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FIGURE 5. Weekly
salmon trapped at
River during 1990.

average fork lengths (mm) of juvenile chinook
the Indian Creek Site in the main-stem Trinity

DISCUSSION

Our trapping and coded-wire tagging operations successfully met the
goal of tagging 100,000 naturally produced chinook this season.

The choice of trapping sites, with their relative immunity from
stream flow fluctuations, was probably responsible for the success
of this year's tagging program. Last year, in a similar effort,
the trapping site was located downstream of several major
tributaries at RKM 130. Spring storms made trapping at that site
inefficient or impossible. As a result, only 24,874 chinook salmon
were trapped during the 1988-89 season (Zuspan, 1991b).

The small size of fish encountered at the Lewiston Site may pose a
potential problem for coded-wire tagging there. Nearly all the
juvenile chinook tagged at that site were newly emergent fish
averaging about 36 mm FL. This year, most juvenile chinook
produced in this area of the river emigrated shortly after
emergence. This is probably related to intense competition caused
by the large number of fish produced in this small section of the
Trinity River. The CDFG estimates that, in 1989, this upper 3.1 km
of river accounted for 42.0% of the natural chinook spawning that
took place in upper 64.3 km of the Trinity River below Lewiston Dam
(Zuspan, 1992). Tagging fish at such a small size may adversely


