml 11 j7e ot of-ofo]lo]lo]ojofo
19-Febids 1 ]"1]'offolojoj|'0folo]loloflofjo]o
20-Feb-95 | 1] 1|lojo]o]o|lolo]o|]o}jo|[o0o]o]o
21Feb9sf{ 000 | 1 | 1 | 1| oo Jo]|olfo]o|o]o]o]| oo
2Feb95003| 1 [ 1| o] ofo]o|[o]o]o|lo|jofo]o]o
123-Feb95j 000 3| 4 f 0] 0o:]Jo]o]|]o|]o]|]o]lo]o]|].o|]o]|o
| 24-Feb-95 1l1]0]ojoto}o}lo|lojofojo]o]o
|25-Feb9sl 000 | 1 | 1 | o f1ifojojo}jofojofo|]ofo}]o
26-Feb-95) 00t | 1 | 1 ]o|[ofoflofjojofojofo[|[o0o]O0]oO
|2r-Fepesf 000 1 | 1 [ o' fo]o]ofo}o|lo|ofof[ofofo
| 28-Feb-95 006 | 1 [ 1 |1 Jojojojojofol]ojofolo]o
imar95j001] 2| 2o ]o]o]ofloflolo]o|o|ofojfo
2-:.:?-@5 LT O B R EE N E IS : : ~
r951012] | o ; ;
aMerds | Qo5 |2 (| |0 | )
| SMar8s 000 [0 | )T B O EO O
eMar-85 | " 171 ("1 |"27fco o "1 o fto ool ofo]ofo
7-Mar95 | 000 |1 | 1 ol 0ojo}lo|o]o]o|lojo|o]|]o]o
| 8-Margs | 230 |- AR A 3 N ;o
| o-Mar-85 | 214 |
| 10-Marids &87’
| 11-Marios | dio7
| 12-Mari95 | 0.11, '»
| 13-Marigs | 1.51. i
1 14-Mar-95 | 0.48 ;
1 15-Mar-95 | 0.02
| 16-Mar-95 { . 0.00 .
17-Mar-95 | 0.02
18-Mar-95 | 0.44




Appendix 3-2-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1994-1995.

Rain = rainfall reported for Laguna Wastewater 1reatment Plant, Llano Road
Fishing Codes: 1 OK 2= net werwhelme&ar wings not down; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering

iRage4

Down = fish-moving: H&p fi;sli moving upstream
- Fishmg ...~ Steethe Lo Coho o | Chinook
Date | Rain,| Code | Juveniles-{ Adults .| uvéni}es T Adults | Juveniles | _Adults
__ inches {Bown] Up |Dow 1Down}: 1 Up {Dg Upé Down| Up [Down| Up |Down| Up
19-Mar-65 | 0.04 ;i ‘ ,
20-Mar-95 | 1.20 ; i
: 21-Mar-95 0.48 j
| 22-Mar:95' 1.28 e
| 23-Mare5'| 0.43 = I
24-Mar:95/| 0.00 -
| 25-Mar-95 ‘ * ,,
26-Mar-95
27*&213!‘395 nol
| 28-Mar:05'’ ot
29-Mar:95 SR ‘
30-Mar-95 1]1]4|lo]lojofjo]ofjolo]lo]o]o]o
31-Mar-95 1|11 1{ojolofjojo]jofo]ofo]jo]o
1 1-Apr9s | t|1]ojojojoflo|lo]ofo]|]ojo|o]jo
2-Apr-95 1|1]4|lo0o]lofofjo|]ofo[o]o]o]ofo
3-Apr-95 3}l 1|s}ojojo|lolo]Jo|lo]o|]o]o]o
4ppr95| b1 |1 |3 o fiof:oi| of.of 0000 |0 of6o
§-Apr-95 | 000 |:2 f 2 | 0 fc1 -0 fro o fojofo]ofo]o]lo
B-Apr-95 | 043 |- SIS FORE A O N FO B D
7-Apr-95 || 0.28 | N
8-Apr-85 | 0.13 |« | ; :
9-Apr-95 | 0.00 |1 & ! ;
10-Aprsg5 | -~ 1o o ¢
11-Apr:95 | 0.00 | N E ‘
12-Apr95 | 0.19 |« P at
13-Apr:85 | 0.07 |- . ‘. ’ aE
14-Apre95'e.oq S N O R R P
15-Apr:g5 | 0.28 |: 3 EE O D i
16-Apr-95f 00d | 3 | 1./ o[ o |ofo|ofjo|[ofjo| o] o]|o]oO
17-Apr-95 | 0.02 ' j j . : | |
18-Apr-951 000 2 | 1| o | o|o]o]o|o|{of]o]o|lo]lo]fo
19-Apr95f 002 | 1 | 1 o oo |o]o|lo|]o]ojo]|ofo]o
| 20-Apres| 010 |~1 [ 1 |27l olo|o|o]ojo|ofoa]ofo]fo
21-Apr-95| 600 |1 | 1 o [horl o'f oo oflo]olo]ojo]o
22-Apr-95 il1|1]o}ojojo|lojojo|jo|2f(0fo0(|o
23-Apr-95 ‘2|11 1]o}ojoflojo|lo|o|lojo]o]o
24-Apr-95° 1|1 1}o0ofo]o|ofojo[ojo[o]jo]o
‘| 25-Apr-95 | 2] 1folJojoJojofojo]o]jo}jof|o]o
J26Aprosjood| 1 | 1o | ofolo|o[o|o]|]o|1]|]0o]O0o]|oO
|27-Apro5) 007 ]| 2| 2|0 jojojJo|o|ofo]o|2]|o0fo0o]o
| 28-Apros’ o.ge 3 N I A B -
| 20-Apr-95| 0.21] ; :
| 30-Apr-95| o0.87 %




Kppendix 3-2-2.” Mark West Creek: "Fyke Nét Salmonid Catch; 1994-1995.

— ﬁé‘iﬁw "—éinfgfffépéﬂeﬂ for Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant, Llano Road
F’ishing Codes: 1 = OK‘ 2 b net Wétméﬁ orwings not'down; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering

downstrean; Uﬁ’ = ﬁgh moving' upstmam

. ing ee Coho Chinook
Date ' o 3 S Juvenﬂes Adul‘ts Juveniles Adults
- hes {Down| Up'' Up |Dow " Up |Down|' ‘Up |Down| Up Down Up [Down| Up
4.va.94 0:70% 4 : . N P N 4w N :
5-Nov-94 | 2.98 , V ! ; * *
eNov-o4 | oaa| (|| | ] | | ! 1o T
7Novg4 (000 1| 31" 1 fofololofofof[fo]o)o]oO
8Nov-g4 {001 | 1| 1'l 0o 0c]J]o|o|lo]o]jo]|]o|o|oOoj]o]o
9-Nov-94 | 0.77: 1 N Y ‘ R
| 10-Nov-94{ 0.02 B « f R : : S
11-Nov-94{ 0600 ("1 | 1 |0 | 1 J o -0 |"0'|l 0| 0] o] o0} 6] 0] o
12-Novemd| - | | 1 ! R R tl
13-Nov-v§94 ool ' : :
| 14-Novios | 600 | , -
15-Nov-94| 1.00 ; : . A = e :
16-Nov-94] 002 | 1 ] 1] oj o] o|ofo|o]o|o|o}o|o]o
17-Nov-94| 002| 1 | 1 | ol o | ojojo]o]|lo|o]o]o|]o]o
18-Nov-94| 0.00/ ' : :
‘| 19-Nov-84| 0.00
‘| 20-Nov-94 002;?
| 21-Nov-841 0.00 ‘
g a.mu «, f
'| 23-Nov-94| 0.00 ;
| 24-Nov-04] 0.41 |
.| 25-Nov-94| 0.48 f ; :
| 26-Nov-84] 0.04 ! ‘ | : |
{27-Nov-04} 019 ] 3| 1. | oo ] o|jo|lo]o]o}o]o]|jo]o]o
]28-Nov-g4f 002| 1 { 1 | 0o fo]o}jo]o]o|]o]jo}fo|o|[o]o
29-Nov-94 0.00 | 1 1 1 oc{ojlojof{fo|lo|o|o0o}o| O} O
-| 30-Nov-94} 0.00 | N f ~ a
1-Dec-04 0.03 } * :
2-Dec-94 | 0.10 é
3-Dbc-94 | 1.18 : :
4-Dec-94 | 0.05 ‘
5-Dec-94 | 0.01
6-Dec-94 | 0.11 ; : : ; § : ”
7Decg4 | 001 | 2 | 2| 0 ojo]o|]oflo]o]oOo]|]oOo}Jojol]o
gDecos4| o001 | 1] 1| 3} 4| 1]olo]o]lofjo]olo]jol]o
9Dec-o4 {000 | 1 | 1 | 20| 2o |o]ofo]Jofo]o]o]|]o]o
|10-Dece4] 003 | 1| 1| 4. 22 0] oo fo oo ]o|o0o/|ofoO
|11-Decosf0ag | | | | | | ' . |
‘| 12-Dec-94] 0.1
| 13-Dec-94| 0.01 N
| 14-Dec-94 043{ o R f
| 15-Dec-94] 0.01! : ', _ ; '
16-Dec-94| 0. 1 ]1|e6|ofojo|o]ojo|lo]ofo]|]o]o
17-0ec-94] 003 | 1| 1| 0] o' o] 0| o oololojo]o]o}o
18-Dec-94].0.04 ] 1| 3°] o/l o'l 0ol ool ofo]lololoflo]ofo




‘Appendix 3-2-2. Mark West Creek: “Fyke Net Salmonid-Catch, 1994-1995.

Rain = rainfall reported for Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant, Liano Road
‘Fishing Codes: 1 = OK; 2 = net overwhelmed or wings not down; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering

" Date

Rain, |
mchas

. Down = fish moving  downstream; Up:ﬂsh ﬁ___mupstream

Chinook

- Juveniles |

Adults

Down] Up

Down] Up

' 2D~Beo-94‘

: 28-Dec-94

1 9—Dec~94 ]

21 %0-94
‘ ﬂ‘%@@i |
‘| 23-Dec:94!
| 24-Dec-94.
25-9%-944
26-Dec-94.
27-@&0-94

29-Dec-94
30—@30-94
31-Dec04’
1-Jan-95
2-Jan-95
3J n-95
4-Jan-95 i

n-95 !
6-Jan-95i
7-Jan-95 '
8-Jan-95 !
g-Jan-95 |
10-Jan-95!
11-Jans95 .
tz..ianﬁssil
13-Jan95
14-Jan-95¢
15-Jan-95
16-Jan-95
17-Jan-95 |
18-Jan-95'
19—Jan-95
20-Jan-95
21-Jani@s’
&-hnasS';l
23-Jan9s'
24-Jan:95 .
25-J n-95f

an-95
27-Jan-951
28-Jan- 95
29~Jan-95
Mn@sq

31-Jan:95
1-Feb-95

0.00
0.00
0.04
0.00
by
0.

0.00

0.00

0 19
0.17
1.18
0.43
0.30
0.04
1.10
0.7

0. 1%
0.05
@85
0»01
0.00

P S e )

- b b =
OO0OO0O0

U

eooco .

[= =~

[= I - - = ]

[eR ool

OO0 O0

0 | 0

OCO0OQO

cocoo’

0 0

0000
0o O0O0
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Appendix 3-2-2. Mark West Creek: "Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1994-1995.

Rain Nr'éinfaﬂ i;e;ibﬁed for fagtma Wastewater Treatment Plant, Liano Road

Fishing Codes: 1 OK 2 = net bverwﬁélmaé rsrwi‘nzgs ot down; 8= hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering

mstream; Up= ﬁsh movmg upstream

N | Fishing ... . S | Coho , Chinook
Date . Ra'in{‘ |~ Code’ “'}* Juveniles | its' J%Juveniles i< Adults ~Juveniles | Adults
__linches [Bown] Up_[Down]' Up |Down| Up {Down].Up_[Down] Up |Down] Up [Down[ Up
2-Feb-95 , : 1 Y ‘ , ' T
3-Feb-95 i S AT RS NN N BN N B S
4-Feb-95 ‘ ; -
5-Feb-95 | ) -
6-Feb-95 ‘ 1] |11 |0 |0 0 0 0
7-Féb95 {000 1 | 1|9 | ofoil]1]1]0o|lo|lo}lofjo]o]o
8-Feb-95 | 0.15; ; : : ‘ ) ' »
g-Feb-95 | 0.00 |
10-Feb-95/ 000 | 1 [ 1 | 11| 0| o]o|[o]ofo|o]o]|]o]|]oO]|oO
11-Feb95{ 002} 1 | 1 | 7] 0] o ]o]Jo[ofofo|[o|o]|]ofoO
12Feb95/ 004 | 1. | 1t | 0o j o |l OO0 jo|o]o]|]o|lo]o]o}|oO
13-Febid5 | 0.88 | - *
| 14-Febes | 6l02 |° T
'| 15-Febids | 6.00 | ¥ ; o
16-FebB5| " |- R L , : ‘
f7Febds| |1 "1 |13}t o | 1]ojo].0ofj0o]0]o0o]|oO]oO
18-Febids {1 1|e]ojofofo|ojo]o]ojo]o]fo
18-Febl05 111 |4]lojo|*1]0]lo}lo|lo]o}o]|]ofo
20-Feb-95 111 7]o|lo]ofjo}fojo]Jo]jojo]ojo
|21-Feb9sf 000 | 1| 1 |21 0| o|o]o}ojofo}jo}o]o]o
22-Feb95] 003 | 1| 1|1 ] ofo|]ojojo]o|o]ofo]o]oO
23Feb9s5{ 000 1 | 1] 1 [ofjo]o|lo|o|ofjo[ofo|jo]o
24-Feb-95 11| 3f{ofojo|o|lo|jo|]o]o|o}|o] o]0
25Feb9s{ o000 1 [ 1 |1 |o0o]o}lolo|lo|lo]o]|o}Jo{|o]o
26-Feb-95] 001 ) 1. | 1] oo o|o|o|o]ojo|]o]o|o]o
27-Feb-95} 000 1| 1. 0ol ojojojoJo]o]o]o|]o]o]oO
28-Feb-95| 0.00: | 1 1/l0lolojoflofjo]jo|ofjo}jo]o]oO
tMar95 00t | 1 | 1| oiJo|Jo|jojojo]|o]|o]o}fojo}o
2-Mar85 | 045/ |~ 3 SR CEE KN O S E -
3-Mar95 | 042!} | 1 o
4Mar8s | dos/ |- | ]" . |° T LA B
5-Mar-85 | 0lo0 | © ¢ e K
6Mar85| © |1 |1 fr1 |1 o f0ojofoj0fofo]|]o]jo]o
7-Mar-85 | 000. |- 1 |1 [0 |’0 | 0ofj0ojof:0o}l 0oflo|[o0o]|]o0o]oO] O
8-Mar-85 | 230 |V - oy S
| o-Mar-85 | 2114 | © S r
‘ 10-Mari§5 d:87 | © N
{2 arlbs| 11 [° |
13-Marfds | 1is1: |~
14-Mar-95 0.48 . , ,
15-Mar-95| 0.02 » ;
16-Mar-95 | 0.00.| i U B B
17-Mar-95 | 0.02
18-Mar-95| 0.44
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Appendix 3-2-2,"Mark West Creek: "Fyke Net Saimonid Catch, 1994-1985.

“Rain = rainfall reported for Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant, Llano Road
Fishing Codes: 1 = OK; 2 = nét overwhelmed or wings not down; 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering

Date

| Rain; {._Code _ [Juveniles; |- -Aduls .
{inches [Down] Up émﬂﬂwp@ “[Down[- Up_|Down

Ftshmg a1 s Steelhead

“Down = fish mmdmmam; Up = fish maeving upstream

oho ;

Chinook

Juvénﬁes

Adults

Juveniles

Adults

Down] Up

19-Mar-95

20-Mar-95
21-Mar-95
22-Mar-95

| 23-Mar-95
| 24-Mar-85
‘| 25-Mar-95

26-Mar-95

27-Mar-95 |
28-Mar-95 -

29-Mar-95

30-Mar-95'
31-Mar-95
1-Apr-95 |

2-Apr-95

3-Apr-895 |

4-Apr-95

S-APT-QS

B-Apr-95

7-Apr-95 |

8-Apr-95

9-Apr-95

10-Apri95
11-Apr:5 .

12-Apr95

13-Apr95

14-Apr:95
15-Aprio5

16-Apr-95 |

17-Apr-95

18-Apr-95 |
19-Apr-95 |

20-Apri95
21-Apri9s

22-Apr-95 |

23-Apr-95
24-Apr-95

25-Apr-95 |

26-Apr-95

| 27-Apr-95

| 28-Apr-95
29-Apr-95

o.0§ s | {
1.20 ? f % o
0.46 *
128 |
o3 | |
ﬁm T

- ok e b wh = N
-t o b wh =h o N

0.00 :
043 |~ | T
e8| |- no
013 |o |- f

0.00 |. ‘

" oco=-=0000
coocoocoo '
OO0 O0Oaao

0.00 |-
019 |° ERE I .
0.07 | £ R N R
000 | B B T N
0.00
0.02

-
-
-

"‘
o
[=]

0.02
0.10
0.00

0.00

0.07
0.29
0.2

[ N S G R G S ey O N )
O = WO 200WO0O -

OCO0OO0O0O-+0DO0O00O
COO0CO0O0OOOOO0C0
OO0 O0OO0O0CO0OO0ODOOO

0.67

coocoooco

o

COO0OO0OO0ODOLODOOO

coooocoo

ocoocoococooo

Up

o

OO0 QOO0 O0
ocoo0oo0o0O0O0O

o
o

COO0OO0CO0OO0OO0OO0O
COO0OO0DO0OO0OOOOO

'Down{ Up Down] Up

o COO0OO0OO0O0O0O
o OO0 O0OO0O0O0

[eN~NoRolNoNeNeNolNola
COO0OO0OO00O0O0O0O0O0

OCOO0OO0OO0OO0OO0
0OCO0OO0O0OOOO

o
(=]

COO0COO0ODOO0OOO
OCOO0OO0O0OO0OO0OO0OO0O0

30-Apr-95
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Appendix 3-2-3. Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Saimonid Catch, 1994-1995.

~ Rain = rainfall reported fqr ‘Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant, Llano Road
Fishing Codes: 1 = QK 2 = net cwmhetmed,or wmgs not down 3= hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering

Date

4-Nov-94
5-Nov-94
6-Nov-94
7-Nov-94
8-Nov-94
9-Nov-94
10-Nov-94
11-Nov-9:
12-Nov-94
13-Nov-94
14-Nov-
15-Nov-94
16-Nov-94
17-Nov-94
18-Nov-94
19-Nov-94
20-Nov-84
21-Nov-94
22-Nov-94
23-Nov-94
24-Nov-94
25-Nov-9*i
-N Nov-94
27-Nov-94
28-Nov-94
28-Nov-94
30-Nov-94
1-Dec-94
2-Dec-94
3-Dec-94

=)
5-Dec-94!

6»9eo-94‘
7-Dec-94’
m::-m
9-Dec-94’
1 0-bec-94

sl

13-Dec-94
14-Dec-94
15-Dec-94
16-Dec-94
17-Dec-94

18-Dec-94 |

019

01f0

-

23

-

ol mle -

-—

000 .

o000 - - -

B~ I = 3

NN N

AW

Chinook

Juveniles

Adults

Down Up

Down| Up

Q000

OO0

QOO - -

L= B~ 2 ]

> - oo

OO0 0

OO O -

[= 2% -3

OCOO0O

s

o0 -

DO OO

o N

i
i

oco0Oo
[ 2« I =

- -X-X=)
cooo

00O
OO0 Oo

-0 00
(o« N e N
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Appendix 3-2:3. Mdaeaifia Creek: ‘Fyke Net Salimionid Catch, 1994-1995.

~Ran= ramfall repoﬁed Jor | Laéunmasiewater Treatment Plant, Llano Road

Fishing Coées* 1= oK 2 *nef’%ﬁ?@!ﬁ?eﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁﬁgs not down: 3 = hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering

Date ain: |

ﬁown = ﬁsﬁ" whstream: Up = ﬁﬁh rhdving upstream
R ad.. TR * Qgho , Chinook

_.L K ifes - Adults: Juveniles Adults

Upﬁ@wn Up |Down| Up |Downj Up

1 9-Dec-94
20-Dec-94
21-Dec-94
22-Dec-94
23-Dec-94
24-Dec-94
25-Dec-94
26-Dec-94
27~Deo-94
28-Dec-94
29-Dec-94
30-Dec-94

31-Dec-94 |

'1-Jan<95’
2-Jan-95
3jan-95:
4-Jan-95
5-Jan-95!
6-Jan-95°
7-Jan-95.
8-Jan-95°
9-Jan-95
10<Jan-95
11-Jafi-
124Jaﬁ-
13Jan-95
14~Jan~9
15-Jan-
164Jan-95
17Jan-95
18-Jan-95
19-Jan-95
20-Jan-95
21-Jan-85
22-,Jaﬂ-95
’ 23~Jaﬁ-9§
24-Jan-95
254Jan-95
26-Jan-95
27-Jan-95
28-Jan-95
29-§Jan-ss

31-Jan-9
1-Feb:gs!

30-»18?%93 '

0o 1] 1[]0]O0][3]0

"?é
- b N
R R QY
o000
[ =3« 3 o B = SN
COO0O
- -0 0
o - 00
OO0 OO
o000
OO0
éooo

0.00
0.19
017 |
“1.18 |
“043

0 04
1.10
0.70
0.19
0.05

ol || |
.’ﬁ.ﬁﬂ? . i . ST T ;
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Appendix 3-2-3; "Maacama Creek! Fyke Net Salmonid ‘Catch, 1994-1995.

Fishing Coded: 1= OK; 2=

- Ram = rainfali reported for Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant, Liano Road

ﬁ"et’év%ﬁlm&"l orw?nggﬁotdawn 3'=hole(s) innet; 4 =

tampering

an ,jUﬁ = ﬁsﬁ fmvinmmm

v -

F;smnd: ‘.*; J

Chinook

~ Coho

1 Code A Adults

Juveniles

Adults

5 1 Down)| Up

i

Downl

Up |Down

Up

2-Feb-05
3-Feb-95°
4—F!‘eb-95*
5-Feb-95
6-Feb-95
7-Feb-95
8-Feb-95'
9-Feb-95;
10-Feb-95
11-Feb-95
12-Feb-95
13-Feb»95%
14-Febios
| 15-Febios
16-1&eb=95;
1 7-Feb1-95
18-Febi95
19-Feb-95
20-Feb-95
21-Feb-95,
22-Feb-95:
23-Feb-95
24-Feb-95
25-Feb-95
26-Feb-95
27—Feb-95
28-Feb—95
1-Mar~‘95§
2-Marios
3-Mar-95 |
4-Maribs |
6'aar%*si
ar-%Sg
7-Marids
S-Marfgﬁ;
9-Marids |
10-Mar<95
11-Mar95
12—?6!3?&95
. 13-Mat&95
14-Mar-95
15-Mar-95
17-Mar-95
18-Mar-95

Eown Up |
121

e
000 | 1 | 1

N

OO LD E
o0 0.

e D e e o
SN« - - SO '

%
-
-
O =
soo
Qoo
QOO
[« W =)
[ I = J¥ o

55
o0

CQOO0O0O0O0OLOO0O000
COO0OQO0O0O0OO0O0DO0OO0O0O0O

5

Y I I N G R O L R R e e g
CO0O0O0OLO0O0O0O0OOO
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e
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Appendix 3-2-3." Maacama Creek: Fyke Net Salmonid Catch, 1994-1995.

- Fishing Codes* 1 =0K; 2= met ovafwhelmed orwings not down; 3 .= hole(s) in net; 4 = tampering

doms;fem Ua = ﬂsh mowng upstream
‘ Chinook

Date ~Juveniles | _ Adults

qun up‘ Down| Up

19-Mar-95 | 0.04 |
20-Mar-95 | 1.20 | .
21-Mar-98 0.% ;
22-Mar-95 | 1.28 |
23-Mar-98 | 043 | BT v
24-Mar-95 | 0.00 | - 2 R
25-Mar-95 ~ ; _'
26-Mar-95 L ‘, : ‘l :

27-Mar-95 | . | | :
28-Mar-95 : S S -
30-Mar-95
31-Mar-95
1-Apr-95 g
2-Apr95 ‘
3-Apr95’ |

4-AprQ5 ]
§-Apr-95 | 0.00

6-Apr:95: | 0.43 S A | S ¢
‘7-Apr:95 | 0.28 | b ;
8-Apr:95' | 0.13 | B B
9-Apr-95 ;000 i S b
10-Apr95, : 1

11-Apr:95 foob CHNEE AR CH (R
12-?\;)&955 0.18 | N
13-ApriS | 0.0
14-&pr195 1 »
15—Apr‘95 i1 28 ,
16-Apr:95 | 0.00 |
17-Apr-95 | 0.02
18-Apr-95 | 0.00
19-Apr-95 | 0. 02
20-Apr-95 | 0.10
21-Apr95'| 0.00
22-Apr-95. '
23-Apr-95'
24-Apr-95. |
25-Apr-95 f
26-Apr-95.| 0.00
27-Apr-95'| 0.07 |
28-Apr-95.| 0.29
29-Apr-95i| 0.21
30-Apr-95! oé7

|
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RS P N G G A Y X Y |
.aégaooo;1
Mhﬁégpogu
cooo-oa
.Qéogooc 
1o§5oooo
0000000
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opoooog
opé?&ob'
coococooo

-
w
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o
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(=]
[
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o
o
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o
o
o

NNAAA;a;ﬂwN
-, AW aanN
“N2PdOONM-0O0
-
000000000,
wQQQOHQ@QQO
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Appendix 3-2:8 e
o effort and ramfau 1994-1995
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Appendix 3-3-1. Santa Rosa Créek: ‘Salmiorid Adults and Half-pounders Captured, 1994-1995.

Steelhead Moving upstream

BETEENRS R e

# Date

SRu1 | 6-Mar-95

SRd1 | 7-Dec-94
SRd2 | 16-Dec-94
SRd3 | 16-Dec-94

SRds1 | 28-Nov-84] m | 605 | ]



Appendix 3:3-2. Mark West Creek: Salmonid Aduits and Half-pounders Captured, 1994-1995.

5 snA "’:. Y
v g

Steeihead Movmg upstream

Fork
Lengm

t
1
i

# | Date-—| Sex-| -mm-] Mafkew. S e 7 T pemarks

MWut| 7-Feb-95 | f | 680 -] —punch. Jgr ,

MWu2 | 17-Feb-95] f ~aas‘-«»--~«~ unch e
f
m
?

MWu3 | 19-Feb-95 515 punch si%'ﬁaer greem |
MWu4 | 31-Mar-95 720 | punch ﬁg “bi‘of(éﬁ‘kype

MWuS 1-Apr~95 540 punch

L o G, SR b S A + A

Steeihead Moving downstream

«mﬂ 8~Bec-94| 2 { w:zz?«wtw mm@h




Appendix 3-3-3. Maacama Creek: SuImohid Adults and Half-pounders Captured, 1994-1995.

Steelhead Movunngpstream

, Fork BT I xm ST oA ST
- ~{angth; S A o
- # Date Sex | mm | Marked? Remarks
MAu1 | 7-Dec-94 | m 348 |.. punch pounder L

-5 o5 | or| 740~ | punen: ot -
MAu3 S«Feb-ss‘ ..m 658 | .. ousiy punched lower caudal lobe; right pectoral fin missmg,
. e grunsl o e FaenD kil i cfaned
"MAu4 5—Feb-95 [:med - 620 | punch::lrpe. - :m,h l
MAuS | 5-Feb-95 | m | 628 prﬁviously pumhed boih caudal lobes; both pectoral fins missing
MAu6 | 5-Feb-85 | f 608 punch .:jgreen ; o
MAu? }: 5-Feb-95 1..mio|: 590 - 9‘%@@ ripe ... ’
"MAuS | 6-Feb-95 | m. | -628 | .. previousix punched both caudai lobes; both pectoral fins missing
MAU9 | 6-Feb-95 | m 658 ~_|hatchery fin; previously punched twice in lower caudal lobe
MAu10| 6-Feb-95 | m 720 hatchery fin; previously punched both caudal lobes
MAu11| 6-Feb-g8 1 m | 495 | — " {ripe: Katchery fin; previously clipped adipose fin
MAu12] 8-Feb-85 f 648 white spot on back behind head fold
MAu13| 6-Feb-95 | 'm | 567 | "punch{npE; " T o
MAu14| 7-Feb-65 | "'m | 655 © T ripes h ‘ f’ﬁ‘“’bréviﬁﬁgl?”pmm@d twice in fower caudal lobe
‘MAuU15| 17-Feb-95| m 645 punch [ripe; hatchery fin? -
MAu16| 19-Feb-95] m 875 ripe; previously punchedtwicein caudal fin; rt side bruised; kipe wormn
‘MAu17{ 19-Feb-85! m 588 punch jripe
MAu18| 20-Feb-95| m 720 ripe; prevnously punched twice in caada! fn battered
‘MAuU19| 20-Feb-95| f 722 | :punch fripe - ,
MAu20| 20-Feb-os | ‘m | 885 | puiich ~[Wound Siettsigs
MAu21|24-Feb-05| 2?7 | 705 | " [green; hatcheiy fin; previously punched in upper and lower caudal lobes
MAu22|25-Feb-85] m | 7000 | T|iipe] prévigusly punchied twice in taudal fin
MAu23| 27-Feb-95| m :}..730 _ - =fripe; hatc aw fin; previousty punched twice in caudal fin;
G both pectoral fins,missing; fatally § wounded (by mink?)
MAu24| 2-Mar-95 | m | 732 - |sipe; hatgheryfin; previously punched twice iri upper caudal lobe
MAu25| 7-Mar-95 | m | 639 ~{ripe: Hatehery fifi: previously punched i upper and lower caudal lobes
MAu26 | 30-Mar-851 m 718 | punch [ripe; hatchery fin; battered
MAu27]30-Mar-05| m | 678 | "punch [ripe; Ralchery fin; Kype broken; hole (possible old punch) in dorsal lobe
MAu28|30-Mar-05| f | 807 | T ~|prévidusty piched twice in caudal fin
MAu29| 31-Mar-95{ m 705 ripe, hatchery fin; previodsly punched twice in caudal fin; battered
‘MAU30| 31-Mar-85| f? 630 punch |green , f.‘;f :
MAU31 | 31-Mar-95] m | 870 punch  [ripe T
MAu32| 1-Apr-05 | 'm | €40 - |ripe; hatchery fin; previously puniched twice 'm caudal fin;

T L T Ly g wﬁm e ﬁhg mj§s§ﬂ§ %wer Jaw sp“‘l

‘MAu33| 2-Apr-95:|.-m | 682 . |ripe;- hamhery fin; previoxisly punched twice irt caudal fin
MAu34| 3-Apr-95 | m ,J, 650 punch |ripe ot
‘MAuU35 3-Apl‘-95 o foq o 538 N w&@h , jgreen: ..« : i
MAu36| 4-Apr-95 | .| 688 | . .o .. |ripe; praviausxy punched iwice in caudai fin
MAu37| 4-Apr-85 | m 503 ripe hatchezy fn. braken lower jaw
MAuU38 | 23-Apr-85 | m | 515 | punch [ripe -




Appendix 3-3-3. ‘Maacama Creek: Salmonid Adults and Half-pounders Captured, 1994-1995.

Sar e s e o

ﬁ? L -‘ .7,«:,: ‘:,4\;;"4' ‘»Y B

ey

Steelhéad Movmg downstream

VSR & L T e K0 L % ek ¢ e 0 e

§
i
H

Fork 4
# Date Sex mm Marked? R ‘“‘Remarks”*
MAd1 | 6-Feb-95 | m | 675 | punch |wild; spawned out; lafge patches ‘of skirt'gone; fungus on back & side
MAd2 | 18-Feb-95| m | 750 "'“piiné‘f‘f ﬁé*chery firty'spawned out; abraded belly; broken kype; fungus
MAd3 | 19-Feb-95| m  §pawried '6iit? (swam down while cléaning nets)
MAd4 | 20-Feb-95| m | 675 previously punched twice in‘€atdal fin; this is MAu16
MAdS | 21-Feb85| 2 | 868 |~ |RatchEryifin: Spawiied out; prevnousty plifiched twice in caudal fin;
wounds both sidés; beat-dp Ao
MAdS | 22-Feb-95{ m 670 : recent punch upp8r caddar Wbe bité ‘but of side; this is MAU20
MAd7 | 28-Feb-g5| f | 720 e s whed §tit: récent piirich upper caudal Iobe’ this is MAu19
MAd8 | 28-Feb-95| "7 | | T Hsw “‘"*66% Wi‘sﬂ@ cfeénfng nets) oo
MAd9 | 26-Apr-95 | mi? | 530" " it ( SUtHEE {
“‘?"m‘% 95«‘:353: $ doaed ol ‘hﬁ*’i
. coiho Salmon Moving upstream
'MAuct| 16-Dec-94| m | 520 | punch™
'MAuc2| 16-Dec-94| m | 700 | punch Iripe AW o
MAuG3 ['18:Dec:84] "t | 4777 | ‘plinch~|ripe =1 vizw - -
MAuc4 | 18-Dec-84| f | 702 | punch ripe, Iarge kype
MAuc5 | 19-Dec-94|™ M| ‘801 | panth™
MAuc6 | 28-Dec-94] m 485 punch |ripe; previously adxpose ﬁn c?:pped
%m@aiméﬁ%vi' downsiieam _
MAdc1]| 17-Dec-94 | v {fresh punch upper caudal lobe; this is MAucz
MAdc2| 19-Dec-84| i | ; ‘f‘fﬁéﬁﬁuﬁéﬂwf‘awéreﬁ&dal lobe; this is MAuc3
MAdc3 | 28-Dec-84' "m"" | 540" “ i ﬁbﬁ':?% iworf 110l oo
MAdc4 | 26:Dec:64| ‘m | 490 | "“*??é@ﬁéuﬁ%ﬁ"‘éﬁ‘uﬁﬁbré@&dal lobe; this is MAUCS
. Y P [ A 5 u.“ R »,
Bovsting %‘m“"m ‘ Fanut
- "Chinook Salmon Moving upstream
MAuk1]17-Dec-94| m | 540 | puiich’ “ﬁﬁ@' F@W@?W of cauéat fin worn
MAuk2| 18-Déc-04| m~ [ ‘840 ‘I 'puren ~[rpe - i winl
MAuk3 | 18-Dec-94| m 489 punch _{ripe R Gind
T Chinook Salmon Mowngd@wnsiream
'MAdk1| 10-Dec-84] m '§~20“"-> wnéh% Tripe; battéred
|MAdk2| 17-Dec-84| 'm | 815 | “lripé: Dattered; prevmusiy punched upper Iobe is this MAdk1?
MAdk3] 19-Dec-94| m 537 punch [ripe
MAdk4 | 19-Dec-94| m 540 previously punched’Upa@r caudal lobe; ﬂms is MAuk1
MAdKkS5| 19-Dec-94| m | 4927 [ Wﬂ“@y‘bﬁnﬁh@d‘ uppfér caudal lobe this is MAUK3
MAdK6 | 23-Feb-95] m 770 e 'ﬁ"f’f[ﬁ%ﬁb@hdf yhares

B e S g e e e mer e e
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Appendix 3-4. Adult Saimonid Recapture Summary

up npe.mnt down spent

ﬁsh.came

“ a 1, Nt BOWH [i

iﬁ

-
'
+
3 a B
H ‘» 3
R
S R
iy
S
E
.

up

Chimok Salmon Marked in Maacama Cr@ek, Recapmred in Maacama Creek

MAuk1

WMAdKI]

MAuk3

iaas

_MAAC | ng

MAAC| " up

MAAC | : up

MAAC
MAAC

down

down
down

.

7.

2

went up ripe; went down ripe
went up ripe; went down ripe

went down ripe; swam back up while nets not set; wentdownﬂpe

1

L AfBLAY

e

&

3
bs



Appendix 3-5-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fork length-frequency (mm) of steelhead smolts captured moving downstream in fyke
nets, by two-week intervals, 1994-1995.

tarval T 7-NovIZi-Novl 5-Dec|19-Dec| 2-Jan| 16-Jan] 30-Jan| 13-Feb] 27-Feb] 13-Mar| 27-Mar| 10-Apr| 24-Apr
20-Nov]| 4-Dec|18-Dec| 1-Jan| 16-Jah| 29-Jan| 12-Feb[26-Feb| 12-Mar] 26-Mar 9-Apr| 23-Apr| 7-May

days fished 5 3 7 |81 0 }|:0 6 -4 10 5 0 7 7 4
total fish 1 8 | 14 |- 3: 1 0 . 0 1 L g 3 0 16 3 1
fish per day 0.2 27 | .20 [z06 | 00 {:0. 02 02 | 06 0.0 2.3 0.4 0.3

95.29 : 4 , 1
30 I TAGE |
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Appendix 3.5-2. Mark West Creek: Formbﬁgtﬁ %ﬁeﬁéﬁ i‘mm) of steéihiead sniohts captured moving downstream i Tyke
¥ WSk intervals, 1994-1995,
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Appendix 3-5-3. Maacama Creek: Fork length-frequency (mm) of steelhead smoits captured moving downstream in fyke

v,.!.. 4“,"'" = § S ‘&j,

Jan | 16-Jan|30-Jan 13»Fb [27-Feb] 13-Mar| 27-Mar| 10-Apr] 24-Apr
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Appendix 3-5-4. Coho and Chinook Saimon Smoﬁ's”ﬁa‘ﬁtured in Fyke Nets in Santa Rosa, Mark West, and

Coho Salmon Smotts captured in sam ‘Rosa Creek moving upstream

Fork é
Lengths|~ & @ if AP
arlen v v
# _Date mm ‘fﬁ'?
SRosul | 12-Feb-05] 165, adiposemcgppga
¥ ; -

Coho Salmon Smolts Ce ] in Maacama Creek moving downstream
MAcsd1 | 10-Feb-95] 115 ifwild. o By

MAcsd2 | 11-Feb-95
MAcsd3 | 30-Mar-8§
MAcsd4 | 1-Apr-85

SRksd1 | 22-Apr-95] 92
SRksd2 | 22-Apr-95| 78]
SRksd3 | 26-Apr-95| 84 %]
SRksd4 | 27-Apr-95| 841 Inc
SRksds | 27-Apr-95| 911 Jre @




Appendix 3-8. Fyke Net Fishing Effectiveness Summary, 1994-1995.

days overwheimed
days with holes
days over & holes
|days tampering
ltotal




Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1984-1895. 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, 1994-1 995 up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.

LT RE . R Rt ‘ Dec-94 — : Feb ﬁ:
i IR e 16 17 18 19 26 27 28 29 5 6 7
; upJdnfupJdnupJnup]anfupfdnfup[dniupidn (upJdnupldnlupidn]upidn
2 1
313 4 1 2 1 1
T |3 et T 28 1] 21 2 3|3 2 s
81 ) [N DU . . N
: v 1
R 00 I ' S
.
1 s s 1 S IR B 3 2] " 112
2.
1
ifystgmcamustrasﬁdpomo
Cottus aleuticus
Cottus asper
Mergus merganser
Clemmys marmorata marmorata
Rana catesbeiana
Rana catesbeiana 311 1 1 1 112
Bufo boreas .
Page 2



It : 1 | 12 | 17 | 18 | 19 | 20 21 | 2 - 23 24 2 I
upfdnjupfdnfupfdnfupfdnfupfdnjup]dnjupjdniupfdniupldnlupdn]up]dn dn
11
1 1} 1 1
1 6la4 2 2|3 5|2 615 113 7|9 4|1 95 6
- . - S
2 2 1
1
IR B S — . - 3 SR - %
1 1
Gréen sunfish “pm W s 1
Black crapple Pomoxis higromaculatus
Emm . .' -
Russian River tule perch Hysterocarpus traski pomo
Coltidae
Coastrange sculpin Cottus aleuticus 1 1 1
Prickly sculpin Cottus asper
jOther Vertebrata ‘ ] ’ S
Cormmon merganser Mergus merganser 1
Northwestern pond turtle  |Clemmys marmorata marmorata - 1 2
Bulifrog Rana catesbeiana 1 1 1
Butifrog tadpole Rana catesbeiana 1 1 1 1 1 2
Western toad Bufo boreas 1 1
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Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catohes of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1994-1995. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.

- Feb-95 Mar-95 ; Apr-95
27 28 1 6 7 30 at 1 2 3 4
up[dnfupldn]upfdnlupdnfupfdnfupldniupldnjupidnlup]dniup]dn]upfdnl
1
1 3
1
1 2 4 1 4 5 3
3ls 1 2|6 6|10 al1s 8|8 18| 2 s8{15 46|/2 3|8 5
e - - 2
1
1 2 1
{H K 1] 1 1 1
1 1
1
1 1 i1
1 1 1
1
-Coastrange sculpin Coltus aleuticus 1 2 1 2 1
_Prickly soulpin Cottus asper
Other Vertebrata
Common merganser Mergus merganser
Northwestem pond turtle  |Clemmys marmorata marmorata 1 1 1 1 111 1
Bulifrog ‘ Rana catesbelana 1 1
Bulifrog tadpole Rana catesbeiana 1 1 1
Westemn toad Bufo boreas

Page 4



Appendix 3-7-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1984-1995. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: Fyke Net Catches of Varlous Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1994-1995. 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, 1994-1985. 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, 1994-1985. 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, 1994-1995. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-2. Mark West Creek: FykeNetCatchesofVadousSpeolesofFishan&OtherVartebmtes.1994-1995. 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, 1994-1995. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creelc Fyke Net Catches of Varlous Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1994-1965. 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, 1994-1995. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 3-7-3. Maacama Creeic Fyke Net Catches of Various Species of Fish and Other Vertebrates, 1994-1995. 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, 1994-1995. up = moving upstream; dn = moving downstream.
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Appendix 4-1-1. Santa Rosa Creek Juvenile Abundance Data, 1995,

Upper Santa Rosa Creek (Cougar Lane)

Summer 1995 surve Fall 1995 survey
Habitat | Habitat Date Total Date Total
Unit Type pled | Steelhead] Sampled {Steelhead
1(lower) pool 20-Jul-95 28 23-Oct-95 30
1(upper) | - -pool---}-20-Jul: .82 . | 23.0ct-95| 28
2" | nfte (204 .| 23-0ct-95 | 0
'3 ] _pool 120~ | 23-0ctos| 20
& e {20 ‘f‘”""‘:is;"r: 95| 18
8(lower) " |20-du 23-Oct-95 | 24
8(uppen) Poofzn- | 33 1.23-0ct-95 | az

Middie $amﬁ R S8 Gr%k@sh laddefto Hw_ry 12 bndgg)

Fail 1995 ﬂsurveg

" Total
&ee!ﬂead

Date
Sampled

T31-Oct-05
: ;;.,vbm.w,gs. 0

13
31-0ct-95 [* 10
31-0ct-05 |1 21
31-Oct-95

31-0ct-95 |

Fall 1995 survey

‘»; Total
Steelhead

coo3ocococo




Kpperidix 4-1-2. Mk West Creek-Juvenile Abundance Data; 1995.

} 1995 Survey
) Tetal




“Appendix 4-1-3.-Maacama Creek Juvenile Abundance Data, 1995.

Upper Maaeama/‘ﬁadwod Eteek fedwoacf e Hw 728 fo Yellowjackel)
Fall 1995 survey
Habitag ~ Habita "Total | Total
Unit =~} Goho |Steelhead
i’ 0 5
2L, 0 26
3L o | 35
1 0 183
3 0 34
fau 1995 survey
Total Total
Coho |Steelhead
0 2
R ¥ 1
0 2
0 7
0 6
0 0
0 0
0 5
_Fall 1995 survey
‘ Total
Steelhead
24
0
1
0
5
41




Appendix 4-1-4. Green Valley Creek Juvenile Abundance Data, 1985.
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Appendix 4-2. Mean number of juvenile saimonids per habitat unit, 1993-1995.

Coho per habitat unit
fall 93 summer 94] fall 94 |summer 95] fall 95
Santa upper 11.14 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Rosa middle 7.29 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Creek lower 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Mark upper 6.43 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
West middle 243 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Creek lower 3.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maacama] upper 26.40 0.60 0.00 0.00 0.00
Creek middle 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
lower 5.40 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Green upper
Valley middie 217 0.17 0.17 9.50 8.50
Creek lower




Appendix 4-3-1. Santa Rosa Creek: Total numbers of fish and other vertebrates captured by seine in each index zone, 1995

S . T . {. Summer1995 | .. Fall1995 .
ST e o Upper | Middle ] Lower | Upper | Middle | Lower

! e stickleback- -~ -'|Gasterosteus-aculeatus - - | .. 2
f‘Cotiidae N oo &5 '
1--Coastrange sculpin--—- -- |Coltus aleuticus - -} 15 2.
Other Vertebrata
Northwestern salamander |Ambystoma gracile 1
Bullfrog tadpole Rana catesbeiana 2




Appendix 4-3-2. Mark West Creek: Total numbers of fish and other vertebrates captured by seine in each index zone, 1995
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Appendix 4-3-3. Maacama Creek: Total numbers of fish and other vertebrates captured by seine in each index zone, 1995

Gastarostaidaag k B R R R
Thfeespms&ic&{&ﬁé?* Sastéra culeatus’ R 460 | 207 =1 | 1320 [ 401
Bluegill :
" [Cottidae s S IR . o i
Coastrange sculpin Cottus aleuticus _ 27 | 14 Fooop 150103
OtherVertebrata . .. ...} ... . . . . L. b .4 cFe ]
Bulifrog tadpole Rana catesbeiana 1 2 13
Red-legged frog tadpole  |Rana aurora 27




Appendix 4-3-4. Green Valley Creek: Total numbers of fish and other vertebrates, and of the California freshwater shrimp, captured by seine, 1995.

.
|
5

antified W e g ﬂwsgu*s v 1

St AL

Invertebrates LT
. |_California freshwater shrimp | Syncaris pacifica




Appendix 4-4. Fork length of young-of-the-year steelhead and coho, 1995.
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Appendix 4-5. Summer growth of young-of-the-year steelhead and coho, 1995.
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Appendix 4-6. Fork length in fall of young-of-the-year steelhead and coho, 1993-1995.

Santa Rosa Creek

1993

1994

1995

Green Valley Creek

| Middie [Fork Length, mm

75
66.7

10:-6' e
83.2%
1112

46
63.5

.. 7.0

142
66.2

1983
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= 24
oT1.7
287
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Appendix 4-7. T-tests comparing fall fork lengths of yoUng"-of-@h&year‘steelhead and coho, 1993-1995.

k]
¢

[P S .
£

s * o

g = s

Upper Santa RosaCreek - - | K'?ﬁiddle Santa Rosa Creek
comparison t df sig. | comparson t df sig. |
1993 vs. 1994 | 1. 82 119 ] n.s. [1993 vs 1994 | 2.20 63 ’
1993 vs. 1995 | 0.31/ | 215/ | n.s:! 1é93 905 | -270 | 125 | =
1994 vs. 1885 | -1 47‘ 186 ' | n.s. @95 -3.88 | 108 -

*

Upper Mark %‘C K . - fdle Mark West Creek
comparison t (7 odf ] sig. ,if* @umpaﬁsen t df sig. |
1993 vs. 1994 031 {.-n.s.. >
1993 vs. 1995 | -0.57 o
1994 vs, 1995 | -0.19 -
Upper Ma
comparison t ol df sig. |

-2.61 81

1993 vs. 1995 | 13.15 |

Middie Green Valléy Creek:
comparison t ] sdf
1993 vs. 1994 | 0.34- :
te03vs. 1005 | 072 | 82 ns D
1994 vs. 1995 | 0.10 73t M‘ S
t = value of t-statistic ’
df = degrees of freeddm = :
* = significant at 5% level (2-tailed tesi) :
* = gignificant at 1% evei“(”ﬂaxled‘ieéi)
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