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Figure 3. Mean daily temperatures at five (5) Hobo locations along Permanente Creek overlaid
with atmospheric data collected at California Weather Database Station CIMIS #69 in San
Jose, California.
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Figure 4. Mean daily temperatures at three Hobo locations along Monte Bello Creek overlaid
with atmospheric data collected at California Weather Database Station CIMIS #69 in San Jose,
California.



Figure 5. Percent composition of Level Il habitat types by frequency along Permanente Creek.
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Figure 6. Percent composition of Level Il habitat types by length along Permanente Creek
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Figure 7. Percent composition of Level IV habitat types by frequency along Permanente Creek.
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Figure 8. Percent composition of pool type fre
encountered along Permanente Creek.
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Figure 9. Composition of pool cover along Permanente Creek.
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. Percentage of pool tail-outs by dominant substrate.
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Figure 11. Composition of canopy cover along Permanente Creek.
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Figure 12. Percent composition of Level Il habitat types by frequency along Monte Bello Creek
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Figure 13. Percent composition of Level Il habitat types by length along Monte Bello Creek.
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Figure 14. Percent composition of Level IV habitat types by frequency along Monte Bello Creek.
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Figure 15. Percent composition of pool type frequency as a percentage of total pools

encountered along Monte Bello Creek.
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Figure 16. Composition of pool cover along Monte Bello Creek
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Figure 17. Percentage of pool tail-outs by dominant substrate along Monte Bello Creek.
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Figure 18. Composition of canopy cover along Monte Bello Creek.
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Figure 19. Fish sample results by reach and species for Monte Bello and Permanente Creeks.

Figure 20. Breakdown of Rainbow Trout size classes captured during fish sample surveys in
Monte Bello and Permanente Creeks.



Figure 21. Breakdown of Rainbow Trout size classes as percent of total catch.

Figure 22. Results of the snorkel surveys by reach in Permanente Creek.



Figure 23. Breakdown of Rainbow Trout size classes observed during snorkel surveys in
Permanente Creek.
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Figure 25. Time-weighted amphibian detections by Aquatic Survey Reach in Permanente
Creek.
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Figure 26. Species composition of amphibian detections as a percentage of detections per
reach along Permanente Creek. n=total amphibian detections in each ASR.
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Figure 27. Time-weighted detections of amphibian species by Aquatic Survey Reach along
Monte Bello Creek.

Figure 28. Species composition of amphibian detections as a percentage of detections per
reach along Monte Bello Creek. n=total amphibian detections in each ASR.



Figure 29. Benthic macroinvertebrate richness measures by sample location.
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Figure 30. Benthic macroinvertebrate composition measures by sample location.
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Figure 31. Shannon Diversity Index values by sample location.
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Figure 32. Tolerance/intolerance values by sample location.
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Figure 33. Composition of functional feeding groups as a percentage of organisms by sample
location.
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