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Dear Edward,

PE1598: Protecting wild salmon ids from sea lice from Scottish salmon farms

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above petition lodged by the
Salmon and Trout Conservation Scotland.

I note that you have already received a response from Marine Scotland which
reflects the views of Scottish Government and provides much essential background
detail.

Addressing your specific requests for my further comment, since my appointment as
Cabinet Secretary for the Rural Economy and Connectivity in May, my focus has
been on driving forward the rural economy, building growth across Scotland's rural
and coastal communities. Salmon aquaculture and wild salmon fisheries both have a
key role to play. Aquaculture is currently estimated to generate economic activity in
Scotland worth £1.86 billion every year, supporting 8,300 jobs across the supply
chain with the potential to rise to well over £2 billion and 10,000 jobs by 2020. I
recently welcomed the industry's Aquaculture 2030 Vision for Growth Strategy,
outlining ambitions for further growth subject to its sustainability. Wild fisheries have
been estimated to have an economic impact of £79.9 million per annum.

Successful interaction between these key sectors is important. The issue of sea lice
and the potential impact on wild fish populations is a contentious and much debated
one Scottish Government has worked closely with both sectors to help address
concerns.

With regard to monitoring and improvements in the collection of sea lice data, it is
important to distinguish between the compliance function relating to sea lice carried
out by Marine Scotland's Fish Health Inspectorate (FHI) and the public reporting
arrangements provided voluntarily by the Scottish Salmon Producers' Organisation
(SSPO) on behalf of their members.
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In terms of compliance, we have recently implemented a new sea lice policy which
will be an invaluable tool in driving improvements in sea lice management across the
Scottish aquaculture industry. It includes new reporting levels a requirement for
increased monitoring and surveillance and, where necessary, remedial action at site
level. It will result in improved and more proactive use of site level sea lice
information by the FHI to ensure effective compliance with the requirement of the
Aquaculture and Fisheries (Scotland) Act 2007 for the aquaculture industry to have
"satisfactory measures" in place for the prevention, reduction and control of parasites
on fish farms.

This enhancement to our sea lice compliance policy forms part of a package of
improvements, including a review by industry of their own Integrated Sea Lice
Management strategy, in turn forming part of the sector's Code of Good Practice.
The FHI will review implementation of the policy after 2 years, the length of 1
production cycle, to ensure the enhanced monitoring regime is effective.

In terms of public reporting, in March 2016 then Minister Dr Aileen McLeod wrote to
the RACCE committee to advise that the public reporting system operated by the
SSPO on behalf of their members, remained proportionate and fit for purpose, and at
an appropriate level for public awareness. She recommended that it continue as
specified and that remains my view. This data remains a key part of an on-going
wider interactions dialogue between the SSPO and the Association of District
Salmon Fishery Boards (ASFB), as well as more regular dialogue at a local level.

As acknowledged in the information provided previously by Marine Scotland, robust
scientific data required to evidence any impact of sea lice from farmed to wild fish at
a population level for Scotland does not exist currently. To address this, significant
research is being undertaken notably a project being carried out by the Scottish
Aquaculture Research Forum (SARF) - funded by Scottish Government and the
aquaculture industry - which will study the return rates of groups of wild salmon
which have been either treated or not treated with a protective sea lice
medicine. This thorough approach will necessitate the collection of large datasets
over time and will, in turn, inform a future programme of work to be carried out by
Marine Scotland Science. I attach the further information which you requested in
relation to this project at Annex A.

In addition to the current science-led work, designed to better quantify and inform our
understanding of the implications of aquaculture on wild salmon, we have, as part of
our Salmon Conservation Regulations, encouraged the development of conservation
plans which set out the objectives, priorities and local management measures with
respect to both the management of salmon fisheries in an identified area; and the
conservation of salmon in that area. These conservation plans will also include detail
of existing and future local initiatives to address the current conservation assessment
of the fishery district; and identify (and where possible quantify) other factors that
might have a material impact, such as marine renewable energy, predation,
aquaculture and barriers to fish migration. Once completed the conservation plan will
help Marine Scotland to consider how best to conserve, restore, enhance and
manage wild Atlantic salmon stocks taking into account the best scientific evidence
available.



I trust this information addresses your request.
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