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Please note that all the photographs of fish from our surveys in this report are of anaesthetized fish which were kept out of 
water for typically less than 30 seconds before being transferred into a recovery bucket to wake up prior to release.  

 
  

From top right (clockwise): 
 

(1) Wester Ross Wild Trout Workshop participants netting sea trout in the Flowerdale Burn estuary by Gairloch Harbour on 
1st May 2019. The TV cameras were recording foǊ Ψ{ŜŀƴΩǎ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩΦ hǾŜǊ рлл ǇŀǊŀǎƛǘƛŎ ǎŜŀ ƭƛŎŜ ǿŜǊŜ ŎƻǳƴǘŜŘ ƻƴ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
sea trout from the sample.     

(2) Despite very high numbers of sea lice recorded on sea trout earlier in the year, this large mature female sea trout was 
taken in the sweep net at Flowerdale in September 2019. Note the louse damaged but healed dorsal fin. In some situations, 
sea trout are able to recover from heavy infestations of sea lice by moving into freshwater where the sea lice detach.  

(3) Skye fisheries biologist and Glasgow University PhD student Isabel Moore (front left) and other members of the Skye 
sweep netting team by Loch Slapin in June 2019. To be able to carry out its field work programme, SWRFT depends upon 
support from many volunteers. Thank you to all!   

(4) Gone fishing! Peter Davison and Peter Cunningham on Isle Maree at lunchtime on the 6th of September 2019. Many 
brown trout of up to 34cm were caught. A larger sea trout was hooked, jumped by the boat and got away. The photograph 
was taken by Keith Dunbar who later described the day as one of the best of the year. Elsewhere in Loch Maree, brown trout 
of up to 3lb were caught in 2019; the largest sea trout was only 2.5lb.   

(5) A sea trout spawning burn by Loch Coulin in the headwaters of the River Ewe, October 2019. The burns around Loch 
Coulin provide good spawning habitat for Loch Maree sea trout and good nursery habitat for young trout; they are carefully 
managed by Coulin Estate.   
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Learning about wild fishes.  
Little Loch Broom, August 2019 (photo by Donald Rice) 

The SWRFT has the right to use information it has collected and analysed in order to meet its aims 
and objectives. Since the SWRFT is funded in part by income from the public sector, this 
information may be passed on to other public or charitable bodies involved in fisheries 
management. It is not the S²wC¢Ωǎ ǊƛƎƘǘ ƻǊ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ǘƘƛǎ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ Ǝŀƛƴ. 
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/ƘŀƛǊΩǎ LƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ 

 

¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ¢ǊǳǎǘΩǎ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ нлмф ŀƴŘ ŜŀǊƭȅ нлнл ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ōǊƻŀŘ 

ranging body of fishery monitoring activity ever undertaken by the organisation. Extending across the entire 

Wester Ross and Skye area and with the assistance of our partners at Glasgow University, University of the 

Highlands & Islands and many kind volunteers this has provided a detailed indication of the state of our fishery 

populations, together with valuable indications of the factors limiting their productivity. At a time of growing 

concern at both local and national level over the sustainability of fish populations and the political debate 

surrounding it, the value of authoritative, local scientific data to inform the public, river managers, government 

agencies and decision makers has probably never been greater. 

 

In common with all Trusts an important part of our charitable function relates to the education of the public and 

during 2019 we were successful in our application to the Robertson Trust and Nineveh Trust  to undertake a pilot 

programme aimed at providing teaching input to all schools in the Skye and Wester Ross area. Aligned with the 

national curriculum this will cover biodiversity within river systems, the role of fishery management in species 

ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŀǎƛǾŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀ Ŏƻƴǘƛƴǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ άǎŀƭƳƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŀǎǎǊƻƻƳέ 

initiative. 

 

We also report on a successful application to the William Grant Foundation to undertake a pilot study of herring 

and bait fish productivity in Wester Ross coastal areas with our partners at Edinburgh Napier University. This is a 

logical extension of our activity in freshwater and estuarine habitats to the adjacent marine environment 

particularly in respect of concerns over smolt survival and the productivity of sea trout populations in coastal 

water. 

 

Particularly at the conclusion of such a productive and interesting period, at the time of reporting, regrettably,  it 

is simply not possible to ignore the profound and far -reaching impact of Covid-19 on the activities of the Trust. In 

mid-February 2020 Trustees approved a business plan and budget aimed at further growth of its activities, not 

least with the employment of a second post-doctoral Fisheries Biologist covering Skye and the Small Isles. 

 

Unfortunately, over the following 6 weeks, as a result of Covid-19, 96% of total budgeted fisheries income had 

been withdrawn which together with Government lockdown and social distancing measures meant the 

abandonment of all planned activity for 2020. This has had the gravest impact on the financial sustainability of the 

organisation. It has required the expenditure of significant capital reserves, together with a number of 

unprecedented actions and far -reaching restructuring to create a low-cost model which may be capable of 

ensuring its future survival. No doubt, we face a predicament shared by very many small organisations across the 

UK. 

 

Given the restoration of funding and in the absence of further lockdown, albeit in a different model, Trustees 

remain hopeful that it will be possible to re-build activity in 2020 and 2021. 

 

Ian Lindsay, September 2020 
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Part 1 Introduction  
 
This review presents a summary of the work of the Skye and Wester Ross Fisheries Trust over the 15 months up 

to March 2020, and some related contextual information.  For many rivers, rod catches of salmon and of sea trout 

were amongst the lowest on record (Part 2.1). Juvenile salmon were surveyed at sites on the mainland and on the 

Isle of Skye; fry numbers were very low in some rivers (Part 2.2). High numbers of parasitic sea lice were recorded 

on sea trout sampled at coastal sites around the SWRFT area, but not everywhere (Part 3). Much of our work 

continued to focus on learning how emissions of larval sea lice from marine salmon farms affected wild fish. 

Several new salmon farms with 2000+ tonne biomass consents were granted planning permissions (Part 3.3). 

From July 2019, applicants for new salmon farms were required to present a sea lice dispersal model with their 

planning application. These models demonstrate the potential for further increases in concentrations of infective 

stage sea lice several tens of kilometres away from fish farms of projected origin, according to coastal currents 

and wind direction.    

 

In contrast to sea trout, wild salmon post-smolts which become infested with sea lice remain at sea. Those which 

migrate through areas with high cumulative concentrations of infective stage lice may have been more vulnerable 

than has so far been established through sampling. Hence much concern and many hours of largely unpaid work 

by the Wester Ross Area Salmon Fishery Board in response to planning consultations, informed by the results of 

some of the TrustΩǎ ǿƻǊƪ όtŀǊǘ пύΤ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ōȅ ǎŎƛŜƴǘƛǎǘǎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ aŀǊƛƴŜ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘ 

Science (Part  5).  In 2020, the Trust was to participate in a collaborative West Coast salmon tracking project led by 

the Atlantic Salmon Trust to learn more about migration pathways of wild post-smolt salmon.   

 

Some long awaited results of genetic studies of wild trout around the Loch Maree area were reported (Part 6). 

Anadromous trout populations appeared to be resilient in some areas, able to keep going despite being subject to 

high levels of sea louse infestation. Parasitic sea lice detach from their host after a few days in freshwater; some 

sea trout which were able to move to estuary pools recovered. An abundance of readily available food may have 

also helped. Spring spawning herring were again recorded to the west of Gairloch (Part 7.1).  

 

The Trust also supported student projects to learn more about seabed habitats of importance to wild fish 

populations (Part 7.2) and has continued to raise awareness and actively support the control of non-native 

invasivŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŜǎ όtŀǊǘ уύΦ   ¢ƘŜ ¢ǊǳǎǘΩǎ .ƛƻƭƻƎƛǎǘ has also worked with other organisations including the Portree 

Angling Association and the Wester Ross Biosphere with a focus on issues of shared interest and concern (Part 9). 

 

Further details can be found within the following pages. Our wild salmon and wild trout populations are special 

things that have survived and adapted to changing environments over millennia. The Wester Ross Fisheries Trust 

(which joined with the Skye Fisheries Trust to form SWRFT in 2017) was established in response to the threats 

they face, in recognition of their value to humankind and as a critical parǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōƛƻǎǇƘŜǊŜΩǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ ǿŜō ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜ. 

The challenge of looking after wild salmon is now as great as it has ever been. When all the anxiety and disruption 

associated with the Coronavirus has settled back down, one hopeΩs that our self-sustaining wild salmon 

populations are given the level of protection required not just to prevent further extirpation of local populations 

but to revive prolific runs of these remarkable fish for those who come after.  

 

Thank you for your interest and support.  

 

Peter Cunningham, (revised) September 2020 
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Part 2 Salmon and sea trout stocks  
2.1 Rod catches  
 

Following a legal challenge to the Scottish Government citing the new General Data Protection Regulations 

[GDPR], rod catch figures can no longer be published by the Scottish Government at the fishery district level. 

Instead catches have been grouped together into a series of reporting areas of which there are now six which 

cover the SWRFT area. At the time of writing it is still not clear whether SWRFT can continue to request catch data 

and publish graphs for any of the individual river systems as in previous SWRFT reviews; so for the purposes of 

this review the graphs below follow the new Scottish Government guidance and published rod catch figures1.  

Salmon and grilse ς mainland rivers 

Published catches of salmon and grilse reported for five out of the six reporting areas show lower catch of salmon 

and grilse in 2018 than in 2017. For the Badachro ς Applecross area, and the Loch Long to Arnisdale area, the 

combined catch in 2018 was the lowest since 2004. The only area to surpass the 2017 total in 2018 was the River 

Carron - Kishorn area.  

Totals for salmon and grilse for some of ǘƘŜ ΨŎƻǊŜΩ ǎŀƭƳƻƴ ǊƛǾŜǊǎ ό[ƛǘǘƭŜ [ƻŎƘ .ǊƻƻƳ ǘƻ 9ǿŜύ in 2019 were similar to 

those in 2018. In contrast, the River Carron ς Kishorn reporting area again recorded higher rod catches than in the 

previous year. However, reported catches for the Loch Long ς Arnisdale area were again very low.      

Figure 2.1 Rod catches of salmon and grilse for mainland parts of the SWRFT area.  

 

                                            
1 Scottish Government rod catches of salmon and sea trout https://data.marine.gov.scot/dataset/salmon-and-sea-trout-

fishery-statistics-2018-season-reported-catch-and-effort-method 
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(left) Escaped farm salmon, 
River Ewe, 2nd July 2019. 
This fish has characteristic 
features of a freshly 
escaped farm salmon 
including a stunted dorsal 
fin, tatty tail and different 
spot pattern from a native 
wild River Ewe salmon.  

 

(right) Probable escaped farm 
salmon (about 7lb) 
Dundonnell River, August 
2019. This fish was thought 
by the angler to be a sea 
trout so released. It does 
indeed have many trout like 
features and would have 
been the biggest sea trout 
taken in the area for several 
years.  However, its spot pattern and general appearance were subsequently judged to be more akin to some of 
the spotty escaped farm salmon that have been seen in the SWRFT area in recent years.  

 

Salmon - Skye  

The total reported catch of rod caught salmon and grilse for the Skye and Small Isles area for 2019 of just above 

100 fish was the lowest on record since 2004.  

Figure 2.2 Rod catches of salmon and grilse for the 

Skye and Small Isles reporting area. 

This new reporting area is very large, and includes 

both major salmon rivers (Snizort, Varagill, Kilmartin 

and Sligachan) and several smaller streams where 

salmon or grilse have previously been regularly 

caught (e.g. Hinnesdal, Drynoch, Ose, Brittle, 

Hamara, Broadford). Little can be said about the 

performance of individual rivers around the island 

from these figures, other than that perhaps none of 

them have been doing well.  
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Sea trout ς mainland waters 

Reported catches of sea trout and finnock were mixed. For the Kanaird to Broom area, the combined total for 

2019 was higher than for many years. However, for the Little Loch Broom to Loch Ewe area, combined totals were 

close to the lowest on record with less than 150 fish reported in both 2018 and 2019. Formerly the River Ewe 

system alone produced 2000 sea trout in a year, many of which were caught from boats fishing in Loch Maree.  

Figure 2.3 Rod catches of sea trout and finnock for north SWRFT mainland reporting areas.  

 

Wild trout are still present in all waters. However in river systems with large lochs, it is thought that because those 

that remain in freshwater throughout their lives have been more successful than those which migrate to sea, the 

genetic composition of some trout populations may have changed in 

favour of resident brown trout rather than anadromous sea trout, 

with fewer sea trout smolts migrating to sea (see also Part 6).   

There were signs of some recovery around the Two Brooms area in 

2019; several sea trout of over 4lb were taken in rivers around the 

Two Brooms area (Loch Broom and Little Loch Broom). 

(left) SWRFT Trustee Alasdair Macdonald with a sea trout of 4lb 10oz 

taken on 7th July 2019, his largest sea trout to date. Congratulations 

Alasdair! 

 

(right) Keith Dunbar & Peter Davison fishing 

Loch Maree on 6th September 2019. Several 

finnock and brown trout of up to just below 

1lb were caught; a sea trout of around1.5lb 

was hooked and lost after jumping out of the 

water beside the boat. Photograph by 

occasional ghillie, Peter Cunningham. 

Elsewhere on the loch, brown trout of up to 

3lb were caught from boats in 2019.  
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Over the past 20 years, many adult male resident brown trout have been taken in and around Loch Maree by 

both rod and line and in fyke net samples. Until recently most adult female trout were assumed to be sea trout. 

The capture of a maturing female brown trout by Grudie on 19th October 2018 was notable; the trout population 

in this part of the loch may now be sustained by female resident brown trout rather than by female sea trout.  

 

Maturing female resident brown trout (270mm, 

237g) from Loch Maree taken on 19th October 

2018 from Loch Maree.  

 

Many of the sea trout taken in Loch Maree in 

recent years have been at the south end of the 

loch, suggesting that headwater streams above 

Kinlochewe including those in the Coulin area now provide the main spawning areas for the trout populations 

which produce most of the sea trout.  For those still interested in restoring the once prolific Loch Maree sea trout 

fishery, the challenge may be to tip the genetic balance back in favour of an anadromous life-history for trout 

populations in other areas including the Talladale ς Loch Maree Hotel area.  

 

(below) Sea trout, 15.5lb from Loch Maree, taken by M. M. Johnson, 18th August 1934, Ghillie John Mackenzie. 

This fish must have been quite close to the rod caught record for a Scottish sea trout when caught. Subsequently a 

fish of 19.5lb caught in Loch Maree in September 1951 by David McNaught became the British record for a rod 

caught sea trout (it has since been surpassed by sea trout taken elsewhere).  

Photo by Robin Ade who found this fish in the 

Kircudbright Museum in 2019. If anyone else 

has stories of other notable Loch Maree sea 

trout please get in touch! (Robin painted the 

Loch Maree wildlife poster which can be found 

at https://www.wrft.org.uk/files/wildlife.pdf 

copies of which are still available from SWRFT). 

 

Further south, rod catches of finnock in the Loch Carron and Loch Long to Arnisdale area were higher in 2018 than 

for many years. However, numbers of sea trout remained much lower, suggesting low rates of survival from 

finnock to sea trout (see Part 3 and Part 5 for related discussion).  

 

Figure 2.4 Rod catches of sea trout for southern mainland part of the SWRFT area. 
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Sea trout - Isle of Skye & Small Isles 

 

There is uncertainty about levels of catch reporting 

for rod caught sea trout and finnock in the Isle of 

Skye and Small Isles area, perhaps even more than 

for salmon and grilse. Assuming that reporting has 

been consistent in recent years, published figures 

(Figure 2.5) indicate that catches of sea trout were 

the lowest on record in successive years up to 2019.  

 

(right) Figure 2.5 Rod catches of sea trout for the Isle 

of Skye and Small Isles reporting area. 

 

In addition to all the rivers listed under Ψsalmon ŎŀǘŎƘŜǎΩ, there are many smaller sea trout rivers on Skye and 

several sea trout waters on the Isle of Rum, some of which were described in the SWRFT Review February 20182. 

Furthermore, angling for sea trout in the sea has been practiced around some parts of the Isle of Skye and parts of 

the mainland, rod catches from which do not appear in official statistics.  

 

Anecdotal information suggests that in some areas, the number of sea trout caught by shore anglers in the sea 

may be greater than the number taken and reported by anglers fishing rivers and lochs. It would be useful to 

learn more about how much fishing takes place in coastal areas around the SWRFT area and to improve the 

reporting of rod catches from all waters. Enthusiastic shore anglers may also be able to help to improve and look 

after some of the smaller coastal burns which produce sea trout, in much the same way as around Orkney. 

 

Escaped farm rainbow trout 

 

On 7th September 2019, an estimated 1300 rainbow trout mostly of between 500g and 900g in weight escaped 

from a fish farm in Loch Poolteil in Northwest Skye. Subsequently, over 100 rainbow trout were caught by anglers 

fishing the nearby Hamara River, with other rainbow trout taken from the Drynoch, Brittle, Snizort, Varagill and 

several other rivers around Skye; and from the River Inver, Little Gruinard River and River Kerry on the mainland.  

 

A ΨŦǊŜǎƘ ǊǳƴΩ rainbow trout was caught early in 

2020 from the River Snizort, demonstrating 

that some fish had survived over the winter.   

 

(right) Escaped farm rainbow trout, taken by an 

angler fishing the Little Gruinard River, 

September 2019.   

 

As all the fish that escaped were said to be triploid (3 sets of chromosomes instead of two) and therefore infertile, 

there is no risk of spawning in the wild. To assess the possibility of adverse impact to native trout and salmon 

populations, some of the rivers where larger numbers of rainbow trout were caught may be surveyed in 2020.  

                                            
2 SWRFT Review February 2018; see page 41. 

http://www.wrft.org.uk/files/SWRFT%20Review%20February%202018%20Final%20for%20web%20V2.pdf 
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2.2 Juvenile fish surveys 

 

supported by the Scottish Government, WRASFB & local businesses 

 

Electro-fishing surveys, using specially designed equipment, provide the means of monitoring the distribution and 

relative abundance of juvenile fish within the river systems of the area.  Using this method, juvenile salmon have 

been recorded within 38 river or stream systems on the mainland from the River Kanaird to the Barrisdale River 

(inclusive) and another 18 stream systems on the Isle of Skye so far this century.  

 

In 2018, the collaborative National Electro-fishing Programme of Scotland [NEPS] was launched by the Scottish 

GovernmentΩ aŀǊƛƴŜ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘ {ŎƛŜƴŎŜ ώa{{ϐ to provide data from which trends in the abundance of juvenile 

salmon at the regional level can be assessed. NEPS electro-fishing survey sites were randomly selected by MSS 

and widely spread across Scotland. More background information can be found here:  

https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon-Trout-Coarse/Freshwater/Monitoring/ElectrofishingProgramme 

 

In both 2018 and 2019, 30 quantitative NEPS electro-fishing sites were surveyed within the SWRFT area. In both 

years, approximately two thirds of sites were on the mainland and one third on the Isle of Skye. Some sites 

required expeditions to remote areas; other sites were more easily accessible from nearby roads. Most sites were 

surveyed between July and September. Field work for this programme was carried out to standard protocols, led 

by fisheries trusts. Although the focus was on wild salmon; trout, eels and other fish were also recorded.  Data 

compilation and analyses, and preparation of the national reports were carried out by colleagues at MSS. Genetic 

samples were also taken from some sites to learn more about salmon population structuring.  

 

To complement the NEPS survey and to maintain our own information base for local salmon conservation and 

fisheries management purposes, additional ΨǎŜƳƛ-ǉǳŀƴǘƛǘŀǘƛǾŜΩ sites were surveyed in some rivers with the 

support of river proprietors and the Wester Ross Area Salmon Fishery Board. Additional surveys were carried out 

to fulfil monitoring contracts for the salmon farming industry, hydropower companies, or for demonstration 

purposes.   

 

Surveys of mainland sites were led by Peter Cunningham assisted by Colin Simpson (both SFCC qualified) and 

David Holland, with help from many other volunteers and estate 

staff. Surveys on the Isle of Skye were carried out by the 

University of Highlands and IslandǎΩ Rivers and Lochs Institute led 

by Prof Eric Verspoor; and by a team from Glasgow University. 

 

The purpose of the following section is to provide a summary of 

results in 2019, focussing on salmon. A brief summary of the 

results of surveys in 2018 can be found in the SWRFT Newsletter 

February 20193.  

 

(right) Colin Simpson and son Finn with Coulin Estate keeper Neil 

Morrison by the Coulin River, July 2019. 

                                            
3 SWRFT Newsletter February 2019 

http://www.wrft.org.uk/files/SWRFT%20Newsletter%20February%202019%20v%2011%20Feb%202019.pdf 

https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon-Trout-Coarse/Freshwater/Monitoring/ElectrofishingProgramme
http://www.wrft.org.uk/files/SWRFT%20Newsletter%20February%202019%20v%2011%20Feb%202019.pdf
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Results 
 

The recorded distribution and relative abundance of salmon fry and parr at sites surveyed within the SWRFT area 

in 2019 are shown in Figure 2.6 and Figure 2.7 respectively. For NEPS sites on the mainland, only the fish that 

were caught in the first run are included. For NEPS sites on Skye, results are shown as present or not recorded.  

 

Juvenile salmon were found at all NEPS sites in rivers surveyed on the mainland in 2019. However, the average 

density of salmon fry (young of the year) was lower in 2019 than in 2018 (Table 2.1). In contrast, the average 

density of salmon parr (age 1+ years) was higher in 2019 than in 2018.  
 

(right) Table 2.1 Summary of NEPS 

e-fishing results for mainland sites 

surveyed in 2018 and 2019.  

 

Similar results were found at 

several other non-NEPS sites, 

including in the little Tournaig 

system by Loch Ewe where the 

salmon population has been 

monitored since 1999. 

  

 

Reduced salmon egg deposition in the autumn of 2018 as well as extreme weather events during the winter and 

spring of 2019 may have contributed to lower salmon fry densities in 2019.  Some rivers experienced severe 

streambed-damaging spate events. Water temperatures were unusually high in February 2019 possibly leading 

to premature hatching. Unusually low flows in May 2019 may have dried out nursery areas when newly emerged 

salmon fry were vulnerable. Unusually high temperatures in June 2019 following the drought may have been too 

much for salmon fry in some areas.   

 

River by river summaries 
 

The following section provides a river by river summary focussing on juvenile salmon occurrence in 2019, from 

north to south. Table 2.2 defines the CPUE grades and minimum density estimate grades used for describing the 

broad variation in juvenile fish abundance recorded within the SWRFT area4.  

 

(right) Table 2.2 Definitions of 

Catch per Unit Effort [CPUE] & 

estimated density grades as 

used in the following text.  

 

 

 

                                            
4 There was a consistent relationship between CPUE and minimum density estimates for mainland NEPS sites surveyed 

by the SWRFT electro-fishing team in 2018 and 2019.  Linear trendlines for juvenile salmon give:  minimum fish 

density [number of fish per 100m2] = CPUE [number of fish per minute] x 11.7 for fry; and = CPUE x 11.35 for parr.  

CPUE Minimum density estimate Grade 

0 0 Absent 

0.1 ς 0.5 fish per minute 1 ς 5 fish per 100m2 Very low 

0.6 ς 1.0 fish per minute 6 ς 10 fish per 100m2 Low 

1.1 ς 2.0 fish per minute 11 ς 20 fish per 100m2 Moderate 

> 2 fish per minute > 20 fish per 100m2 High 

2018 2019

Number of sites surveyed on the mainland 21 21

Salmon fry (0+ young of the year)

Number of sites with salmon fry 19 17

Average number of fry per minute fished (CPUE) 1.35 0.77

Average salmon fry density (fish per 100m2) 17 9

Salmon parr (age 1++ years)

Number of sites with salmon parr 21 19

Average number of parr per minute fished (CPUE)0.69 1.08

Average salmon parr density (fish per 100m2) 8 12
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Figure 2.6 Recorded distribution and relative abundance of salmon fry at sites surveyed within the SWRFT area in 

2019. For NEPS sites on the mainland, only the fish in the first run are included.  
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Figure 2.7 Recorded distribution and relative abundance of salmon parr at sites surveyed within the SWRFT area 

in 2019. For NEPS sites on the mainland, only the fish in the first run are included. 
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River Kanaird (Canaird) 

Four sites were surveyed on 30th July 2019 in the upper Kanaird as part of a contract to monitor juvenile salmon populations 

in the river following the development of the Langwell Hydropower Project. The powerhouse for this scheme is located 3km 

upstream from a complex waterfall over which adult salmon were only occasionally able to ascend even prior to 

development of the scheme. One of the objectives of the survey has been to find out whether there is any evidence of 

salmon spawning above the falls following the development of the new power scheme.  

 

At the two sites above the falls, no salmon fry were found and the only parr were aged at 2 years old. In contrast, at a site 

~80m downstream from the falls, salmon parr CPUE was high; and at a site between the fields below Langwell, salmon fry 

CPUE was high as in previous years. The 3km section of river above the falls provides good habitat for juvenile salmon. The 

riparian corridor has improved with maturing alder trees thanks to a riparian woodland scheme developed by former 

proprietor Tony Fenwick. To enable adult salmon to recolonise the upper part of the accessible area, it would be a relatively 

straightforward job to ease passage over the already much modified Langwell falls. Such action is currently prohibited by 

SEPA.  

 

Further downstream sedimentation of the man-made river channel has resulted in the river level and water table rising, 

leading to water logging of surrounding agricultural land. If the embankments on either side of this channel are breached, 

much valuable topsoil will be eroded away without any benefit for wild salmon populations. Sediment (gravel and pebbles) 

could be periodically removed from the side of the river channel here for purposes of both protecting freshwater habitat in 

downstream areas and protecting surrounding farmland. Furthermore, the sediment could be used for a range of local road 

and estate maintenance purposes rather than bringing in crushed quarry rock sourced from further away.  

 

Salmon parr (of above average size) were also recorded at high CPUE at a NEPS site in the River Runie, the other main 

tributary of the River Kanaird on 30th July 2019. Both the water chemistry (conductivity 110 µS) and healthy riparian corridor 

(plenty of leaf litter) along this section of the Runie contribute to good growing conditions for juvenile salmon.  

 

Box 2.1 Ψ.ƻƻǘƭŀŎŜΩ ŜŜƭǎ ŀǎŎŜƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ [ŀƴƎǿŜƭƭ Calls, 30 July 2019 
 

On 30th July 2019, eels outnumbered other fish at the uppermost e-fishing site in the River Kanaird by Glen Cottage, a few 

hundred metres downstream from the new HP scheme powerhouse. Eels were of lengths 165mm ς 280mm. Further 

downstream, many eels (~50) were observed attempting to ascend the Langwell falls.  These fish were mostly 120mm ς 

200mm in length; they had left the main flow by the side of the upper part of the falls and were attempting to move 

upstream over spray-dampened rocks.  

Why do eels move upstream in the summer? The water temperature was recorded at 18C nearby. There would have been 

much greater competition from juvenile salmon for food (mostly insect larvae) below than above the falls. Are eels able to 

locate and exploit habitats where densities of other fish are very low and there is more food?  
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Ullapool River  

In both 2018 and 2019, a series of NEPS sites were surveyed in the Rhidorroch River above Loch Achall. In 2018, salmon fry 

were recorded at moderate to high CPUE and parr at low CPUE in the Rhidorroch River. However, in 2019 (19
th
 July & 29

th
 

July) salmon fry were absent or present at only very low CPUE at all three sites surveyed. Salmon parr (small) were recorded 

at low CPUE except at an additional site in the Allt Coire Cronaidh tributary.      

 

The Rhidorroch River is very unstable. It suffers not just from redd washout (when salmon eggs are washed away during 

winter spates) but also from excessive bedload sediment transportation during increasingly frequent major spate events. 

Following intensive rainfall events, much sediment is transported from Glen Douchary in the upper catchment to the 

Rhidorroch River valley, causing scouring and mobilisation of other sediment on its way down. For juvenile salmon which 

normally seek cover in the stream bed, the Rhidorroch River provides an uncertain place to live: conditions can be favourable 

in some years, impossible in others. Insect larvae are also washed away in big spates so there is less food for juvenile salmon.  

 

The Rhidorroch River problem, assessed prior to preparation of the Ullapool River Fisheries Management Plan 2005-2010, 

may have become worse in recent years. As extreme weather events associated with global warming are predicted to 

become more frequent, the SWRFT Biologist 

recommends that estate management groups and 

the Scottish Government, through its agencies 

SEPA and SNH, consider taking actions to develop 

ecological solutions which reduce rates of 

rainwater runoff, erosion, and sediment 

transportation from upland catchment areas. 

 

(left)  An electro-fishing site in the Rhidorroch River 

downstream from East Rhidorroch, July 2019. This 

section of river is very unstable with frequent 

realignment associated with sediment movement. 

Densities of juvenile salmon were very low here.    

 

River Broom  

Five sites were surveyed along the River Broom and tributaries on the 21st of August 2019. Water levels were on the high side 

making fishing less effective than usual. However, at sites by Inverbroom and Achindrean salmon fry were recorded at high 

and moderate CPUE respectively, and parr at low CPUE.  

These results underestimate juvenile salmon abundance in 

the main river due to the difficult fishing conditions. 

Salmon fry and parr were also present at three other sites 

including two sites in tributaries. 

 

(right) three year classes of juvenile salmon and two mayfly 

nymphs from the River Broom at Achindrean bridge on 21st 

August 2019.    

 

The River Broom and tributaries were much modified when 

Sir John Fowler reclaimed large parts of the valley for 

agriculture early in the 20th Century. That both the river and fields remain productive after over 100 years is a credit to his 

vision. Hydropower schemes developed in the 1950s in the upper catchment have not been as detrimental to salmon in the 

main river as might have been anticipated, as compensation flows are released. ¢ƘŜ ƴŜǿ [ƻŎƘ ŀΩ .ƘǊaoin Hydropower 

scheme is anticipated to further stabilise flows in downstream areas, providing some protection from peak spate events.  

https://www.wrft.org.uk/files/Ullapool%20FMP%202006.pdf
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Dundonnell River 

Five main river sites were fished in the Dundonnell River in 2019 (28th August & 27th September) including two NEPS sites. 

Salmon parr were recorded at moderate or high CPUE at all sites.  However salmon fry were absent or recorded at only very 

low levels giving cause of concern. Our initial 

interpretation is that the low salmon fry 

numbers related to adverse weather and river 

conditions, and to redd washout earlier in the 

year (c. Rhidorroch River). Recent spates had 

caused bank erosion and much streambed 

sediment movement in the Dundonnell River. 

 

(left) Discussing how best to stabilse the 

Dundonnell River: Alasdair Matheson and David 

Wilby of SEPA with Alasdair Macdonald and 

Prof Eric McVicar, 19th August 2019.  

 

Gruinard River 

Three NEPS sites were surveyed in 2019; one in the Abhainn Loch an Nid above Loch na Sealga (6th August); one in the 

Ghuibsachain burn (9th September), and one in the main Gruinard River by the islands above the Iron House Flats (6th August). 

Salmon fry were recorded at high CPUE at the top site above Loch na Sealga, moderate CPUE at the main river site; and low 

CPUE in the Ghuibsachain burn (underestimate due to high water at time of survey). Salmon fry were very small at the main 

river site. Parr were recorded at moderate CPUE at all sites.  As described in the SWRFT Review February 2018, most juvenile 

salmon grow more slowly in the Gruinard River than in rivers where there is more riparian vegetation to provide food.  

 

Tournaig (supported by MOWI) 

Six sites have been fished in the spawning burn above Loch nan Dailthean in late July or early August every year since 2003. In 

2018, salmon fry were recorded at an average of 3.0 fry per minute (High CPUE) for the six sites; parr were recorded at 0.81 

fry per minute (Low CPUE). In 2019 salmon fry were recorded at only 4 of 6 sites, at an average CPUE of 1.07; however 

salmon parr were recorded at all six sites at an average CPUE of 1.40, the highest average parr CPUE on record. Will the 

relatively high parr CPUE in 2019 lead to more salmon smolts migrating to sea than usual in 2020 (see also section 2.3)?   

 

Sguod (supported by MOWI) 

This is another smaller loch-river system by Loch Ewe 

which has been surveyed each year since 2011 with some 

interesting results. On the 14
th
 August 2019 salmon fry 

were recorded at medium to high CPUE at sites in the 

River Sguod and lower part of the north burn. Parr were 

recorded at low CPUE. Some of the salmon fry may drop 

down into Loch Sguod where they grow on. Formerly 

Loch Sguod had a reputation as a sea trout fishery, so 

trout fry numbers are of as much interest as salmon. 

Trout fry were recorded at 5.2 per minute at the top site; 

the highest of any site surveyed by SWRFT in 2019. 

 

(left) A slippery handful! Sometimes eels are caught which 

are longer than the measuring board. By Loch Sguod, 14
th
 

August 2019.  

http://www.wrft.org.uk/files/SWRFT%20Review%20February%202018%20Final%20for%20web%20V2.pdf
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River Ewe ς Loch Maree system 

In 2018, salmon fry were recorded at high CPUE and parr at moderate CPUE at sites in the Kernsary subsystem. The absence 

of juvenile salmon at a randomly chosen NEPS site surveyed in the nearby Inveran River in 2018 is a reflection of the 

unsuitable habitat for juvenile salmon at this particular location (weedy, silty, slow flowing). Also in 2018, salmon fry were 

found at high CPUE at sites in the Slattadale River (by Loch Maree) and at moderate ς low CPUE at other sites, including at a 

sites in the Bruachaig River near the Heights of Kinlochewe where salmon parr were also recorded.   

 

In November 2018, adult salmon were seen spawning in the Bruachaig River above the new hydropower scheme and fish 

pass at the falls (see SWRFT Newsletter February 2019). So we were optimistic of finding salmon fry in 2019.  However at a 

NEPS site surveyed nearby on 15
th
 July 2019, only one salmon fry and 9 parr were recorded in 16 minutes of electro-fishing. In 

contrast, further downstream by Incheril salmon fry were recorded at 3.84 fish per minute and parr at moderate CPUE. On 

10th July, salmon parr were more numerous than 

salmon fry at all four sites surveyed in the Docherty 

Burn; combined fry and parr numbers were lower 

in the Docherty burn than when last surveyed in 

2017. Four sites were surveyed in the Coulin River 

on the 7th August, including a site above the Stone 

Bridge; fry were recorded at up to high CPUE, and 

parr at moderate CPUE.  

 

(right) Measuring an electro-fishing site in the 

headwaters of the Coulin River, August 2019.  

 

A NEPS site was surveyed in the Talladale River just below the road bridge in both 2018 and 2019. In both years parr were 

more numerous at this site than salmon fry. Some of the parr may move into this site from spawning areas elsewhere; some 

may enter from Loch Maree. The overall picture for the River Ewe system is that juvenile salmon production remains 

adequate in most places. The upper Bruachaig River provides the largest opportunity for increasing production of juvenile 

salmon. Production could possibly also be increased in the Coulin River by enhancing riparian vegetation and nutrition.   

 

Torridon River  

Three sites were surveyed on this river over two visits in 2019. Salmon fry were recorded at low CPUE and parr at low to 

moderate CPUE. On the first occasion (18th July) the river was higher than ideal for electro-fishing so figures may 

underestimate numbers of fish present. On 20
th
 September, parr were recorded at moderate CPUE at a NEPS site near the 

council lay-bye.   

 

(left) Chris Beresford, Peter Davison and Tom Brown by the Torridon River on 20
th
 September; (right) three year classes of 

juvenile salmon recorded from a nearby electro-fishing site. We also watched airborne spiders on gossamer lines drifting by.  

http://www.wrft.org.uk/news/newsitem.cfm?id=218
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River Carron  

In 2019, five sites were surveyed in the Allt Coire Crubaidh in the headwaters of the River Carron. No salmon fry were 

recorded at any of these sites. On the 5
th
 of August salmon parr were found at up to moderate CPUE at the two sites above 

the new hypdropower intake. On the 13
th
 of August, salmon parr were found at high CPUE at sites above and below the new 

Allt Coire Crubaidh powerhouse. This part of the catchment has been regularly stocked with juvenile salmon; it is possible 

that all the juvenile salmon recorded were of stocked origin, including the parr above the fish pass by the intake.  

 

In addition, a NEPS site was surveyed in the River Carron in the Achnashellach forest on 5th August.  Here, salmon fry were 

recorded at low CPUE and parr at very low CPUE; the fry (at least) were thought to be of wild origin. Prior to any stocking of 

salmon in 2020, an electro-fishing survey of sites above Loch Dughaill in 2020 would help to clarify the status of wild salmon 

in this part of the River Carron. 

 

(right) The new HP 

intake weir and 

fish pass on the Allt 

Coire Crubaidh, 

and (far right)  two 

salmon parr from 

an electro-fishing 

site  further 

upstream on 5th 

August 2019.   

 

River Ling  

The Ling is one of the larger salmon rivers in the south of the SWRFT mainland area. In 2019 two survey expeditions were 

carried both later in the year than usual, following completion of NEPS sites all of which were on other rivers. On the 1st 

October sites were surveyed in the upper Ling above the confluence of the Coire-domhain burn. Salmon parr were recorded 

at moderate to high CPUE at all sites including the top site just below the confluence with the Blackwater. However salmon 

fry were absent or recorded at only low or very low CPUE; and the fry: parr ratio was nearer 1:2 than the other way around.          

 

In previous recent years salmon fry of native origin were stocked into the middle part of the river, but not further upstream. 

As there had been no stocking of salmon fry in 2019, there was interest in finding out about juvenile salmon populations in 

the middle section. An opportunity arose to revisit the river on 13
th
 December and four sites were surveyed. Despite low 

water temperatures (~4C) salmon fry were recorded at three sites above the lower falls, and parr at all sites including a site by 

the road bridge near the tidal limit.  All the juvenile salmon were thin at the two main river sites above the lower falls. In 

contrast, much larger, better fed parr were recorded at the site in the lower river. Our survey supported the contention that 

juvenile salmon production in the upper 

River Ling is limited primarily by a lack of 

available food. See also Box 2.2.  

 

(left) The River Ling from the slopes of 

/ǊŜŀƎ ŀΩ DƘŀƭƭŀƛƴΣ 1
st
 October 2019.  

Sheep cattle and deer crop riparian 

vegetation. There is a new woodland 

enclosure in centre right of picture.  

Photo by David Holland.   

See Box 2.2 for related observations.  
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Box 2.2 Of thin parr & fat parr: observations from the River Ling, 13th December 2019.   
The River Ling is one of the larger rivers within the southern part of the SWRFT mainland area, and flows into Loch Long near 

Dornie. Adult salmon are able to access the main river for approximately 10km upstream from the sea; to reach the main 

spawning and nursery areas they have to ascend one or more waterfalls. The river has a reputation for ŜŀǊƭȅ ǊǳƴƴƛƴƎ όΨǎǇǊƛƴƎΩύ 

salmon, an adaptation believed to be associated with the waterfalls. The main river has much cobbly run, riffle and glide type 

habitat with channel widths of 20m+ along larger sections all the way to the top of the accessible area. In terms of physical 

attributes, there are extensive areas of excellent nursery habitat for juvenile salmon. However, in terms of its biological 

productivity, conditions are not so good. The photos below were all taken during an electro-fishing expedition to the river on 

the 13th December 2019. The juvenile salmon in the photographs on the right are all shown approximately to scale.  

 

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Some questions: 

¶ Is there adequate nutrition at site A for the thin parr to become smolts of 
adequate size and condition to survive at sea? Or were some parr starving? 

¶ To what extent were surplus salmon eggs important as food for pre-smolt 
salmon parr in the River Ling (and other oligotrophic rivers)? 

¶ Were some of the big parr at site C fish which have descended from the 
upper river? Given results of Armstrong et al 20185, their prospects at sea 
are likely to be much better than for the smaller thin parr at site A in the 
upper river.  

¶ If the parr at site C smoltify in the lower river and survive at sea, will they home back to where they became smolts 
or will they continue upstream, over the waterfalls to spawning areas in the upper river?   

                                            
5 Armstrong J, McKelvey S, Smith G, Rycroft P, Fryer R. Effects of individual variation in ength, condition and run-

time on return rates of wild-reared Atlantic salmon Salmo salar smolts. J Fish Biol. 2018;92(3):569ï78 

See also: https://www.gwct.org.uk/fishing/research/salmon/survival-in-the-sea-bigger-is-better/ 

Site A:  Section of main river above the Goblet Pool (below left); stream widǘƘ ŀōƻǳǘ нлƳΦ {ǘǊŜŀƳōŜŘ ƻŦ ΨŎƭŜŀƴΩ ŎƻōōƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ 
pebbles. 6 salmon fry (50mm ς 62mm) and 4 parr (79mm ς 102 mm) were caught here, all thin (below right).   

Site B: small burn by track (below left). Salmon fry and parr were recorded at higher CPUE here than at site A. 13 fry (50mm-
61mm) and 10 parr (75mm-98mm) were caught here (below right). As narrow streams have a higher bank length to wetted 
area ratio than wide rivers, there is more food of terrestrial origin per unit wetted area than for wide river habitat.  

Site C: Side of main river by road bridge close to tidal limit (not shown) downstream from Nonach farm. Here the river receives 
additional nutrition from anthropogenic sources. The stream bed here was of green stones (moss and algae) with a corridor of 
riparian alder trees on either side. All the salmon caught here were chunky parr of lengths 90mm to 128mm (below right).  

https://www.gwct.org.uk/fishing/research/salmon/survival-in-the-sea-bigger-is-better/
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River Croe (surveyed by SEPA) 

The SEPA e-fishing team surveyed four sites on 17th and 18th September 2019. Salmon fry and parr were found at all sites. At 

the top two sites, minimum densities for salmon fry of over 20 fish per 100m
2
 were recorded; and fry outnumbered parr. At 

the two lower sites salmon parr were recorded at high density and fry at moderate density. Genetic samples were taken. 

Thank you to Anthony Watkins and the SEPA fish survey team for sharing their results.  

 

River Shiel (Kintail) 

Two NEPS sites were fished on the Shiel in both 2018 and 2019. One site was surveyed in both years. On the 20th August 

2018, salmon fry were recorded at high CPUE and parr at low CPUE at both sites surveyed. In contrast, on 27th August 2019, 

salmon parr were recorded at moderate CPUE but salmon fry at only very low CPUE at both sites (including the repeat site).  

 

(right) Colin Simpson and David 

Holland by an electrofishing site 

by the River Shiel on 27
th
 August 

2019. Many parr were recorded, 

but very few salmon fry.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Glenmore River  

On the 20th of August 2018 two NEPS sites were surveyed. At the more bouldery site near Moyle parr were present at 

moderate CPUE but fry at very low CPUE; at the lower site near Beolary, salmon fry were recorded at high CPUE and parr at 

very low CPUE. On the 26th of August 2019 a NEPS site was surveyed above the waterfalls above Bealachasan. Salmon parr 

were found above the Bealachasan falls for only the second time! However no salmon fry were recorded. Juvenile trout were 

also recorded.    

 

Glen Beag River    

On the 21
st
 of August 2018 three sites were surveyed including two near the top of the accessible area by Srath a Chomair. 

Both fry and parr were recorded at up to moderate CPUE here (though lower at a nearby NEPS site). At the third site below 

the brochs, salmon fry were recorded at high CPUE (3.5 fish per minute) and parr at moderate CPUE. On the 26th of August 

2019 both salmon fry and parr were recorded at moderate CPUE at a site just downstream from Balvraid.  

 

 

Isle of Skye  
 

In 2019, juvenile fish surveys were carried out on the Isle of Skye on behalf of SWRFT by teams from the UHI 

Rivers and Lochs Institute [R&LI] and Glasgow University [GU]. The R&LI team surveyed NEPS sites; the GU team 

surveyed sites as part of a wild fish monitoring programme funded by salmon farm companies operating nearby.  
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Kilmaluag River 

In 2019, the GU team surveyed three sites in the lowest 2km of this river. No juvenile salmon were recorded at 

any of these sites; just trout and eels. In contrast, on the 19th September, the R&LI team recorded both salmon 

fry (55mm-73mm) and parr at moderate CPUE at a 

NEPS site ~6km upstream from the sea. The status 

of juvenile salmon in this river requires further 

investigation; this river may have enough suitable 

habitat to retain its own unique salmon population.   

 

(right) Sea trout smolt and salmon smolt from a 

fyke net set close to the top of the estuary, 

Kilmaluag River, May 2019 (Isabel Moore) 

 

Brogaig  

No juvenile salmon were recorded at any of the three sites surveyed by the GU team in 2019. Juvenile salmon 

were recorded at only one site in this river in 2012. Satellite photos and local knowledge suggests that water from 

this river sometimes filters through the cobble beach. Salmon and sea trout may therefore have difficulty 

entering from the sea except at very high spate flows. During periods of low flows in the spring time smolts may 

be obstructed from reaching the sea. Obstacles above the main road may also hinder access for salmon. Local 

action to clear the mouth of the river of obstructing stones following storms might help anadromous fish 

populations.  

Kilmartin 

Juvenile salmon were recorded at all of the five sites surveyed by the GU team within the lowest 5km of the river. 

Figures for CPUE were high at one of the upper sites. In addition both salmon fry and parr were recorded at a 

NEPS site in the tributary, the Maligar Burn by the R&LI team. Results suggest that this river retains its own 

discrete wild salmon population and as such represents one of the more important ΨŎƻǊŜΩ rivers for the 

conservation of wild Atlantic salmon on the Isle of Skye.   

Varagill 

Only one NEPS site was surveyed in this river at a site located high up the river. Only one juvenile salmon was 

caught, plus 14 trout and an eel. This site may be located upstream from the main juvenile salmon nursery 

habitat in the river. In recent years the Varigill River has been stocked with juvenile salmon.  

Sligachan 

The GU team surveyed five sites in the river of which juvenile salmon were recorded at all four in the lower 4km 

of the river. Numbers were generally low except at one site where fry were recorded at moderate CPUE. The 

R&LI team also surveyed a NEPS site in the lower part of the river and recorded low densities of both salmon fry 

and parr. Much of the Sligachan catchment is sparsely vegetated; the Sligachan is very much a spate river rising 

and falling in response to rainfall on the Black Cuillin mountains. However the underlying geology is base-rich and 

the water is very clear and there are some large holding pools. The river could be more productive than in living 

memory if riparian vegetation could be protected from grazing pressure (some enclosures with alder and willow 

trees) and other measures were taken to restore and enhance catchment fertility and the amount of food for 

juvenile fish.  
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Broadford River  

One NEPS site was surveyed on 19th September by the R&LI team; modest numbers of both salmon fry (54mm-

70mm) and parr (77mm-105mm) were recorded. Nine eels, three minnows, one trout and one stickleback were 

also recorded. The Broadford River has limestone and much woodland within its catchment and is potentially of 

relatively high productivity.  

Conon 

This is a relative short river. Waterfalls that obstruct passage for migratory fish are located a short distance 

upstream from where the river enters the sea at Uig in the north of Skye. Three sites were surveyed by the GU 

team; trout were recorded at all sites and 11 eels and a flounder at the lowest site below the falls. Juvenile 

salmon have not been recorded in this river by the fisheries trust.  

Snizort 

The River Snizort is the largest and most productive salmon river on the Isle of Skye. Juvenile salmon were 

recorded by the GU team at seven out of eight sites surveyed including in a tributary burn approximately 11km 

upstream from the sea. Assorted juvenile salmon were also recorded by the R&LI team in challenging fishing 

conditions (high water) on 17th September at a NEPS site. In some previous years parts of the River Snizort were 

stocked with juvenile salmon. All fish recorded in 2019 were understood to be wild fish. Further surveys of 

juvenile salmon in headwater streams are required to fully assess the status of wild salmon in this important 

salmon river. 

Hamara (Glendale) River 

This is a short but sometimes very productive river in the NW of Skye. The river runs through the crofting 

township of Glendale and many crofts drain into it. The GU team surveyed five sites in 2019, and recorded 

juvenile salmon at three with high densities at a lower site, along with trout at all sites. 

Ose     

Only one NEPS site, close to the mouth of the river was surveyed in 2019 by the R&LI team. No juvenile salmon 

were recorded; however conditions were not good for electro-fishing, the river was in spate and the water 

coloured. The River Ose has the potential to be one of the more productive salmon rivers on the west side of 

Skye; the status of wild salmon in the Ose requires further survey.  

Drynoch  

Two NEPS sites were surveyed by the GU team. Low numbers of juvenile salmon and large numbers of eels were 

recorded. The Drynoch River enters the sea at the head of a west-facing sea loch and may be favourably located 

for attracting elvers from the sea as they seek freshwater. 

Strath Mor 

In 2019, four sites were surveyed by the GU team. Juvenile trout were recorded at all sites, but no juvenile 

salmon. Juvenile salmon had previously been recorded at low CPUE at two of four sites surveyed in 2018. The 

Strath Mor River flows through a heavily grazed valley and there are very few riparian trees. There is much 

potential for restoring riparian habitat and fertility for the benefit of both wild fish and other wildlife living in the 

catchment. 
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 Box 2.3  Salmon spawning delayed in 2019 by low water  

November 2019 was one of the driest on record in parts of NW Scotland. At Torridon, Colin Blyth recorded 

only 27.7mm of rainfall for the month, compared to 129.1mm for November 2018, 256.1mm for November 

2017 and 110.1mm for 

November 2016.  

While parts of England 

experienced unprecedented 

flooding, Wester Ross 

experienced a period of 

drought at the time when 

salmon are normally 

spawning. In some places 

adult salmon were crowded 

into deeper pools unable to 

access some of the places 

where they normally spawn.  

The picture (left) is a 

screenshot from a video 

recorded on 26th November 

2019 in the headwaters of 

the River Ewe. The river was 

at a low level and fish were 

crowded together.  

At least thirteen adult salmon can be seen. They include two or three females, two of which had attempted 

to cut a redd in the streambed which is far from ideal for spawning with only small amounts of pebble-sized 

stones. The other salmon are males, some of which were estimated to be around 90cm long. In the top 

right of the picture one of the larger males is lunging with its mouth open at one of the smaller grilse. 

At the beginning of December 2019, weather 

patterns changed, and water levels in many 

of the headwater streams began to rise. 

Subsequently the winter of 2019-2020 was 

one of the wettest on record. The 2020 

juvenile fish survey may clarify whether the 

November drought and subsequent high 

flows affected recruitment of salmon fry.  

Thank you to Colin Blyth for rainfall data and 

to licensed drone pilot Tom Forrest (right). 
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2.3 Tournaig trap project 

Supported by MOWI and NTS Inverewe estate. 

 
The little Tournaig river system which drains into Loch Ewe is one of the smallest within the SWRFT area to 

support a wild salmon population. In 1999, an upstream ς downstream trap was installed within an old fish 

ladder near the mouth of the river. Since then it has been operated from the spring to the autumn each year, 

providing records of salmon and sea trout smolts migrating out to sea and of adult fish entering the system. 

 

As this river system has not been stocked in recent years, the monitoring of salmon and trout populations at 

Tournaig provides useful information about the performance of wild fish, contributing to a clearer understanding 

of some of the factors that are of concern to fisheries managers.  

 

Upstream and downstream trap catches at Tournaig to 2019 are shown in Figure 2.3 below. 

 

 Figure 2.3 Trap catches at Tournaig, 1999 to 2019. (left) Upstream trap; (right) downstream trap.  

 

Lower numbers of both salmon (and grilse) and sea trout were recorded in 2017, 2018 and 2019 than in the 

three preceding years. Salmon and sea trout are known to be able to bypass the trap during high spate flows, so 

not all the adult fish which entered the Tournaig system are thought to have been caught. However through 

much of 2018 and 2019 the upstream trap was operational and trapping ΨŜŦŦƻǊǘΩ was similar to that of previous 

years.  

 

Very low water during late spring in both 2018 and 2019 may have delayed or prevented some of the smolts 

from emigrating. At very low flows, water levels are inadequate even for smolts to migrate downstream at 

Tournaig without running aground. Otters are known to move up and down the Tournaig river regularly 

throughout the year; they and other predators may take a higher proportion of emigrating smolts during periods 

of very low flows.   
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(right) Tournaig grilse, 
25th June 2019; condition 

factor 1.2 (fat!). Note 
predator damage: that of 

a seal? Common seals 
patrol the river mouth. 

Photo by Ben Rushbrooke. 
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Tournaig juvenile fish survey 

 

In addition to the fish traps, an annual electro-fishing survey has been carried out in early August primarily to find 

out about the distribution of juvenile salmon in the principle spawning burn, the Allt na Coille, above Loch nan 

Dailthean. Each year, six sites are surveyed in the last week of July or first week of August.   

 

Table 2.1 presents a summary of the results since the Tournaig system was recolonised by wild salmon in 2003.  

 

(right) Table 2.1. A summary of trap and 

juvenile survey data for salmon collected 

at Tournaig. Year-class colouring assumes 

that a majority of smolts are 2 years old.  

 

In 2018, for a second year in succession, 

salmon fry were found at all sites, strongly 

suggesting that some adult fish had 

entered the Tournaig river from the sea 

and bypassed the upstream trap in 2017.  

 

Salmon fry were present at only four of 

the six sites in 2019; concurring with a low 

run of adult salmon entering the system 

the previous year. However salmon parr 

were recorded at all six sites and at a 

higher average catch per unit effort than 

in any previous year.  

 

If water levels are favourable in spring 

2020, the salmon smolt run may be one of 

the largest on record.  

 

In 2016, higher trout fry numbers were recorded in the Allt na Coille than 

in any previous year; this correlated with a run of four large maturing 

female sea trout entering the system in 2015. Scale reading has shown 

that many of the sea trout smolts which leave the Tournaig system are 

three or four years old. If like (sea trout) produces like (sea trout smolts), 

then it is possible that the run of sea trout smolts in spring of 2020 will 

also be one of the largest for several years.   

 

Thank you very much to Ben Rushbrooke (Tournaig Garden Cottage 

Nursery) who looks after traps, data compilation and scale reading. Thank 

you to MOWI, NTS Inverewe and Tournaig Estate for continued support. 

 
Colin Simpson recording electro-fishing data at the top site in the Allt na 

Coille, Tournaig, on 31st July 2019. Photo by Ben Rushbrooke.   

Year Adult 

salmon 

recorded 

in 

upstream 

trap

Number 

of sites 

where 

salmon 

fry 

recorded

Salmon 

fry 

average 

number 

per 

minute

Number 

of sites 

where 

salmon 

parr 

recorded

Salmon 

parr 

average 

number 

per 

minute

Salmon 

smolts 

recorded 

in down-

stream 

trap

2003 2 0 0.00 0 0.00 0

2004 26 4 1.81 0 0.00 0

2005 36 6 1.09 6 0.55 11

2006 13 5 1.99 6 0.87 257

2007 31 6 1.07 6 1.17 607

2008 19 4 0.67 6 0.74 332

2009 6 5 1.05 5 0.41 246

2010 12 5 0.88 6 0.55 183

2011 10 2 0.06 5 0.24 77*

2012 43 2 0.14 4 0.08 78*

2013 9 5 2.61 3 0.32 25*

2014 4 2 0.81 6 0.81 77

2015 16 2 0.66 5 0.44 354

2016 30 5 1.73 2 0.22 110

2017 1# 6 3.55 6 0.63 76

2018 2 6 3.00 6 0.81 44

2019 5 4 1.07 6 1.40 138

*some smolts missed when water level higher than screen
#hole in upstream trap found in 2018 & high water assume other salmon missed

http://www.gcnursery.co.uk/
http://www.gcnursery.co.uk/
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Part 3 Sea trout, sea lice and salmon 

Supported by the Scottish Government via Fisheries Management Scotland, the Wester Ross Area 
Salmon Fishery Board [WRASFB], salmon farming companies and many volunteers . . . 
 

3.1 Sea trout sampling 
 
Infestations of the parasitic sea louse Lepeophtheirus salmonis remain a principle concern for both wild sea trout 

and salmon. There are now a series of studies correlating high levels of sea lice on sea trout with proximity to 

salmon farms in Norway, Ireland and Scotland6. Sea trout carrying high numbers of lice experience higher levels of 

mortality. High levels of sea lice on sea trout can also indicate that emigrating post-smolt salmon in nearby waters 

are subject to higher levels of infestation7.  

 

In 2019 sea trout were sampled from coastal waters around the SWRFT area to learn more about lice levels, as in 

previous years. Sea trout were sampled at four sites on the mainland (Kanaird estuary, Little Loch Broom; Boor 

Bay, Loch Ewe; and Flowerdale, Loch Gairloch); and four sites around the Isle of Skye (Loch Poolteil, Loch Snizort, 

Sligachan estuary and Loch Slapin). A 50m long beach seine net όΨǎǿŜŜǇ ƴŜǘΩύ was used at all mainland sites and 

three out of the four sites on Skye to catch sea trout; at one site on Skye (River Sligachan estuary) a fyke net 

provided samples of fish. All fish were released after processing and recovering from anesthetic.  

 

Table 3.1 presents a summary of data for sites sampled in both 2018 and 2019. The results of sampling in 2018 

were presented in the SWRFT Newsletter February 2019. The following section provides a summary of results of 

sea trout monitoring in 2019.   

 

The sweep netting team by the Kanaird River estuary, 16th July 2019. Thankyou to everyone! 

                                            
6 Moore, et al, 2018 The influence of aquaculture unit proximity on the pattern of Lepeophtheirus salmonis infection of 

anadromous Salmo trutta populations on the Isle of Skye, Scotland. J. Fish Biol, V 92, I 6, June 2018, Pages 1849-1865 

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/jfb.13625 
7 Vollset et al, 2017 Salmon lice infestations on sea trout predicts infestations on migrating salmon post-smolts 

ICES Journal of Marine Science, Volume 74, Issue 9, November/December 2017, Pages 2354ï2363, 

https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsx090 

 

http://www.wrft.org.uk/files/SWRFT%20Newsletter%20February%202019%20v%2011%20Feb%202019.pdf
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/jfb.13625
https://doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/fsx090
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Table 3.1 Summary of sea trout sampling data collected in 2018 and 2019. Samples where the average number of 

lice per gram of sea trout was greater than 0.2 are shaded in yellow; those where the average is greater than 0.3 

are shaded in pink. See ΨnotesΩ at bottom of table for further explanation.     

   
Location Method Date Average 

length 

(mm)Total Infected (mm) PrevalenceAbundance Intensity number %

Kanaird estuary sweep 12-Jun-18 17 15 214 1.03 88 23 26 4 24 0.35

Kanaird estuary sweep 13-Jul-18 30 30 249 1.06 100 50 50 9 30 0.29

Kanaird estuary sweep 18-Jun-19 9 0 159 0.91 0 0 0 0 0 0.00

Kanaird estuary sweep 16-Jul-19 2 1 240 1.16 50 1 1 0 0 0.00

Little Loch Broom sweep 12-Aug-19 19 19 213 1.04 100 10 10 1 5 0.11

Boor Bay, Loch Ewe sweep 15-Jun-18 2 2 289 1.16 100 18 18 0 0 0.06

Boor Bay, Loch Ewe sweep 27-Jun-18 3 3 278 1.28 100 17 17 0.13 0.17 1.00

Boor Bay, Loch Ewe sweep 15-Jun-19 15 8 187 0.97 53 3 6 0 0 0.04

Boor Bay, Loch Ewe sweep 02-Jul-19 10 10 203 1.15 100 27 27 3 30 0.31

Flowerdale, L. Gairloch sweep 18-Apr-18 18 18 246 0.9 44 4 9 0 0 0.02

Flowerdale, L. Gairloch sweep 28-Jun-18 2 2 280 1.17 100 9 2 0 0 0.04

Flowerdale, L. Gairloch sweep 19-Apr-19 30 30 330 0.88 100 109 109 11 37 0.35

Flowerdale, L. Gairloch sweep 07-Jun-19 8 6 217 0.99 75 13 17 1 13 0.35

Flowerdale, L. Gairloch sweep 19-Jun-19 26 25 274 1.08 96 62 65 13 50 0.45

Flowerdale, L. Gairloch sweep 16-Sep-19 16 9 363 1.09 56 3 5 0 0 0.01

Applecross estuary sweep 18-Jul-18 17 16 228 1.12 94 7 7 0 0 0.05

Glenelg estuary sweep 18-Jun-18 7 5 153 1.04 71 5 7 2 29 0.14

Loch Poolteil sweep 01-Jun-18 30 4 148 1.09 13 0 1 0 0 0.00

Loch Poolteil sweep 29-Aug-18 2 1 210 0.89 50 1 1 0 0 0.01

Loch Poolteil sweep 03-May-19 34 26 220 0.95 76 27 35 9 26 0.26

Loch Poolteil sweep 15-Aug-19 14 14 231 1.1 100 6 6 0 0 0.04

Snizort estuary sweep 31-May-18 6 4 200 1.04 67 7 11 1 17 0.10

Snizort estuary sweep 08-May-19 19 2 151 1 11 0 2 0 0 0.01

Snizort estuary sweep 14-Aug-19 11 8 223 1.1 73 4 6 0 0 0.03

Sligachan estuary fyke 28-May-18 13 0 128 1.03 0 0 0 0 0 0.00

Sligachan estuary fyke 22-May-19 12 12 276 0.84 100 89 89 0.34

Loch Slapin sweep 29-May-18 11 5 198 1.28 45 6 13 0 0 0.02

Loch Slapin sweep 24-Aug-18 3 3 255 1.03 100 2 2 0 0 0.01

Loch Slapin sweep 06-May-19 25 24 333 0.9 96 30 31 4 16 0.25

Loch Slapin sweep 13-Aug-19 16 16 146 1.02 100 9 9 0 0 0.04

Number of sea 

trout in sample

Condition 

factor

        Lepeophtheirus salmonis      

all stages

Fish with >0.3 lice / 

per gram

Lice per 

gram 

average

 
 
NotesΥ Ψ/ƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ŦŀŎǘƻǊΩ YҐ (weight of fish in grams x 10

5
)/(length of fish in mm)

3
 Τ ΨtǊŜǾŀƭŜƴŎŜΩ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ҈ ƻŦ ǎŜŀ ǘǊƻǳǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŀmple carrying 

ǎŜŀ ƭƛŎŜΤ Ψ!ōǳƴŘŀƴŎŜΩ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ƭƛŎŜ ǇŜǊ ǎŜŀ ǘǊƻǳǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳǇƭŜΤ ŀƴŘ ΨLƴǘŜƴǎƛǘȅΩ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǾŜǊŀƎŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ƭƛŎŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŀ ǘǊƻǳǘ 

ǘƘŀǘ ŎŀǊǊȅ ǎŜŀ ƭƛŎŜΦ {Ŝŀ ǘǊƻǳǘ ŎŀǊǊȅƛƴƎ Ҕ лΦо ƭƛŎŜ ǇŜǊ Ǝ ǿŜƛƎƘǘ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ¢ŀǊŀƴƎŜǊ Ŝǘ ŀƭ нлмрΩǎ8 Ψмлл҈ ƳƻǊǘŀƭƛǘȅ ƻǊ ǊŜǘǳǊƴ ǇǊŜƳŀǘǳǊŜƭȅ  ǘƻ 

ŦǊŜǎƘǿŀǘŜǊΩ category (please refer to this paper for other categories)Φ Ψ5ƻǊǎŀƭ Ŧƛƴ ŘŀƳŀƎŜΩ  ƛǎ ŀ ǎŎƻǊŜ ŦƻǊ observed ŘŀƳŀƎŜ ǘƻ ŀ ŦƛǎƘΩǎ ŘƻǊǎŀƭ Ŧƛƴ 

associated with sea lice infestation, ǿƘŜǊŜ ΨмΩ ƛǎ ǳǇ ǘƻ оо҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƻǊǎŀƭ Ŧƛƴ ƛǎ ŘŀƳŀƎŜd, ΨнΩ ƳŜŀƴǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ оо҈ ŀƴŘ сс҈ of the fin is 

damaged, ŀƴŘ ΨоΩ ƳŜŀƴǎ ƻǾŜǊ сс҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ dorsal fin is damaged.  Sea lice come off a sea trout over a period of days following return to 

freshwater; dorsal fin damage can be indicative of previous infestation by high numbers of lice when the lice are no longer present on the 

fish.    

 

                                            
8 Taranger et al., 2014 Risk assessment of the environmental impact of Norwegian Atlantic salmon farming 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/266672998_Risk_assessment_of_the_environmental_impact_of_Norwegian_

Atlantic_salmon_farming 

 

 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/266672998_Risk_assessment_of_the_environmental_impact_of_Norwegian_Atlantic_salmon_farming
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/266672998_Risk_assessment_of_the_environmental_impact_of_Norwegian_Atlantic_salmon_farming
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Kanaird estuary  

Sea trout were sampled on 18th June and 16th July 2019. On both occasions sample sizes were small. On 18th June, 

nine trout were caught none of which carried lice; on 16th July, despite much effort over three sweeps, just two 

trout were caught. Our conclusion was that there were fewer early-returned sea trout in the estuary on both 

occasions compared to 2018 and some other earlier years when sea lice levels on sea trout were high.  

 

Dundonnell, Little Loch Broom 

A fyke net was set at the mouth of the Dundonnell River in June 2019 as in 

previous years. The net fished over 18 tides from 10th June to 28th June. Only 

three trout were caught. Only one of the trout carried sea lice, a fish of 

350mm (518g) with 60 copepodid & chalimus stage lice and 7 preadults and 

adults. The other two fish were small smolts of ~140mm neither of which had 

evidence of having been to sea.   

 

On 12th August the sweep netting team caught 19 sea trout in Little Loch 

Broom near the mouth of the Dundonnell River. These fish were from 146mm 

to 280mm in length and carried a maximum of only 21 lice. However some of 

them had dorsal fin damage indicative of possibly higher sea lice levels earlier 

in the summer. Thank you to Alastair MacDonald, Dundonnell Estate and 

many volunteers for much help.  

 

(above right) Processing fish by the mouth of the Dundonnell River, 12th August 2019 (photo by Donald Rice). 

 

Boor Bay, Loch Ewe 

Sea trout were sampled on two occasions at Boor Bay using a seine net set from a small boat and pulled up onto 

the shore. On 15th June, fifteen mostly small post-smolt sea trout were taken (lengths 145mm to 265mm); most 

of these fish were still thin and sea lice levels were low. On 2nd of July, 10 trout were taken; these fish were slightly 

larger (175mm ς 245mm) and quite fat with condition factors of up to 1.24 indicating good feeding nearby. 

However lice levels were high; four of the trout carried more than 0.3 lice per gram.  

 

The high numbers of lice on sea trout at Boor Bay 

correlated with high numbers of lice on sea trout 

sampled in Loch Gairloch in June 2019. The nearby 

Isle Ewe salmon farm was harvested out in 

February 2019 and restocked in March, and was 

therefore at an early stage of the production cycle 

so an unlikely source of the majority of the sea lice 

observed on the sea trout sampled at Boor in July 

(see Part 3.2).  

 

(left) Sweep netting team at Boor Bay, Loch Ewe on 

the evening of 15th June. Thank you to all the 

helpers especially boatman Cameron Thomas! 



Skye & Wester Ross Fisheries Trust                              Review September 2020 
 

31 
 

Flowerdale, Loch Gairloch 

The sweep netting site below the SWRFT office by the harbour at Gairloch has become one of the most successful 

for obtaining samples of sea trout, and one of the most interesting (see SWRFT Review February 2018 for some 

background information9). Many trout were 

caught in samples taken in 2019. On 19th 

April, a random sample of 30 fish was taken 

for processing from a catch of 37 sea trout. 

These fish were overwintered finnock and 

older trout, of between 225mm and 450mm 

in length. Many of the fish were heavily lice-

infested with up to 1.35 lice per gram and 

damaged dorsal fins.  

 

(right) The sweep netting team at 

Flowerdale on 19th April 2019 

 

(left) Thin, overwintered sea trout sampled at Flowerdale, 19th April 2019. (right) Sea lice damaged dorsal fin.   

 

On 1st May, a sea trout carrying over 500 lice was sampled during the field excursion following the Wild Trout 

Workshop (see Part 6). On 7th June, a small post-smolt sea trout of 132mm (24g) carried 56 lice, an infestation 

level of 2.33 lice per gram. On 15th June, 13 out of the 26 trout (170mm to 445mm in length) in the sample carried 

more than 0.3 lice per gram. See Part 3.2 for related discussion.  

 

Following the high levels of lice recorded on sea trout at Flowerdale from April to June 2019, an attempt was 

made to obtain a sample of sea trout in the autumn to learn more about the adult population prior to spawning. 

On 16th September, sixteen sea trout were caught, many of which were maturing female fish of up to 560mm. 

Lice levels were low; most of these fish had damaged but healing dorsal fins indicative of sea lice damage earlier 

in the year.  

 

(right) Female sea trout of 560mm, 

1700g, Flowerdale estuary, 16th 

September 2019. This fish carried 

no sea lice, but had a damaged 

dorsal fin indicative of lice 

infestation earlier in the year.  

                                            
9 SWRFT Review February 2018 

http://www.wrft.org.uk/files/SWRFT%20Review%20February%202018%20Final%20for%20web%20V2.pdf 

http://www.wrft.org.uk/files/SWRFT%20Review%20February%202018%20Final%20for%20web%20V2.pdf
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Box 3.1 Composition of the spawning run: Sand River sea trout, October 2019  

In the autumn of 2015 a fyke net was set in the Torridon River to learn more about the sea trout population 

following records of high numbers of sea lice on sea trout sampled around Loch Torridon and Loch Gairloch in the 

spring and summer of 2015. The fyke net caught many trout and demonstrated that despite high numbers of sea 

lice being recorded in nearby waters earlier in the year, the adult trout population in the Torridon River, 

particularly of female fish, was still dominated by sea 

trout some of which had spawned previously10. 

In October 2019, following another year with high 

numbers of sea lice reported on salmon farms in Loch 

Torridon and recorded on wild sea trout at Flowerdale 

Loch Gairloch, a fyke net was set in the Sand River (by 

Loch Gairloch) to find out more about a nearby adult 

trout population at spawning time.  

(right) Chris Beresford & Cory Jones helping to process 

the catch on 25th October 2019.  

 

The trap was operated over just 3 nights from 22nd to 25th October. There were 104 fish captures (Figure 3.1). 

Some of the trout were caught more than once. Mature male trout were most numerous and were a mix of 

resident brown trout, the smallest of which was only 128mm long and the largest 335mm, and male sea trout 

(295mm to 410mm). All the mature female trout 

were sea trout (320mm to 435mm). The study 

indicated that the Sand River trout population, like 

that of the Torridon River sampled in 2015, is 

sustained by anadromous (sea-going) female trout; 

and that despite high numbers of sea lice recorded on 

sea trout at Flowerdale nearby earlier in the year, 

many sea trout had survived to reach maturity.  

(left) Figure 3.1. Size distribution of trout captures in 

the Sand River fyke net 22nd ς 25th October 2019.   

(below l & r) Mature male trout from the Sand River fyke; all are resident brown trout except top right (a sea 

trout).     

 

                                            
10 WRFT River Torridon Sea Trout Report, 2015 

https://www.wrft.org.uk/files/Torridon%20sea%20trout%20report%20Jan%202016.pdf 
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Sea trout sampling around the Isle of Skye  

 

In 2019, sea trout were sampled ŀǘ ŦƻǳǊ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ LǎƭŜ ƻŦ {ƪȅŜ ǳǎƛƴƎ ŀ рлƳ ǎŜƛƴŜ όΨǎǿŜŜǇΩύ ƴŜǘ ƻǊ ŀ ŦȅƪŜ 

net set in an estuary. The following summary has been prepared from reports by Isabel Moore. Please also refer 

to Table 3.1. 

Loch Poolteil (supported by Kames Fish Farming) 

Sea trout were sampled near the mouth of the Hamara River on 3rd of May and again on 15th August 2019. On 3rd 

May, 133 fish were caught including both sea trout and salmon smolts.  A random sample of 40 of these fish was 

retained for processing, of which 75% carried sea lice. The largest sea trout retained was a fish of 510mm. The 

lousiest fish was a sea trout of 335mm which carried 108 mostly small attached lice. The smaller post-smolt sea 

trout carried only small early stage sea lice; in contrast the older sea trout which had presumably been at sea for 

longer carried a mix including both juvenile attached and pre-adult and adult stage lice. 

In addition to sea trout, six salmon smolts were recorded some of which also carried sea lice. This may be the first 

record of sea lice on salmon post-smolts in a sweep netting sample from the SWRFT area.  

(left) Processing sea trout at Loch Poolteil on 3rd May 2019; (below) a 

sea trout of 510 mm from the sample.  

 

On 15th August, fourteen sea trout (189mm ς 269mm), several flounder, a pipe fish and a sea bass were caught. 

All the sea trout carried sea lice, however, the mean number of lice recorded was only 6 (maximum 12).   

Lice infestations levels on some of the sea trout recorded 

in the May sample, following a period of drought with little 

freshwater entering the sea loch, were high enough to 

compromise the health of fish.  

However, by August lice levels were much lower.  

Following rainfall, infested sea trout would have been able 

to move into the Hamara River ŀƴŘ άŘŜƭƻǳǎŜέ ǘƘŜƳǎŜƭǾŜǎ 

before returning to the marine environment to feed.  

(right) Sea bass caught during seine netting 
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Loch Snizort  (supported by Greig Seafood and MOWI) 

Sea trout were sampled using a seine net on the 8th May (13 trout) and 14th August (11 trout). On both occasions 

most of the trout carried very low numbers of sea lice. The lousiest trout was a well fed fish of 222mm (condition 

factor 1.35) which carried 20 lice and was otherwise in good condition.  

Loch Snizort continues to be a difficult site to efficiently and successfully catch a sample of sea trout big enough to 

yield statistically robust results. However, because this site is in such close proximity to a large aquaculture facility 

and has previously reported high lice loads, particularly in 2016, it is important to continue searching for an 

effective catch method that will provide useful data on wild salmonids and parasite loads in this area. 

(right) a ΨslobΩ όŜǎǘǳŀǊƛƴŜύ 

trout of 389mm from the 

Snizort River, taken by the 

Skye sweep netting team 

on 14th August 2019.  

(photo by Isabel Moore).  

 

 

Loch Sligachan (supported by MOWI) 

Fyke nets were set in the estuary at the head of Loch Sligachan on May 20th and were left in the water until the 

22nd May, and checked at low tide. A total of 13 salmonids were caught during this period, five sea trout on the 

21st of May, and seven sea trout and one salmon smolt (of 150mm) on the 22nd of May. 

The sea trout were mix of post-smolts and older fish (139mm - 490mm). Sea lice burdens were high especially on 

the larger fish of >250mm, with an overall average of 89 lice per fish. The lousiest fish, a sea trout of 351mm, 

carried 428 lice (405 copepod & chalimus lice; 23 pre-adult & adult lice), the highest level of sea louse infestation 

recorded on a sea trout at any Skye site in the past five years.  Lice levels were higher in 2019 than in 2018.    

A second sampling period later in the year was not possible due to weather conditions. So it is unknown if lice 

levels declined over the course of the summer as observed in other sea lochs around Skye (i.e. Loch Slapin and 

Loch Pooltiel). More intensive monitoring should be carried out in Loch Sligachan in 2020 to gather more data on 

the typical lice loadings on wild salmonids in this sea loch. 

 A thin sea trout with extensive 

dorsal fin damage caused by 

high levels of sea lice, from a 

Loch Sligachan fyke net, May 

2019 (photo by Isabel Moore). 
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Loch Slapin (supported by the Scottish Government and MOWI) 

On May 6th 2019, twenty five sea trout were caught using a seine net in Loch Slapin. These fish were from 130mm 

to 530mm in length, with an average condition factor of around 0.9. Only three of the fish were considered to be 

smolts or post-smolts, the others were 250mm or greater in length and were classified as finnock or mature sea 

trout. Lice numbers varied from zero (on a small smolt of 130mm) to 191 per fish, with a mean of 30 lice per fish. 

One of the trout carried an ovigerous Caligus elongatus louse in addition 104 other lice (assumed to be 

Lepeophtheirus salmonis, the salmon louse). 

 

On 13th August 2019, sixteen sea trout were 

caught, ranging in length from 179mm to 392mm. 

With a mean condition factor of just over 1.0, 

these fish were slightly fatter than those taken in 

May. Lice numbers were lower than in the May 

sample, and ranged from 2 to 36 lice per fish. The 

most heavily infested trout had extensive dorsal 

fin damage.  

 

(right) The Loch Slapin sweep netting team on 6th 

May 2019. Skye biologist, Isabel Moore is holding 

one of the sea trout taken in the sample that day! 

For help with sampling sea trout around the Isle of Skye in 2019, thank you to local staff at Mowi Scotland and 

Greig Seafood, the John Muir Trust and Ally MacAskill, local anglers including Portree Angling Association 

members, and the University of Glasgow in their assistance with sweep netting in 2019. 

Conclusions of monitoring sea lice on sea trout in 2019 

Samples of heavily lice-infested sea trout were taken between April and the end of June from sites around the Isle 

of Skye and by the mainland at Flowerdale, Loch Gairloch and Boor Bay, Loch Ewe. Some of the fish carried higher 

numbers of lice than recorded in previous years.  

However, there was little evidence that sea trout had experienced similar high levels of lice infestation in the Loch 

Broom ς Little Loch Broom area and in Loch Snizort.  

The severity of the 2019 sea louse epizootic can be partly explained by a period of drought between April and 

June, when many rivers became too low to enable lice infested sea trout to return to freshwater to delouse. 

Subsequent rainfall enabled sea trout to move into freshwater. Sea lice levels on fish sampled in August and 

September were much lower than earlier in the year. 

These results are perhaps of greatest concern with regard to wild salmon post-smolts migrating through coastal 

waters around the Isle of Skye and between Skye and the mainland in May and June 2019, as they indicate that 

concentrations of infective stage sea lice were once again likely to have been high across extensive sea areas. In 

contrast to sea trout, infested post-smolt salmon do not return prematurely to freshwater to delouse; they swim 

on.  
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3.2 Sea lice, salmon farming and wild fish populations 

Sea lice continued to cause problems for both farmed fish and wild fish in 2019. Following the summer of 2019, 

Mowi (formerly Marine Harvest) reported the death of 700,000 salmon on its farms partly as a result of elevated 

sea lice populations ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ Ψǳƴǳǎǳŀƭƭȅ ǿŀǊƳΩ ǎŜŀ ǘŜƳǇŜǊŀǘǳǊŜǎΦ  

How were the Flowerdale sea trout infested with sea lice? 

Some of the highest numbers of sea lice recorded on wild fish were on samples taken at Flowerdale, Loch 

Gairloch. Since 2015, a pattern of infestation has emerged at Flowerdale. Heavily infested sea trout were 

recorded during the first half of the year in odd years (2015, 2017 and 2019) but not in intervening even years 

(Figure 3.2).  

Figure 3.2. Sea lice abundance on sea trout samples between March and July (inclusive) at Flowerdale, Loch 

Gairloch from 2010 to 2019, shown as (left) average numbers of lice per fish; and (right) average numbers of lice 

per gram fish weight. Pink shading denotes years when the nearest salmon farms in Loch Torridon (26km away) 

were in the second year of the 2 year production cycle.  

¢ƘŜ {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ aŀǊƛƴŜ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘ {ŎƛŜƴŎŜ ώa{{ϐ Ƙŀǎ ŎƭƻǎŜƭȅ ƳƻƴƛǘƻǊŜŘ sea lice and sea trout by 

Shieldaig, Loch Torridon since 1998. MSS data sets demonstrate two-year cycles in the occurrence of planktonic 

sea lice larvae in coastal waters, in the number of sea trout carrying sea lice in the Shieldaig River in May and June, 

and in the return rates of sea trout to the fish trap11.  

The MSS data, and since 2015, the results from sea trout sampling at Flowerdale, correlate with the two year farm 

salmon production cycle in Loch Torridon. Farm salmon production in Loch Torridon increased in 2014 when the 

Sgeir Dughall salmon farm (consented biomass of over 2000 tonnes) commenced operation. The Sgeir Dughall 

farm became the nearest salmon farm to Loch Gairloch.  

There are two possible ways that sea trout in Loch Gairloch could have come into contact with sea lice from Loch 

Torridon. Firstly, some of the sea trout may have become infested with sea lice in Loch Torridon and then swum 

around the coast to Loch Gairloch. Recent MSS tracking work has again shown that some sea trout from Loch 

Torridon can move around the coast to areas at least 40km away by sea (see Part 5). However in the same study 

many other sea trout remained close to their rivers of origin. The recapture of several sea trout at Flowerdale 

over periods of up to two years also suggests that some trout do not venture far from their river of origin.  

Alternatively, infective stage sea lice may have dispersed away from salmon farms in Loch Torridon and become 

concentrated in Loch Gairloch. Sea lice dispersal models were produced by several companies in 2019 which 
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show how coastal currents and wind directions can cause infective stage sea lice to be distributed to sea areas 

more than 40 km away from the fish farms harbouring the parent lice. MowiΩǎ ǎŜŀ ƭƛŎŜ ŘƛǎǇŜǊǎŀƭ ƳƻŘŜƭ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

planned new Scalpay salmon farm near Broadford on Skye projected that some of the infective stage lice from the 

new farm could be dispersed via coastal currents to areas as far away as the Summer Isles (Figure 3.3). This model 

projected that the highest concentrations would be in the Inner Sound near Applecross, some 12km from the 

location of the planned new farm.  

Figure 3.3. Projected sea lice 

dispersal from the planned 

new Mowi Scalpay salmon 

farm. From report 

presented in support of the 

planning application.  

It therefore seems likely 

that the sea lice travelled 

further than most of the 

Flowerdale sea trout, and 

that many of the lice 

recorded on these fish 

encountered their hosts 

close to where they were 

sampled in Loch Gairloch. It 

is also possible that many of 

the sea lice infesting sea trout at Boor Bay, Loch Ewe in 2017 and 2019 were also of Loch Torridon origin, an 

interpretation consistent with the aƻǿƛΩǎ Scalpay sea lice dispersal model. In the spring of 2019, the Isle Ewe 

salmon farm, operating at a much smaller biomass than salmon farms in Loch Torridon, was in the first year of the 

production cycle so an unlikely source of large numbers of infective stage lice.  

Implications of sea lice infestation and dispersal modeling for migrating wild salmon post-smolts 

The results of SWRFT monitoring together with sea lice dispersal modeling provide further evidence that wild fish 

can be adversely affected by salmon farming operations several tens of kilometres away from the fish farms 

themselves. With regard to the SWRFT area, this is perhaps of greatest concern for the wild salmon populations in 

the rivers of the Loch Alsh ς Loch Hourn area (rivers Ling, Elchaig, Croe, Shiel, Glenmore, Glenbeag and Arnisdale) 

where rod catches fell to just a few fish in 2018 and 2019. Salmon smolts from these rivers are most likely to pass 

through the Inner Sound between the isles of Skye and Raasay and the Scottish mainland, passing within about 

15km of sampling sites where heavily lice infested sea trout were recorded in 2019.  

Figure 3.4 shows the locations of existing and planned open cage salmon farms around the SWRFT area (see also 

Part 3.3). Note how many farms are located close to the Inner Sound, a projected salmon smolt migration route 

between the Isle of Skye and the mainland for the rivers of the Loch Alsh ς Loch Hourn area and the River Carron. 

Many of these farms have consented biomass of over 2000 tonnes. With on-farm sea lice control still uncertain 

and unreliable on existing farms ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅΩǎ ƻǿƴ ŀŘƳƛǎǎƛƻƴ, it is far from clear how any increase in the 

number of open cage farms of this size is possible without high risk of further adverse consequences for wild fish.  

                                                                                                                                                 
11 MSS Shieldaig Project: https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon-Trout-Coarse/Freshwater/Research/Aqint/Shieldaig 

https://www2.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Salmon-Trout-Coarse/Freshwater/Research/Aqint/Shieldaig
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Figure 3.4. The Skye and Wester Ross Fisheries Trust area showing the locations of existing, planned and permitted 

new salmon farms within the area (as at December 2019).  
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Figure 3.5 (right) presents a series of 

graphs which show sea lice indices* 

for farm salmon production areas 

(January 2013 to March 2020).  

The graphs, shown approximately to 

scale, are based on biomass figures 

published on {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ !ǉǳŀŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ 

website by the Scottish Government, 

and reported adult female lice counts 

published in SSPO sea lice reports.  

The graphs suggest that overall there 

were fewer sea lice on salmon farms 

in 2019 than in some previous years.  

Sea lice numbers in the Loch Broom 

were lower in spring 2019 than in 

spring 2018. In contrast sea lice 

numbers were higher in spring 2019 

than in spring 2018 in the Loch 

Torridon, East of Skye and Loch 

Carron ς Kishorn areas. 

Note that patterns of farm salmon 

production changed. Until 2018, the 

Loch Torridon production cycle was 

out of sync with production cycles of 

farms in the neighbouring Loch 

Carron and East of Skye production 

areas. By 2019 all three of these 

production areas were almost in sync.  

However, from  2018 farms in the 

Loch Long ς Croe area were out of 

sync with production areas to the 

north; and given the prevailing south 

to north current, were potentially a 

source of larval sea lice affecting 

farms in the other production areas 

(e.g. in spring 2020).  

 

Figure 3.5. Sea lice indices for the east 

of the SWRFT area. See text above 

and Figure 3.6 for further explanation. 0
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Figure 3.6 presents a similar series of graphs for farm salmon production areas in the north of Skye and the Small 

Isles.  Note that because the Loch Poolteil fish farm in NW Skye produces rainbow trout, figures for sea louse 

counts were not included in the SSPO sea lice reports, so are not included here.  

Figure 3.6. Sea lice indices for salmon farm production areas in the north and west of Skye.  

*sea lice index is the reported monthly biomass multiplied by the reported monthly average adult female sea lice count per fish for all of the 

farms in the area added together. Note that earlier in the production cycle when on-farm biomass is usually composed of a larger number of 

smaller fish, sea lice index is likely to under-represent the overall number of adult female sea lice on a salmon farm; and that later in the 

production cycle when the reported biomass is composed of a smaller number of larger fish approaching harvest weights, sea lice index may 

over-represent the overall number of adult female lice. This problem could be resolved if data for on-farm fish numbers was published. To 

date monthly figures for the numbers of fish held at individual salmon farms have not been published to enable more accurate estimates of 

actual sea louse populations.   

These graphs (Figures 3.5 and 3.6) are useful for consideration of the most likely sources of the sea lice infesting 

the sea trout sampled by SWRFT in 2019 and previous years.  Observed sea lice levels on sea trout sampled 

around Skye and the mainland in 2019 were consistent with projected sea lice levels on nearby farms. Sea trout 

sampled at Flowerdale and Sligachan were closest to farm salmon production areas reporting high numbers of 

lice. Sea trout sampled in Loch Poolteil in May 2019, just around the corner from the very licey Loch Dunvegan 

salmon farming area, had higher numbers of sea lice than in previous years. In contrast, sea trout sampled in Loch 

Snizort carried few lice; concurring with reports from nearby salmon farms of low numbers of lice. The new Isle of 

Rum salmon farm is now the closest one to the Loch Slapin sea trout sampling site and may have been a source 

for some of the lice recorded on sea trout sampled there in 2019.  

Lice levels in the Loch Snizort area were very high in spring 2020, of concern to salmon smolts migrating to sea 

from the River Snizort  which supports the biggest wild salmon fishery on the Isle of Skye.  

An extended period of dry weather with little rainfall is not unusual in the spring time and early summer when 

wild sea trout and salmon smolts are migrating through coastal waters; it is the norm and cannot be regarded as 

the primary reason for the very high numbers of sea lice recorded on some sea trout.  

Given that rod catches of wild salmon have continued to fall particularly in the Loch Alsh ς Loch Hourn area, one 

can only conclude that more needs to be done to further reduce the threat to wild fish from emissions of sea lice 

from salmon farms in the area, or else some wild salmon populations may fail altogether.  
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3.3 Expansion of the salmon farming industry 

Despite on-going problems with controlling sea lice to the detriment of both wild fish and farmed salmon 

production, the salmon farming industry continued to seek to increase production within the SWRFT area during 

2018 and 2019.  

Four large new open-cage salmon farms were granted conditional planning permissions by The Highland Council, 

despite rigorous objections from local district fishery boards based on both Trust data and the Scottish 

DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ƻǿƴ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘΣ on account of the additional threat they would pose to wild fish 

populations (see Part 4). The new farms which may go into production later in 2020 or early 2021, are listed in 

Table 3.2.   

Table 3.2. New salmon farms in the SWRFT 

area which were granted planning 

permission in 2019. 

 

 

In addition to these farms, applications were submitted to the Highland Council for new 2000+ tonne salmon 

farms by Horse Island (near Ullapool), North Aird (Loch Torridon), Raasay, Flodigarry (near Staffin) and 

Balmaqueen (near Staffin); and for expansions at new Isle of Rum farm (from 12 to 18 cages).  

All new farms were required to submit an Environment Management Plan [EMP] to the Highland Council prior to 

the commencement of developments. The EMPs aim to ensure that wild fish populations in areas that could be 

affected by the new farm are monitored and that if sea lice levels exceed agreed thresholds, that actions will be 

taken to improve the situation through management intervention. However, so far, ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘƻǎŜ ΨthresholdsΩ 

would be has not been agreed. There is still uncertainty about the number of sea trout required to provide an 

adequate sample (if they can be caught) and the number of lice that would be required to be able to demonstrate 

that a ΨǘƘǊŜǎƘƻƭŘΩ ƘŀŘ been crossed. Furthermore, given that in some areas there are many farms in close 

proximity from which larval sea lice will mix, it is not clear which farm(s) would be required to take action. Given 

recent WRASFB experiences with attempts to defend wild fish from salmon farm developments in Loch Torridon, 

one can imagine a series of increasingly expensive challenges if actions that might affect the profitability of a fish 

farm were to be proposed.        

Rod catches and electro-fishing results (see Part 2.2) highlight the fragility of wild salmon populations in many of 

the rivers in the SWRFT area especially those around the Isle of Skye and southern part of the mainland area. The 

salmon farming industry has still to demonstrate that it can reliably control sea lice on its existing farms. So any 

further expansion can only be a major cause of concern for wild salmon and sea trout, including post-smolt 

salmon from far away rivers which migrate through coastal seas adjacent to the SWRFT area. If any of the new 

salmon farms start production before existing farms have been able to consistently achieve much better control 

of sea lice on their farms, the threat to wild salmon will increase.  

As stated in previous reports, when the number of farmed salmon in close proximity (e.g. along a salmon smolt 

migration route) is in the order of a million fish or more, simply keeping on-ŦŀǊƳ ƭƛŎŜ ƭŜǾŜƭǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {{thΩǎ Ψ/ƻŘŜ ƻŦ 

Good PractiŎŜΩ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎ ƻŦ лΦр ŀŘǳƭǘ ŦŜƳŀƭŜ ƭƛŎŜ ǇŜǊ ŦƛǎƘ όWŀƴǳŀǊȅ ǘƻ WǳƴŜύ ƛǎ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀŘŜǉǳŀǘŜ ǘƻ ǎŀŦŜƎǳŀǊŘ 

wild fish populations.   

Location Sea area Company Circular 

Cages 

Biomass 

(tonnes)

West Strome Loch Carron SSC 16x100m 2000

Scalpay near Broadford MOWI 12x120m 2500

Scorrybreck near Staffin OSH 12x120m 2500

Invertote near Staffin OSH 12x120m 2500
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3.4 Safeguarding wild salmon populations  

There have been calls from some ǘƻ ΨǎǘƻŎƪΩ ǊƛǾŜǊǎ ǘƻ Ƴŀƛƴǘŀƛƴ ƧǳǾŜƴƛƭŜ ǎŀƭƳƻƴ ƴǳƳōŜrs. However, salmon 

geneticists (e.g. Verspoor, Fergusson, McGinnity, Coulson, . . .) have warned that in the long term, inappropriate 

stocking can do more harm than good to a wild salmon population. Hatchery-reared stocked fish compete with 

remaining wild fish.  Regular stocking can reduce the ability of a wild salmon population to adapt to ever changing 

environmental pressures through natural selection.  

The River Carron in Wester Ross is often cited as an example of the recovery of a salmon fishery based on 

stocking. The Carron fishery certainly experienced a remarkable recovery having collapsed to a far greater extent 

than any other wild salmon river of comparable size in the SWRFT area by the turn of the Century12. In the 1990s, 

the River Carron was subject to a double whammy from salmon farming. In addition to problems associated with 

sea lice infestations in coastal waters, from the early 1980s until around 2008, a freshwater open-cage salmon 

smolt rearing unit operated in Loch Sgamhain at the top of the river. It is possible that genetic introgression 

associated with escaped farm salmon contributed to the collapse of the wild salmon population in the River 

Carron in the 1990s.  Escaped juvenile farm salmon can out-compete wild juvenile salmon in freshwater; however 

their whole life-cycle fitness is much less than wild native populations.  

Following the start of a large scale stocking programme in the River Carron there was a remarkable recovery in 

the salmon fishery. The role of stocking to maintaining the current River Carron salmon population is uncertain. 

Note that from monitoring the Tournaig system (and other studies) we know that wild salmon sometimes stray 

into rivers away from those in which they were bred and can establish a large juvenile population and smolt run.  

One of the legacies of the smolt farm was elevated phosphorus concentrations, initially just at the top of the river 

but over time all the way down (Figure 3.5). Phosphorus is the nutrient which limits biological production in much 

of Wester Ross. There is currently much interest in nutrient addition as a method of supporting failing salmon 

populations in nutrient deficient rivers. 

Inadvertently, biological productivity in the 

River Carron may have been raised to levels far 

above those of pre-salmon farming days; 

hence greater than anticipated wild and 

stocked salmon smolt production.  

 

 

The genetic integrity of some of the salmon populations in the south of the SWRFT area and Isle of Skye may 

already be compromised as a result of very few returning adult fish. However some rivers (for example the River 

Ling) may still retain unique adaptations which enable fish to complete their challenging life-cycle; such salmon 

populations should be of highest priority for protection. Perhaps a way forward, at least until sea lice in open cage 

salmon farms are regulated for the purpose of protecting wild fish, is to establish, as a matter of some urgency, 

wild salmon genebanks of the sort adopted in the Hardangerfjord in Norway to conserve threatened native 

populations, from which future stock restoration programmes based on careful science can be developed?  

                                            
12 See WRFT River Carron Fisheries Management Plan 2004-2008 

http://www.wrft.org.uk/files/Carron%20FMP%202004%20(distrib).pdf 

Figure 3.5. Total phosphorus concentrations 

in the River Carron as measured at the two 

SEPA monitoring stations. 

 

*Please also see a separate statement from Bob Kindness who has managed the remarkable recovery of the 

River Carron fishery in Appendix 1.  

 

http://www.wrft.org.uk/files/Carron%20FMP%202004%20(distrib).pdf
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Part 4 Wester Ross Area Salmon Fishery Board report 

supported by Fisheries Management Scotland and Fish Legal 

 

by Peter Jarosz (Clerk to WRASFB) 

 

The Wester Ross Area Salmon Fishery Board [WRASFB] has continued to work in close co-operation with Skye & 

Wester Ross Fisheries Trust [SWRFT] over the past two years in two distinct areas of work: 

¶ Monitoring of fisheries.  Data collected in 2018 and in 2019 by SWRFT (e.g. from sweep netting and 

electro-fishing surveys) has added to the data bank that the WRASFB requires in performing its remit as 

the statutory consultee for wild fish. A summary of these surveys can be seen elsewhere within this 

document. 

¶ Responding to planning applications. SWRFT has provided background information for responses to 

planning applications for fish farm sites both within and outwith the BƻŀǊŘΩǎ ŀǊŜŀΦ  

As far as aquaculture planning applications are concerned, the past twenty-four months has witnessed efforts by 

the Scottish Salmon Company [SSC], utilizing the legal processes available to them (and engaging lawyers) in 

connection with two planning applications. 

In the first of these, SSC applied under S42 of Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 to have the ten-

year term at their farm in Loch Torridon (Sgeir Dughall) removed and for the operations to be replaced with a 

permanent planning consent. This resulted in the Reporter on appeal granting the new planning permission with 

the condition that there needs to be an agreed Environmental Management Plan [EMP] in place prior to any 

commencement under this new (S42) planning consent. The Board has been informed in email correspondence 

with Mark Harvey, Highland Council Planning Department [HCPD], that as yet (August 2020) there has been no 

agreement between the HCPD and SSC on an EMP for this conditional consent under S42.   

In 2019, SSC applied for planning permission to operate a new fish farm at their existing North Aird site, i.e. as a 

larger consolidated site, with an EMP. WRASFB objected to the application in a detailed response. SSC offered to 

cease operations at its nearby site at Kenmore. However, the planning application was refused by the HCPD and 

was then appealed to ǘƘŜ {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ DPEA by SSC, which as part of its appeal offered to submit to a 

condition that it cease operations at Kenmore if the new site at Aird were consented. The WRASFB submitted a 

detailed response to this planning appeal arguing against it. The decision of the Reporter is awaited. 

This year, Mowi (formerly Marine Harvest) submitted to HCPD a S42 planning application to remove the ten year 

condition that applies to the current planning consent at their Camas an Leim site in Upper Loch Torridon, and to 

replace that condition with an EMP. The ten year period is due to expire in March 2021. The WRASFB has also 

objected to this application in a detailed response. The planning decision is awaited. 

Alongside these three on-going planning cases (all of which concern sites in the Loch Torridon area), WRASFB has 

responded, with the help of data/information from the SWRFT, to a number of aquaculture planning applications 

that are outwith the WRASFB area but of a close enough proximity to impaŎǘ ǳǇƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǊƛǾŜǊǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ 

ŀǊŜŀ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ƻǊ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǎƘ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ǊƛǾŜǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊƭȅ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ 

2018, aŀǊƛƴŜ IŀǊǾŜǎǘΩǎ {ŎŀƭǇŀȅ ŦƛǎƘ ŦŀǊƳ ǎƛǘŜ ŀǘ .ǊƻŀŘŦƻǊŘ ƻƴ {ƪȅŜ όŎƻƴǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ {ŜǇǘŜƳōŜǊ нлмфύ ŀs well as in 

late 2018, aŀǊƛƴŜ IŀǊǾŜǎǘΩǎ ǎŎƻǇƛƴƎ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ŀ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ōƛƻƳŀǎǎ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŦƛǎƘ ŦŀǊƳ ƛƴ [ƻŎƘ IƻǳǊƴ 

to which WRASFB objected with a structured response.  
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¢ƘŜ ²w!{C. ŀƭǎƻ ƻōƧŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ hǊƎŀƴƛŎ {Ŝŀ IŀǊǾŜǎǘΩǎ нлмф ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀǘƛon for their Flodigarry (Isle of Skye) 

site which was refused in January 2020. Following another unsatisfactory benthic impact survey in early 2019 at 

aƻǿƛΩǎ LǎƭŜ ƻŦ 9ǿŜ ŦƛǎƘ ŦŀǊƳΣ ŀōƻǳǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ²w!{C. ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ {9t! ǳǊƎƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ŀ ōƛƻƳŀǎǎ ǊŜŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ be 

imposed, SEPA did impose a biomass reduction and Mowi then appealed that decision to DPEA. WRASFB 

submitted a response to DPEA that was based solely on legal arguments for the reduction of biomass to be 

ŜƴŘƻǊǎŜŘΦ 5t9! ƛƴ ŦŀŎǘ ǊŜǾŜǊǎŜŘ {9t!Ωǎ ōƛƻƳŀǎǎ ǊŜduction decision.  

On less political issues, WRASFB has helped to support the educational projects run by the SWRFT as part of the 

.ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǿŀǊŜƴŜǎǎ ǊŜƳƛǘΦ  

Both WRASFB and SWRFT supported the start of 2018 fishing season with the first cast on the Ullapool River 

ōŜƛƴƎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŜŘ ōȅ ǇǳǇƛƭǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ¦ƭƭŀǇƻƻƭ tǊƛƳŀǊȅ {ŎƘƻƻƭΩǎ DŀŜƭƛŎ Ŏƭŀǎǎ ŀŎŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜŘ ōȅ 5ǳƴŎŀƴ aŀŎƭŜƻŘ ƻƴ 

the pipes. Both the teachers and the pupils wanted to have a cast with the event being enjoyed by a good sized 

gathering.  In 2019 the ceremony took place at Loch nan Dailthean, Tournaig just at the seaward exit of the 

Tournaig burn with the first cast performed by the SWRFT ex-chairman (Prof Andrew Barclay). A pipe band from 

Gairloch High School led the procession from the estate house to the loch-side and accompanied the first cast. In 

ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƛǇŜ ōŀƴŘΩǎ ǎǘŜǊƭƛƴƎ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ²w!{C. ƎŀǾŜ ŀ Řƻƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ϻмлл ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎŎƘƻƻƭΩǎ ǇƛǇŜ 

band funds. 

Further information about WRASFB, including copies of responses to planning applications, can be found on the 

.ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜ ŀǘ http://wrasfb.dsfb.org.uk/ . 

Cascade, Dundonnell River (photo by Virginia Jarosz). 

http://wrasfb.dsfb.org.uk/
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Conservation Measures to Protect Wild Salmon in the Isle of Skye & Wester Ross in 2020  

 

The {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ proposed categories for rivers in the SWRFT area for the 2020 fishing season are 

shown below. The assessment is based on reported rod catches from which estimates of the probability that 

there were adequate numbers of adult 

female fish to achieve egg deposition 

targets over the past 5 years were 

calculated.  

 

The egg deposition targets do not 

include consideration of the importance 

of surplus eggs as food for pre-smolt 

salmon parr to ensure that emigrating 

salmon smolts, especially those from 

rivers which rely more heavily on marine 

nutrient additions, are adequately 

nourished to go to sea.  The SWRFT 

mainland biologist therefore 

recommends that all wild salmon are 

returned until such time as there is a 

clear and strong recovery of wild salmon 

populations throughout the area. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Frank Buckley carefully returning a 

rod caught salmon to Loch Maree. 

.  
 

River 2017 2018 2019

Proposed 

Category 

for 2020

Mainland

Kanaird 3 3 2 2

Ullapool 2 2 3 3

Broom 3 3 2 2

Dundonnell 2 3 3 3

Gruinard 2 3 2 1

Little Gruinard 2 3 3 3

Ewe 2 3 1 1

Kerry 1 3 1 2

Badachro 1 3 1 2

Torridon 3 3 3 3

Balgy 2 3 2 2

Applecross 3 3 3 3

Carron 3 3 2 2

Ling & Elchaig 2 3 2 3

Croe & Shiel 3 3 3 3

Glenmore 3 3 3 3

Glenbeag 3 3 3 3

Arnisdale 2 3 3 3

Isle of Skye 

Kilmaluag & Brogaig 3 3 3 3

Stenscholl (Kilmartin) 3 3 3 3

Lealt 3 3 3 3

Varagill 2 3 2 2

Sligachan 3 3 3 3

Broadford 3 3 3 3

Hinnesdal 1 3 2 3

Haultin & Romesdal 1 3 2 3

Snizort & Ose 3 3 2 2

Drynoch & Eynort 3 3 3 3

Fhionnairigh, Scavaig & Strath Mor 3 3 3 3

Category
Probability of 

Meeting CL
Advice

2 60-80% Management action is necessary to reduce exploitation: catch and release should be 

promoted strongly in the first instance. The need for mandatory catch and release will be 

reviewed annually.

3 Less than 60% Exploitation is unsustainable therefore management actions required to reduce exploitation 

for 1 year i.e. mandatory catch and release (all methods). 

1 At least 80% Exploitation is sustainable therefore no additional management action is currently required. 

This recognises the effectiveness of existing non-statutory local management interventions.

Source: https://www2.gov.scot/Resource/0054/00548161.pdf 

.  
 

https://www2.gov.scot/Resource/0054/00548161.pdf
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Part 5 Acoustic tracking of salmon and sea trout in Torridon  

by Jason Godfrey, David Morris and  Jim Raffell 

 

 

During 2018 and 2019 Marine Scotland Science have been tracking salmon and sea trout smolts in the Loch 

Torridon system. Fish were fitted with acoustic transmitters and tracked in a grid-based array of 80 acoustic 

receivers that spanned Upper Loch Torridon, Loch Shieldaig and most of Outer Loch Torridon (Figure 5.1).  The 

spacing of the receivers (approximately 800m apart) was such that the movements of individual fish could be 

tracked around the study area. 

 

Figure 5.1. Location of acoustic receivers in Loch Torridon for recording the movements of tagged juvenile sea 

trout and salmon smolts. 

 
 

Over the two years, smolts were tagged in each of the three main rivers emptying into the system: the Torridon 

(35 salmon, 53 sea trout), the Balgy (85 salmon, 50 sea trout), and the Shieldaig (274 sea trout). At this latter river 

Marine Scotland has been operating a trap for the past 20 years to examine return rates of sea trout. The acoustic 

transmitters used to tag the fish were either ID tags (which report only their identity) or data tags (which 

additionally report temperature and depth). In addition, sea trout were PIT-tagged so that they could be 

recognised if subsequently caught at the Shieldaig trap after the acoustic tag battery had failed.  

 

During the course of the study, over 2.5 million pings from fish tags have been detected in the array, meaning that 

there are a lot of data to process, and most of this work still lies ahead. Even so several key findings are emerging.  


