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llowable daily | Ramp rate
ctuations (cfs/hr)
30,5 abor Day to | Unrestricted,;
Easter 4,000 up (70% of the
time)
28,500 Easter to 4,000 down (70% of
Labor Day the time)
|I:qterim 5,000; 6,000; or 2,500 up
ows/ROD 8,000
Flows 1,500 down
2003 5,000 20,000 15,000 5,000 up (0900 — 1200)
Experimental
Flows

2,500 down (2100 -
0200)

(cfs = cubic feet per second)
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1990 and 2003

Ing pools

. 1992 study, high
degrees Celsius) may
quality and higher RBT
In the 2003 experiment.



n INto consideration
yuld be classified as a

Angradi et al. 1992),

of spawning gravel,
servations of spawning activity
relative to the site,

extent of stranding conditions, and

likelihood of stranding (e.g., morphometry of
the site, seepage rates, etc.).
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ound stranded

ere dead or

n=467) RBT # likely to die or already dead (n=36)
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m Stranded fish (dead)
ranged from 200 mm to
455 mm TL, with a
mean of 378 mm (SD =
63, n = 36), and from 85

RBT (AGFD) in g to 1,200 g in weight
1991 was 352 mm m The mean TL of RBT
(SD =117, n = 228). (AGFD) was 234 mm

(SD = 88, n = 3409).
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RBT RB} likely. | Total | Percent dead and
IREIVALO) Lo e likely to die
Ive :
40 83

0 2 0

7 34 2l

2 32 6

P 388 .5

0 0 0

1 2 50

) 0 0

1 1 100

1 4 50
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and mortality to fish

sh were dead
re found at the top of the
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en this site and Site 1, was
ed towards a 1.4 m deep pool,
ed stranded RBT to survive until
the water rose to a sufficient level where they
could migrate out to the river.




5,000 cfs



t sites (not randomly).

ﬂld@d fish were found
pared to the 1990 survey.

ures may have prevented
ded fish in pools.

ynded fish appeared to be minimal.

m A low down ramp rate appears to be a possible
factor in preventing stranding of fish.
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m Female Male ®m Unknown

Green Ripe and Running Spent Unknown

Spaw ning Condition
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