A WASTED RESOURCE
One of Scotland’s greatest resources is the subject of a licenced crime, which is the destruction
of the marine habitat on its West Coast and Islands. It is a wildlife crime and an eco-tragedy on an
unprecedented scale and one which has been overseen by politicians whose duty it is to control and
protect the environment.
Custody of our heritage has been mismanaged by misguided naïve politicians with reckless
neglect for the marine environment and its living species. Far from blowing the whistle to control of
activities, they actually lend their active support for its further growth. They have prostituted the
marine habitat for political gain, depleted the species of huge areas of coastal waters and their
continued neglect, both perpetuates and sustains the disaster.
A vast area of marine and fresh water habitat in Europe’s most scenic wilderness has been
polluted and its species diseased. The scale of the affected area is staggering: within it are 5,000
miles of coastline, 8.9 million acres of inshore marine nursery areas, 790,000 acres of sea lochs, 137
river systems and over 2,400 fresh water lochs. Some 500 marine species have been affected by the
damaging activities of the fish farming industry and none more so than to the stocks of Scotland’s
iconic salmon and sea trout, the latter being depleted to near extinction levels.
Extraordinarily, of Scotland’s 106 sites designated as Special Protection Areas (SPAs) and Sites
of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs), 44 are situated within the environs of salmon farms and, in
Planning terms, making the farms the daddy of all non-conforming users.
The fish farming industry and its political supporters justifies itself as being an important
contributor to the economy and generating employment in Scotland’s West Coast communities and
struggles to find much else to recommend itself. Its activities have caused the depletion of other
economically important species, particularly the shellfish fishing industry, but the real damage has
been to other species in the food chain and the disturbance to the eco-balance spread to marine
mammals and sea birds.
If the justification of the fish farming industry is to be determined by employment and economic
growth statistics, then the cost and damage of its operations must be factored in to provide the true
picture. The loss of employment in the tourist economy of the sea trout fishery makes a good case
study to examine alongside the claims of the fish farming industry.
Tourism is a big industry in Scotland, supporting 200,000 jobs and generating a spend of
£4billion.
A study commission by the Scottish Executive for Environment and Rural Affairs in 2004,
entitled ‘The Economic Impact of Game and Course Angling’ and researched by Glasgow Caledonian
University, found that it employed 2,800 people and generated a spend of £113million (£143million
in 2012 prices). The Report also found that 65% of this revenue was generated by sport angling for
salmon and sea trout (£92.5million in 2012 prices) and that of this total, the West Coast and Islands
sports fishery contributed £50.92million (2012 prices). On employment the Report found that the
West Coast and Islands games fishery employed 801 full-time jobs and that this figure would be 1,394
jobs if this fishery ‘ceased to exist’. Further detail in the Report states that there were 200,000 fishing
visit days, that 50,000 of those were fished by locals and that 50,000 were non-Scottish or overseas
visitors: the average visitor spend quoted in the Report was £185.78 per day (£238 in 2012 prices)
and that this rose to £221 per visitor day for overseas fishermen (£282 in 2012 prices). The salmon
and sea trout sport fishery of the West Coast, excluding the Ayrshire and Solway rivers, generates a
spend of £50.92million, even in its now depleted state.

The 2004 Report on sport fisheries and the economy was forwarded by Alan Wilson, MSP,
Deputy Minister for the Environment and Rural Affairs:
“Salmon and freshwater fish are an important natural asset for
Scotland.”
Scotland’s West Coast game fishery, up until the advent of fish farming in the 1980s, attracted
visitors from all corners of the world, a time when sea trout were in prolific numbers. The rivers,
lochs and marine nursery and feeding areas of the West Coast are particularly suited to the needs of
sea trout and salmon having favourable ranges of water temperatures, good feeding and spawning
areas in the rivers. These lochs, rivers and marine coastal areas are the lost asset. Visiting game
fishermen need a stock of fish to attract them to visit Scotland.
“It is well known that in most of the Scottish hotels where good
sea trout fishing is to be had, it is impossible for a stranger to
book fishing and accommodation twelve months ahead, because
the hotel’s regular guests go back year after year”
Author: A.P. Henzell – ‘Fishing for Sea Trout’ 1949
Securing fishing was, before fish farming, a case of filling dead men’s shoes.
- and a healthy recreation for all to enjoy:
“salmon and sea trout fishing is wrongly held to be a rich man’s
sport. Scotland has the richest variety of game fishing in Europe
and much of this is available to the public for a small outlay, or
sometimes no fee at all”.
Professor Derek Mills and Neil Graesser –
The Salmon Rivers of Scotland, 1981
It is now an established fact that the depletion in numbers of sea trout and to a lesser extent
salmon, has been caused by death from sea lice infestation and other diseases associated with salmon
farming, particularly affected are juvenile salmon and sea trout. On the West Coast and Western
Islands of Scotland from the Firth of Clyde to Tongue, are 137 named salmon and sea trout river
systems and over 2,400 freshwater lochs. Almost all of these river systems discharge to the sea into
sea lochs where salmon farms are located and it is around these locations that the sea trout and salmon
pick up the endemic infection of the sea lice parasite.
Sea trout stocks in almost all of these 137 river systems are now so low as to be close to
extinction, as is the famed asset which once attracted sport fishermen from worldwide. The affected
rivers are per the following list:
AFFECTED RIVERS and LOCHS of the WEST HIGHLANDS and ISLANDS
Add
Ailort & Loch Eilt
Aline & Loch Arienas
Applecross & Loch Attadale
Aray
Arnisdale & Dubh Loch
Arkaig
Aoros
Awe & Loch Awe
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Ba & Loch Ba
Badachro & Loch Braigh, Gainermhach, Bhealaich
Balgay & Loch Damh
Barvas
Barr
Bladnoch
Blackwater
Breakerie
Brittle
Borgie
Broom
Bruachaig
Broadford
Caladoir
Camasunary
Castle Burn or Eaval
Carron & Lochs Scaven and Doule
Carloway
Carnach & Lochan Breac
Carradale
Claonaig
Coe
Cona
Corvisk
Creed
Creran & Loch Fasnaloich
Daill
Douglas
Dionard & Loch Dionard
Drynoch
Dundonnell
Duart & Lochs Yucal and Duartmore
Eachaig & Loch Eck
Elchaig & Lochs Mhoicern and Na Leitreach
Eilt & Loch Eilt
Endrick
Etive
Euchar & Loch Scammadale
Ewe & Lochs Maree, Karnasary, Fada and Coulin
Falloch
Feochan & Loch Nell
Forsa
Fyne
Garry
Garvie & Lochs Osgaig, Bad Na Ghaill and Lurgainn
Garnoch
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Geireann
Glenelg
Glenmore
Glenbeg
Gour
Gress
Grimersta & Lochs Langavat, Airigh Na Airde, Faoghail, Kirraval and
Icharrasan
Grudie
Gruinard Big & Lochs Na Sealga, Ghiubhsachain and Lochan Nid
Gruinard Little & Fionne Loch
Guseran
Hope & Loch Hope
Horsallett
Howmore System
Halladale Burn (Harris)
Inchard & Lochs Garber Mohr and Inchard
Iorsa
Inver & Loch Assynt
Inverie & Dubh Lochan
Inveran (Loch Maree)
Kanaird & Loch Chroisg
Kearvaig & Lochs Na Gainmhich, Na Glaic and Na Glamhaichd
Kilmarie
Kinglas
Kinloch & Loch Dithreibh
Kingairloch
Kircaig
Kishorn & Loch Lundie
Kildonan & Loch Kildonan
Laggan (of Islay)
Langwell
Laxadale
Laxay & Lochs Trealaval and Valtas
Laxford & Lochs More and Stack
Leven (of Kinlochleven)
Leven & Loch Lomond
Ling
Londavat
Lochy
Loy
Luce
Luckta
Lussa & Lochs Airdeglais and Sguabain
Machrie
Machrihanis
Moidart
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Morar & Loch Morar
Naver
Nevis
Obbe
Oich
Orchy & Loch Tulla
Oscaig
Ose
Polla
Polly & Lochs Sionasgaig, An Doire and Na Airbhe
Roy
Ruel
Sanda
Scant
Scaddle
Scourst
Shiel (Loch Shiel) & Lochs Shiels and Doilet
Shiel (Loch Duich)
Shieldaig
Shin
Shinary & Sandwood Loch
Shira
Sligachan
Snizort
Sorn
Strontian
Tarbet
Tong
Torridon
Uisgn Tuigh
Ulladale
Ullapool
Veragill
Voshimid

The following map gives the location of salmon fish farms, rivers and sea lochs. The Farms
are marked in red.
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It should be noted that Scotland has a further 64 river systems on its North, East and SouthWest coasts which are also affected by salmon diseases and the loss of genetic identity resulting from
escaped farm salmon. Inter-breeding of indigenous native river stocks with farmed escapees upsets
the process of local adaption of the progeny by disrupting suitable genotypes – a genetic pollution
which will reduce fitness and survival rates, particularly of juvenile fish.
As the stocks of migratory fish in these river and loch systems continue to decline, so does the
number of visiting anglers – and the valued recreation enjoyed by local people. This decline in stocks
and angling visitors’ effort has happened over a period of time where, the activities of fish farming
excepted, conditions have been favourable for the stocks of migratory fish to increase: the netting
effort at sea and river estuaries is now 3% of that of the 1970s: (Source Scottish Government
Statistics), and rod and line anglers now very rarely kill their catch, thereby making these fish
available to spawn.
In the 1970s, prior to the start of salmon farming, the West Coast’s netting industry caught and
killed around 100,000 sea trout in an average year: these catch statistics are available in Scotland
since there is a legal requirement for fishery proprietors, both for net and rod and line, to make annual
returns of their catches to the Scottish Executive. The total net and rod and line catch returns for the
affected West Coast and Islands fisheries in 1975 was 164,000 sea trout. The return for 2012 per the
FRS Statistical Bulletin was 10,000 sea trout – a decline (including nets) to 6% of the 1975 number.
The measure of this size of decline is also evidenced by the catch returns of individual rivers, some
even being below the 6% figure, a level which brings the threat of extinction to reality.
The loss is not one which is confined to the angler: would non-angling tourists come to view
dead rivers with no leaping fish, or flock to waterfalls to see these magnificent fish make their home
run to their spawning beds?
So far, it has been established that the 200,000 rod days fished annually in the West Highlands
brings in circa £50million and 801 jobs to rural communities. Saving this asset, even in its present
state of decline, would be sound enough reason for curtailing the activities of the salmon farmers, but
an even greater reason for taking such measures is the capability of restoring rivers and lochs to their
former glory. The freshwater rivers and lochs, the resource, is still in existence. They run pure and
would still provide the habitat to nurture these fish. Such a cause would not be supported if it was
only made in order that existing visiting anglers caught more fish – rather that its justification lies in
adding value in order to fully utilise the resource and attract new visitors. This would be real
investment, not of the ‘here today and gone tomorrow’ variety, and it is likely that works of restoration
would easily eclipse the £205million which the fish farming industry claims to have ‘invested’
between 2006 and 2011. It would also create employment to bring total job numbers to levels above
those of the 2,124 claimed by the fish farmers.
The value of the wild salmon and sea trout game fisheries of Scotland is assessed on the basis
of its 5 year average catch numbers. Based on the catch returns made to the Scottish Executive in
2012, the wild fishery is valued at £696million. Failure to arrest this decline would constitute a loss,
while investing in its future could at least double the existing £696million – a real investment and
one which adds to the heritage of Scotland. Its potential can be simply realised by the curtailing and
controlling of salmon farming, and the natural process of regeneration by the fish will do the rest.
Norway, the home of Scotland’s fish farming operators, have recognised the greater value of
their wild stocks by taking action to close fish farms, Scotland should follow their lead.
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IS IT TOO LATE –
WHAT DID SCOTLAND HAVE?
The potential of the 137 river systems and lochs can be gauged from their historic catch records,
as can be the size of the decline and loss of the asset:
Loch Maree and the Ewe system had a sea trout average catch from 1971 to 1980 of 1,610.
In 2012 the total sea trout catch had fallen to 71 – 4% of the average of the 1970s. The Maree and
Ewe system employed 18 ghillies and 21 hotel staff in 3 hotels, a total of 39 jobs from a single system.
“I have only had one blank day out of all the many I have fished
it”.
A.P. Henzell – Writing of Loch Maree in 1949
“the bay where the Inveran river enters – is famous for sea trout
– as many as 70 having been taken in a day.”
Calderwood – The Salmon Rivers and Lochs of Scotland – 1908
“I know of no place where I could, in the summer months, be so
secure of sport as here – certainly nowhere in Great Britain.”
Grimble – quoting Sir Humphrey Davey
“between 200 and 300 salmon were boiled and packed at a time
and this number might be treated twice, or even thrice, a week in
July.”
“Saw three cobbles full of fish taken by one haul of the net – the
sea trout were given away to the poor.”
Calderwood
The current 10 year average catch of salmon for the Ewe and Maree system is 207!
Ailort and Loch Eilt:
“one rod had as much as 40lbs of sea trout in an afternoon.”
Grimble
Inverie:
“once, twenty five years ago, another guest and myself took from
Loch Dhulochan close to one hundred sea trout in the day … days
of three dozen were common events.”
Grimble
Rivers Badachro and Kerry, Lochs Vallich and Horrisdale:
“in 1883 it was estimated that the take of salmon and grilse in
this district was seven to eight thousand … rods took 200.”
Grimble
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Rivers Balgay, Shieldaig and Torridon:
“then, at that time (c. 1824) when Torridon people were scarce
of food, the fishing provided it for everyone … the natives could
take twenty fish a day with the gaff.”
Grimble
River Broom:
“everyone fished the river with both rod and spear. The river was
swarming with fish … I could get eight to a dozen fish in a day
with the rod and with the spear I have taken sixty in a day … when
they went spearing they were accompanied by thirty or forty
crofters who each received a fish for himself.”
Grimble – from the Fishery Board Report of 1884
The River Carron of Loch Carron and Kishorn:
“if the New Kelso anglings (one beat of 4) are well fished, they
should give twelve to eighteen salmon and from three hundred to
three hundred and sixty sea trout.”
Grimble
The current catch for the whole of the river Carron was 126 sea trout.
Rivers Ling and Elchaig:
“friends and myself killed twenty-five salmon and one hundred
sea trout in the month of July.”
Grimble – of Mr. R.B. West
Big Gruinard:
“one tenant getting as many as five hundred to his own rod in a
season.”
“one rod took 20 from the Craig Pool in a day.”
Grimble
“thirty to forty sea trout for one rod in an evening’s fishing.”
A local angler – 1950
The catch for the season of 2013 was circa 70 salmon and 6 sea trout.
Oscaig / Garvie:
“Major Arthur Gould had a really good August day of one
hundred and twenty-eight sea trout.”
Grimble – of Calderwood

Ullapool:
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“it was not uncommon for one rod to take from ten to twelve fish
in a day.”
Grimble
Lochy:
“the average season’s take was 1,200 salmon and 1,600 sea
trout.”
Fishery Board Report – 1883
“in the year before last (c. 1898) Mr. J. Rolls-Hoare and his
daughter had some 300 sea trout from the Muccomer Pool in a
few days.”
Grimble

River Aline:
“as many as five salmon and thirty-five sea trout have been
caught in a day by one rod.”
Grimble
The Morar River:
“Mr. Rowland Wood and friends from July 1st to August 10th had
28 salmon and 283 sea trout.”
Grimble
The Shiel of Loch Shiel:
“the record catch was made by a friend fishing with me about the
middle of June and he had eighty-eight (sea trout) in one day.”
The Ruel:
“in 1882 Colonel Campbell in five days’ fishing had two hundred
and nineteen sea trout.”
Grimesta:
“A.M. Naylor had broken all likely records by killing on Tuesday
54 salmon and Friday 45 … working hard (Mr. Hansard) till
seven o’clock I killed 46 fish.”
Calderwood
The total for the week was 333 salmon and 71 sea trout.
The current average for a season is 394 salmon and 165 sea trout.
River Blackwater:
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“You might get a good many sea trout. I once got eighty-seven in
a day but they were small.”
Calderwood – of angler Mr. Hutchinson
River Obe:
“about 600 to 700 sea trout, small and great, may be expected in
a good spring from the Mill Pool.”
“about 1,000 to 1,200 sea trout and about 70 salmon are expected
each season at Obe.”
Calderwood
River Add:
“in a season Mr. Gathome-Hardy made 49 salmon and 167 sea
trout.”
Calderwood
Echaig:
“in three years he (the netsman) secured 33,000 sea trout.”
Calderwood
Great days for fishermen, netsmen and Scotland – and a good guide both to the size of the loss
and the potential or opportunity from a cessation of salmon farming.
“a lonely gleaner I through fields time wasted, and on sad inquest
bound,
Where happier days of yore have richer harvest found.”
Sir Walter Scott – Lord of the Isles
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THE POTENTIAL –
A GAME FISHERY –v- SALMON FARMING
The freshwater nursery habitat of migratory fish remains pure – all that is required to regenerate
stocks is an end to sea lice and pollution in the marine habitat, and a supply of sand eels to nourish
them. Saving the remaining stock is the key to the future, but it is clear that Scotland cannot have
both a salmon farming industry and a sport fishery.
The following table assesses the decline in a sample of river systems within the affected marine
area and provides a guide to the size of their potential.
RIVER

CATCH AVERAGES
1960s & 1970s

Salmon
34
250
800
2,050
320
325
300
50
4,129

Aline
Laxay
Grimersta
Lochy
Ewe & Loch Maree
Big Gruinard
Laxford
Polly System
TOTALS:
Decline:

Salmon
Sea Trout

Sea Trout
267
300
600
2,526
1,610
245
740
190
6,478

CATCH – 2012

Salmon
25
67
394
605
286
70
192
50
1,689

RATE OF
DECLINE

Sea Trout
36
136
165
122
78
6
216
10
769

Sea Trout
13%
45%
28%
5%
5%
2%
29%
5%

– 41% of 1960s & 70s
– 12% of 1960s & 70s

Even with this large depletion of stock, the wild salmon and sea trout fishing industry still
employs 801 people (1,394 if total closure of the sport fishery were to occur), attracts 200,000 visitor
rod days and generates a real £50.92million to local economies.
The tenfold depletion in sea trout and 59% depletion in salmon numbers does not mean that
there would be a corresponding 10-fold and 2½-fold increase in the 200,000 visitor rod days, but the
size of the resource with its 137 rivers and over 2,400 lochs, could accommodate an increase in the
rod effort to, say, 500,000 rod days. Such an increase would bring a corresponding increase to
employment and cash generated:
1,394 current jobs x 2.5
£50.92million x 2.5

3,485 jobs
£127.3million

The cash generated figure of £127million should be regarded as a minimum since the cost of a
fishing trip would increase with the greater chance of success in catching fish being reflected in the
cost.
Regeneration would also bring with it a considerable amount of new capital investment, and
employment, to the wild fisheries: access roads, paths, bridges to be built, river banks to be
maintained, extension and repair to accommodation, boat building and repair, fishing tackle
manufacture and repair, etc.
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The damage caused by salmon farming to local economies is not limited to the sport fisheries:
the salmon netting industry of Scotland employed some 3,000 people in the 1960s and of these about
1,200 were in the study area of the West Highlands and Islands. Damage has also been caused to the
West Highlands shellfish, haddock, mackerel, herring, plaice and cod fisheries.
The shellfish are killed by the chemicals Emamectin, Cypermethrin, Teflubenzuron,
Deltamethrin and Azamethiphos, and plaice, cod, herring and mackerel can also be infected by the
parasitic infections spread by salmon farming.
“by 1890, 75% of all crofters relied on fishing for their main
income.”
“fishermen employed increased to 4,300 by 1950.”
David Thompson – Hebrides and West Coast of Scotland. The Social and
Cultural Importance of the Coastal Fishing Communities – 1998
“statistics published today (September 2013) by Scotland’s Chief
Statistician show that the value of fish landed by Scottish vessels
decreased by 9% in real terms in 2011.”
“shellfish landings decreased by 6% to £157million.”
“active fishing vessels was 2,046, a decrease of 49.”
“the shellfish sector reduced to 359 vessels.”
“the number of fishermen employed on Scottish based vessels was
4,747 at the end of 2012. Compared to 2011, there are 247 less
people employed on Scottish based vessels, representing a 5%
decrease, bringing the 2012 fishermen employed figure to the
lowest recorded level.”
National Statistics Publication for Scotland – September 2013

The current official figures for employment in the West Coast sea fishery is 1,729, with parttime employment taking this figure to over 2,000. Fishing was from a total of 1,083 vessels.
The loss to the economy and employment caused by salmon farming to the traditional sea
fishing industry is more difficult to estimate, but there is no question of an impact.

WEST COAST SEA FISHERIES
EMPLOYMENT

1975
2012
LOSS/GAIN

3,185
1,720
45% LOSS

TONNES LANDED

172,000
108,000
40% LOSS
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VALUE

£238million
£174million
27% LOSS

VESSELS

881
1,083
20% GAIN

NOTE: Tonnage includes pelagic, demersal and shellfish species.
Source: Department of Agriculture and Fisheries Scotland;
Scottish Executive, Scottish Sea Fisheries Statistics.
Marine Science Scotland state that the marine industries of Scotland support 50,000 jobs – if
the salmon farming figure is subtracted, there are 48,000 other jobs dependant on a healthy sea! The
number of salmon farming jobs as stated by Marine Science, a Government agency, was stated in
2012 as 1,387 in production, excluding processing and marketing.

COUNTING THE BENEFITS, COST & LOSS
The objective of this Paper is to measure and value the Salmon Farming Industry in Scotland –
to assess the benefit and count the cost.

THE SALMON FARMING PRODUCERS (SSPO) CASE
The producers make their case on only 3 cornerstones:
1.

That they support of 2,138 jobs (1,387 per Marine Science);

2.

That wages of £53.7million are paid annually;

3.

That they made capital investments of £206million between 2006 and 2011.

4.

The producers claim that farmed salmon is Scotland’s largest food export, but
which claim is meaningless since they pay virtually no tax.

A short case and one which does not stand up to scrutiny:
1.

Whether the accurate figure of 2,138 or 1,387 jobs, it is likely that the salmon farming
industry had destroyed at least this number in the tourist sport fishery, the netting and
the shellfish fisheries.

2.

Likewise, wages have been lost with the job losses in the traditional fisheries – wages
which stayed in and were recycled through local economies and not to the benefit of
transient immigrant workers.

3.

This capital investment is not investment but merely a spend on imported equipment,
profits and dividends going overseas and little or no tax being paid in the UK.

Two other claims are made by the salmon producers – that it is a sustainable industry, and that
it provides Scotland with its largest food export.
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A sustainable industry is one which:“conserves an ecological balance by avoiding depletion of
resources”
- is perhaps the most fatuous misrepresentation of the truth that the industry has made.
The impact of depleting the oceans and their local fishing communities by the taking of
immature wild fish to manufacture food pellets, is not mentioned – nor is the damage caused by
chemical pollution and disease to other marine life. Far from being termed sustainable, it is better
described as an industry which breaks all of the ‘rules’ of good husbandry, and its demise is likely to
be that it dies of its own self-poisoning, its political supporters falling with it.
The second claim, that it is Scotland’s largest food export, is meaningless – there being no
revenue and all that is actually being exported in cash.

THE COST OF SALMON FARMING
The benefits of the industry are few, but the costs are many:
1.

The loss of jobs and wages in traditional fisheries – a disinvestment in Scotland
promoted by Government;

2.

The loss of 500,000 tonnes of wild fish for pellet manufacture and the value of
this to other economies;

3.

The cost of damage to the marine environment, its wild fish, birds and marine
mammals;

4.

The price on the lost recreational activity of rod fishing by local populations;

5.

The eventual cost of a chemical clean-up and the cost of compliance by SEPA
and other Government marine agencies;

6.

A price on the loss of genetic identity to the migratory fish species in all of the
Scottish and UK’s rivers.

7.

A price on human health.

All of these costs need to be considered against the 2,138 jobs and £53.7million wages
generated by salmon farming.
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The graph below, compiled from the Government agency Marine Science, demonstrates the
loss to the rod and line fisheries over the period 1975 to 2012. The most serious time of decline
coincided with the salmon farming reaching the 50,000 tonne mark in 1990.
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The sea trout catches on Scotland’s East Coast rivers during the same period are also shown:
these rivers, Tweed, Tay and Dee show little decline – there are no salmon farming operations on
Scotland’s East Coast.

Showing the decline of wild Salmon and Sea Trout with the increased production
of farmed Salmon

- and a much smaller impact on Scotland’s East Coast rivers where there are
no Salmon farms.
Catch Statistics – Source: Marine Science Scotland
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THE ALTERNATIVE
The survival of wild salmon, sea trout and shellfish fisheries, alongside open cage salmon
farming is not a feasible option and it is Scotland’s rivers and lochs which are facing extinction. The
real resource of Scotland’s West Coast is not its sheltered factory farming locations, but in its river,
loch and coastal water nursery habitats for fish, birds and marine mammals. The two industries are
incompatible and a choice must be made.
If there is no benefit to Scotland from fish farming, other than employment, then the two should
be compared. What would employment numbers return to on closure of open cage salmon farming?

(i)

Employment
Salmon and Sea Trout Sport Fishery
3,500
Salmon and Sea Trout Netting Industry, say
500
Shellfish Industry, say
1,000
Total
5,000

Wages (ii)
£87.5million
£12.5million
£25.0million
£125 million

Salmon Farming

(£53.7)million

2,138

Note (i): Assumes a return to catch levels of the 1970s and includes hotel and tourist services.
(ii): Pro rata with salmon farming wages.
The employment and wages case of the salmon farming industry is defeated, and in jeopardy is
the heritable capital value of the rod and line fisheries with all of their infrastructure – access roads,
bridges, paths, houses and cottages - would carry a value in excess of £150million, comparing with
a virtually zero value of the wasting assets of the farming industry.
Scotland still has its rivers and lochs with their pure water and clean nursery areas, and with
fast action, still has a sufficient stock of wild salmon and sea trout to regenerate the pre-salmon
farming stock numbers.
The closure of open cage farming would generate more jobs and transfer a greater benefit to
local economies than salmon farming. Jobs and wages form the only criteria by which its sponsors
can justify its existence and on this measure, salmon farming comes second to the traditional wild
fisheries. The closure of the open cage salmon farming industry and the restoration of wild fisheries
should be an easy choice, but will require political resolve.

CONCLUSION
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The operators and sponsors of Scotland’s salmon farming industry have effected a
disinvestment to a great natural resource, by its degradation of the marine environment and the
destruction and loss of traditional sustainable fisheries.
These magnificent wild fish once fed entire populations, providing the protein essential for
human survival and a surplus as a vital commodity of trade. Human settlements were founded and
grew at locations where the fish were plentiful, armies marched on the food it produced and for 1,000
years they have been protected by laws of man. Many communities throughout the Northern
Hemisphere elevated them to a sacred status, devising ritual ceremonies as a mark of their respect
and reverence for it. Celebrations were held to mark their return to the rivers and without its return,
the survival of the human settlement was at risk. Wars were fought over the rights to catch them and
boundaries of districts, provinces – even countries – were formed by the mark of the limits they could
swim up river.
The contribution of these migratory fish to human development and survival has been colossal
and we humans have characteristically not said ‘thank you’. Anglers respect these fish and are their
true protectors, few are now killed by sportsmen and it is they who sponsor the laws to conserve and
protect it: their only reward is the wonderful connection it makes between man and nature.
The relationship between man and fish has not only been betrayed, it has been violated with
insult and indignity by the sort of shameful disregard which only human greed is capable of. Salmon
farming and its collateral damage to wild fish and the environment, while labelling itself as a
sustainable industry, is dishonest. The natural heritage of Scotland is being mismanaged and calls
into question the integrity and suitability of those we have chosen to act as its custodians.
The salmon farming industry is a dirty, cruel and unsustainable industry. To claim that it is
sustainable, ‘that it conserves an ecological balance, avoiding depletion of natural resources’, as well
as killing wild fish for salmon food at a ratio of 3 to 1, is a derisory misrepresentation of the facts.
Pandemic disease, or human outcry against damage to our legacy of marine environment, of its
pollution, the use of dangerous chemicals, the cruelty – all make this industry vulnerable to closure –
and all in the name of inefficiently producing a fake product which is dangerous to human health.
As well as depleting the fish stocks and food chain species of the world’s oceans, it has
destroyed the wild fisheries of Scotland’s West Coast – an industry which not one time contributed
more to the economy than salmon farming.
For the time being the RSPCA seems happy to give a process with a 50% mortality rate its
blessing. That the farming industry has, so far, avoided the whistle being blown is testament only to
the smoke and mirrors tactics by which they have obtained political support, and that the agencies we
rely on to sound the alarm have so far been silent, is perhaps due to their scientific research
programmes being funded by the salmon producers. Even the Fisheries Trusts, whose prime function
it is to protect wild stocks, also receive funding from the fish farmers!
We are paying a high price to produce this inferior product and we should hope that the price
of failure will also be paid by its sponsors, who render them as well, an equally endangered species.

W.W. Quarry, BSc. FRICS
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