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Study Sites

Camp Creek
Drainage Area 1270 ha

N.F. Hinkle Creek
Drainage Area 858 ha

S.F. Hinkle Creek
Drainage Area 1083 ha
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Number of Fish Tagged
N.F. S.F.
Year Hinkle Hinkle Camp
2002 264 324

2003 280 275

2004 197 394




NF Hinkle

Fixed-station

Antenna locations

Jan. 2003
1 Aug. 2003

SF Hinkle
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Camp Creek

-1 Fixed-station antenna
locations

9 locations installed fall
2003




Emigrants? What are they?
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Count of downstream migrants per segment

N.F. Hinkle
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Proportion of down stream per segment
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Summary

Headwater streams do produce some
downstream migrants

The number of migrants varies within
and among streams and years

Variation in abundance of downstream
migrants may be related to channel
connectivity




Some Observations On Behaviors

- Some fish left
- Some fish returned

- Some fish returned to another headwater system










