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FIGURE 2. Chinook salmon spawning interval determined from weekly
carcass recoveries of coded-wire-tagged and Program-marked fish in
the 1989-90 Trinity River spawner survey. The arrow indicates the
date separating the spring from the fall run.

FL?' (Bill Heubach, Assoc. Fishery Biologist, CDFG, pers. commun.)
comprised 98.0% (595/607) of the spring-run chinook salmon observed
in the spawner survey, while grilse (fish ~48 cm FL) comprised the
remaining 2.0% (12/607)  (Table 3, Figure 3). The percentage of
spring-run chinook salmon grilse in the survey closely matched that
observed at Junction City Weir but varied from that observed at
Willow Creek Weir and Trinity River Hatchery (Table 3). The reason
for the difference in grilse percentages at the different sites is
unknown.

Tributaries. Based on the date at which we first observed
spawning activity and the lack of spring-run codes among the CWT
recoveries, we assume that no spring-run chinook salmon were
observed in the tributaries.

2/ Determined from post-season analysis of length frequency and
coded-wire tag recovery.


