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Walker Creek Coho RecoveryWalker Creek Coho Recovery

• DFG planted 264 adult coho, 2003 –

 
2008.

• 3,400 coho

 
smolts

 
planted in 2007; 500 fingerlings in 2008

• Monitoring surveys : juveniles and spawners

• DFG grant-funded monitoring program





Walker Creek Juvenile Coho Walker Creek Juvenile Coho 

• 80 Adults planted 2003/04

 
65 Juveniles observed 2004

• 87 Adults planted 2004/05

 
176 Juveniles observed 2005

• 40 Adults planted 2005/06

 
0 Juveniles observed 2006

• 7 Coho redds

 
2006/07

 
193 Juveniles observed 2007

• 57 Adults planted 2007/08

 
19 Juveniles observed 2008



Walker Creek Coho SpawningWalker Creek Coho Spawning
2006/07:

•4 Adults

•7 Redds

2007/08:

•4 Redds

2008/09:

•1 Redd



Lagunitas CreekLagunitas Creek



Coho vs. Ca$h Escapement, 1997 Coho vs. Ca$h Escapement, 1997 --
 

20102010
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Large Woody Debris (LWD) Enhancement







Habitat Enhancement with LWD



Snorkel SurveysSnorkel Surveys


 

Compare preCompare pre--

 

and postand post--

 enhancement fish enhancement fish 
densities.densities.



 

Compare fish densities Compare fish densities 
between enhancement between enhancement 
and reference sites.and reference sites.



 

Quantify coho and Quantify coho and 
steelhead in steelhead in 
enhancement and nonenhancement and non--

 enhancement zones. enhancement zones. 



Fish Use of Wood StructuresFish Use of Wood Structures
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Pre-
 

and Post-Enhancement 
Coho Densities 
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Sediment ReductionSediment Reduction



Salmon vs. Sediment DynamicsSalmon vs. Sediment Dynamics



Salmon vs. Sediment DynamicsSalmon vs. Sediment Dynamics



Salmon vs. Sediment DynamicsSalmon vs. Sediment Dynamics



Aquatic Resource MonitoringAquatic Resource Monitoring



Lagunitas Coho Carrying Capacity?Lagunitas Coho Carrying Capacity?
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Winter Habitat Enhancement
 Tocaloma Backwater Floodplain



The Future –
 

Estuary Enhancement
 Giacomini Wetland Restoration



The Future –
 

Estuary Enhancement
 Giacomini Wetland Restoration



Thank you
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