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— qrﬂsﬁ ects
—— "’>Splll reduces project mortality by avoiding turbine
— ~ passage;
~ > Spill reduces passage delay;
~ > Predator avoidance;

o > 5pill allows juvenile migrants to avoid adverse conditions
such as high water temperatures;

» Spill results in reduced cumulative passage effects leads
to reduced delayed mortality.




| Ct survival (estimated by inriver or
‘Ch survival);

_ :elayed mortality (related to fish
condltlon not observed directly).
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SSivival estimated using Cormack-
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oy zl r_@c 'spill affect the migration timing and
cEanientry ofi juvenile salmonids.

SESTall incremental changes In flow volumes are
= E” icult to quantify for fish survival.

Jowever, all data collected suggests that
decreasmg flows increases the risk to the already
‘high risk populations.

~® Given BIOP flow targets stocks are still at risk
(average-poor climate/ocean conditions). Any
degradation in flows will place stocks at higher
risk.
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