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7_’ of flsh biomass taken by birds in the Lower River in spring.
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- 83% of fish biomass consumed by birds in the Lower River In
spring.

— 73% of total fish blomass taken by all birds in the entire river in
spring.
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= 22% of their biomass requirements.
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-~ Downward trend since 2002 (high of
279,500 total smolts consumed).
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= ). 637 kg fish biomass in 2004.

— Represents 29.5% of estimated salmon smolt
biomass passage at Chandler (worst case
scenario).
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Felican=s (Chandler] Gull=s (Hom
wWild Spring Chinook
200 -0.412 0122
2005 0,221 0.250
Hatchery Spring
Chinook
200 0,291 0. 225

2005 0,295 0822
Total Spring Chinook

2004 .05 0.132
2005 0557 0553

Total Fall Chinook
2003 0.7 0.2
20005 0,350 0953

Wild Coho
2004 0982 0.716

2005 0956 0653

Hatchery Coho
2004 0554 0.maz

20005 0. a56 0.&09
Total Caoho

2003 04554 0.0
2005 0.0 0.617

Steslhezad
2003 0232 0222
2005 0206 W =[5

Total Salmonids
2004 0352 0983
20005 (W 0.E50
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® Coho smolts may be targeted
at hotspots by pelicans and
gulls. Spring/fall chinook &
steelhead appear under-
utilized.
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J Trapping & radio-collaring
of pelicans for analysis of
diet and movements.
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