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TSW entrance efficiency 
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McNary Dam 2007 Spring Fish Tracks
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RSW PerformanceSpring Summary

• Treatments had little affect on passage or survival

• Diel periods had a pronounced affect on TSW performance

• Overall the TSW’s passed 27% of yearlings, 65% of steelhead

• TSW efficiencies were highest for steelhead (5:1 to 14:1)
- efficiencies lower when spill was included (< 2:1) 

• TSW survival comparable to conventional spill

• Greater passage through TSW 22 for Steelhead



RSW PerformanceSummer Summary

• Treatments had little affect on TSW passage or survival

• Treatments had largest affect on spill & powerhouse passage

• Overall the TSW’s passed 27% of subyearlings

• TSW efficiencies were relatively low (2.6:1)
- efficiencies lower when spill was included (1.2:1) 

• TSW survival comparable to conventional spill

• Greater passage through TSW 22 (7- 8%)



“ We are, I think, in 
the right road of 
improvements,
for we are making 
experiments”

- Benjamin Franklin
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