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2010 was a year of mixed fortunes. It was on the whole a low water year, conditions that 
generally benefit catches on the Tay. This, coupled with a grilse run that started earlier than 
in recent years and remained strong throughout most of the season, resulted in catch totals 
that we have not seen for a very long time. Indeed, some lower beats had their best 
numbers for more than a decade. The same was not true for many parts of the upper 
system, the low water coupled with a very poor spring run, did not help that part of our 
catchment. 
 
The greatest cause for optimism has been the progress that has been made in addressing 
the environmental disaster which is the River Garry. The European Water Framework 
Directive is forcing the regulators (SEPA) and SSE (the abstractors) to address this national 
disgrace. I have found my meetings with SSE officials to be very constructive and, while their 
proposals fall short of what we would ideally like to see, it is clear that the proposals made 
so far, represent real progress in our efforts to see the Garry and its tributaries brought back 
to life. 
 
During the year, the Board has listened to representations regarding later autumn run 
timings and after considerable debate, is now recommending a three year trial extension of 
the season to the end of October. It has done so, on the understanding that all fish will be 
released and at least one third of the income generated by letting these additional two 
weeks be donated to the Tay Foundation to be spent on river improvement projects. 
 
The other even more controversial initiative was the 12½ day trial of shrimp fishing. This 
was carried out under very strict conditions which included barbless hooks and mandatory 
catch and release. Although the trial would have been more relevant, had it been 
undertaken in the high water low grilse run of 2009, it nonetheless provided a useful insight 
into Tay anglers and their preferred methods of fishing and the relative effectiveness of 
each. A copy of the outline report is published separately.  
 
Stocking the system is also an area where there are differences of opinion and some 
strongly held views. It is a substantial cost and its impact on our river is far from clear. I 
believe that if we are to continue, we should do so within the framework of a properly 
documented policy. This should set out what we are trying to achieve and how we will 
measure success, as well as what risks it may pose and what steps we should take to 
mitigate them. It should include detailed record keeping on broodstock, (location of 
capture, mortality, etc.) and detail what the criteria are for planting out. The Board has 
asked Dr Summers to work with interested parties to produce such a policy for presentation 
during the first half of 2011. It would be my hope that once approved, it would be published 
and lead to a more informed debate about how we go forward. 
 
The Board published for the first time, a complete project plan detailing its proposed 
activities for the year.  Management has reported to the Board at each of its meetings on 
progress against plan.  This has proved to be a very successful way of ensuring that all 
interested parties can keep check on how assessment monies are being spent. The down 
side is that it highlighted our failure to enlarge upon this and to communicate to the whole 
angling community through a meaningful relevant website. I believe that open 
communication is essential. There are many people who use the web to share their 
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thoughts and ideas with the wider world. Some are thought provoking, others simply wrong 
and some quite ridiculous. 
 
Those who seem to be on permanent transmit, can often lose sight that whilst their criticism 
may be aimed at an individual or even the Board collectively, it can be damaging to the 
perceptions of our river as a whole. To me, it becomes an imperative that we develop a web 
platform that allows us to ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ǳǇ ǘƻ ŘŀǘŜ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ 
activities to distribute the results of research or analysis and just as importantly, to engage 
in a dialogue with those who work on the river as well as those who come to fish it. I hope 
to see such a site in place by early 2011. 
 
My predecessor in his report last year, mentioned the stretched finances of the Board. Beat 
owners were faced with substantial increases in their assessments and neither position was 
satisfactory. The Board resolved to set a three year financial plan that had the twin aims of 
holding the assessment at present levels for a minimum of three years and, at the same 
ǘƛƳŜΣ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭ ǎǳǊǇƭǳǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ŎŀǎƘ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ǘƻ ŀƭƭƻǿ ƛǘ ǘƻ 
respond to almost anything it was likely to face. This could only be achieved by generating 
income in addition to the assessment and at the same time reducing costs. I am pleased to 
report that this ambitious goal is already well on track. Once again, the generosity of John 
Apthorp should be recognised as playing a big part and he has our grateful thanks.    
 
Anglers have responded to the call for conservation in a way that few would have believed 
even just a few short years ago. Although there are still a few who think it right and seek to 
justify killing the scarce, precious spring fish, it seems the vast majority of fishermen wish to 
do what they can to encourage their survival by returning them safely to the river when 
caught. The Board would like to acknowledge and thank all of those who have done what 
they can to help our beleaguered spring salmon. 
 
Finally, I would like to thank the TDSFB management team, the ghillies and the excellent 
team of bailiffs for their work throughout the year. I would also thank the Board members 
for the support they have given me from the outset. 
 
I hope that 2011 is even more rewarding for all who visit our great river. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
W  H  JACK 
Chairman 
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2010 REPORT 
 
Season 2010 
 
The month preceding the opening of the 2010 Tay salmon season saw the coldest winter 
weather since the winter of 1981/82. Unremitting hard frost had drawn the Tay down and 
ice was widespread on the river. The opening of the season was eagerly awaited because, 
unlike most recent years, there was a prospect that the early springers would be 
concentrated in a short length of the lower river rather than being thinly spread throughout 
the 100 km between Perth and Killin as has happened in recent years. Would the return of 
άŀƴ ƻƭŘ ŦŀǎƘƛƻƴŜŘέ winter see a return to old fashioned catches? 
 
In the event, we were never to know. A thaw set in on opening day and the river rose. 
Although the middle and upper river were clear, the lower river coloured up, scuppering any 
chances there may have been of good catches in the area where most fish were likely to 
have been.The second day saw the river in a high spate and it stayed high until early 
February. Nevertheless, although not high like historic Januarys, the first two weeks did 
produce more fish than most recent years, with an estimated catch of 75, as opposed to a 
five year average of 43. 
 
February saw a return to cold weather. Any precipitation fell as snow, which accumulated in 
the hills. The river fell thoughout the month back to a low level. Despite the fact conditions 
might have been good for concentrating springers in the main river, catches were not that 
encouraging. It is estimated that less than 100 springers were caught, as opposed to a five 
year average of 111. Fishing effort was admittedly low, but the first indications were 
becoming apparent that the 2010 spring run might again be relatively weak, which was 
feared after the weak grilse run in 2009. 
 
March, which normally heralds a significant increase in the spring run, started off with low 
water and cold weather but the latter half saw warmer weather and higher water caused by 
melting snow. Nevertheless, catches were disappointing overall, with an estimated catch of 
250 as opposed to an average of 365.  
 
April opened with a large spate but thereafter the Tay fell more or less continuously until 
early June. April was another disappointing month with an estimated 400 springers as 
opposed to an average of 580. By mid May, the Tay had become very low for the time of 
year, after what turned out to be the driest winter / spring for many years, despite the 
abundant snowfall. Catches continued to disappoint with about 450 for the month, as 
opposed to an average of 592. It was apparent that, despite conditions, the run of 2SW 
salmon was weak, as it had been at the same time in 2009.  
 
However, in 2009 the run picked up in the late spring / early summer and it was hoped this 
would be repeated in 2010. But this was not to be. June produced an estimated 400 salmon 
as opposed to an average of 553. Apart from one brief rise, June saw the dry weather 
continue and levels remained low. As such conditions are better than high water in the main 
river at that time of year, the conditions could not wholly be blamed for the reduced 
catches. 
 
The spring drought finally broke on the first weekend in July and signaled a change to very 
different fishing conditions. Thereafter, July saw a succession of spates and generally rising 
levels, peaking at about nine feet on the 22nd before starting a gradual fall. While catches 
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were affected by poor conditions in the middle of the month, it was apparent that after the 
ōƛƎ ǎǇŀǘŜ ŎƭŜŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ ƎǊƛƭǎŜ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ǿŜŜƪ ƛƴ Wǳƭȅ ǇǊƻǾŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ¢ŀȅΩǎ 
best July week in a number of years. The grilse had arrived a week or two earlier than they 
did in 2009, though not as early as they did ten years ago. Therefore, despite conditions that 
were generally against good fishing in the main river, the catch for July is likely to exceed the 
recent average of 813. 
 
The encouraging run of grilse which commenced in July continued right through August in a 
way it did not do prior to 2005. The estimated catch of over 2000 was the best August since 
2006.  There was both a better run of grilse than 2009 and August was a much drier month 
which helped to slow down the fast moving grilse, in the lower river particularly. Some beats 
reported a majority of good conditioned grilse, although the average size was lower than it 
would have been in the past. However, some very small specimens and some thin grilse 
were in evidence and red vents were again reported.  
 
September started with levels well back after the high water of July, but from the end of the 
first week onwards, there were a number of rises and levels remained several feet up for 
most of the month. Although conditions were conducive for fish to run, the best of the 
fishing in September was in the lower reaches where good numbers of fish were particularly 
evident. The total catch for the month is estimated at 3500 as opposed to an average of 
2955 making it one of the better Septembers in recent years. There was clearly a better run 
of autumn grilse in the river, exceptionally so for the River Almond, and a better smattering 
of bigger fish. This seems to fit in with the general pattern of a better grilse run in 2010, 
although the upper Tay / Tummel area did not appear to benefit.  
 
October opened with a large spate of over 8 feet and thereafter dry weather persisted until 

the end of the Tay season on 15 October. Many beats in the lower Tay and some middle Tay 

beats fished well. It is estimated that October produced a catch of around 3,000 fish as 

opposed to an average of 2126. The Taymount beat, for example, had its best October since 

1989. Higher and unsettled conditions returned in the last week of October which marred 

the end of the Earn season, which had also benefited from perhaps the best autumn run 

since 2004. 

 

In summary, the main features of the 2010 season were a relatively weak spring run with 
lower catches up to mid July. This was reflected in the counts at all fish counters I the 
district. Thereafter, a better summer and autumn grilse run produced better catches in the 
late summer and autumn. While final catch returns are not available at the time of writing, 
it is estimated that the total catch could exceed 11,000 which would have been even higher 
if the spring had been better. Still, this represents a 50% increase on 2009. However, not all 
of the district enjoyed same success. A better grilse run was counted by the Ericht fish 
counter and was visually apparent on the Almond. Grilse catches also better on Lyon, but 
the Tummel was poor, possible reasons for which will be considered later. 
 
Catch and release ς spring salmon 
 
After a relatively poor spring catch and weak grilse run in 2009 it was clear that the adverse 
conditions which have affected the marine survival of salmon in recent years have still not 
abated. It was agreed therefore that the catch and release policy should be further 
strengthened for 2010 by requesting 100% catch-and-release of salmon up to the end of 
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May. Previously the policy was that the first spring salmon caught each day had to be 
released, which meant that very few were being killed anyway (Table 1). 
 
The policy of 100% catch and release was well accepted and it is believed that most beats 
adhered to it as far as possible. Detailed returns were not yet available at the time of writing 
but these should bear this out once they are available. Given the strength of the 2010 spring 
run it was, in retrospect, clearly the right thing to have done. 
 

Year Number released Number killed Total caught % released 

1998 41 540 581 7 

1999 108 831 939 12 
2000 193 637 830 23 

2001 415 739 1154 36 

2002 271 524 795 34 

2003 199 281 480 42 

2004 301 684 985 31 

2005 446 669 1115 40 
2006 739 854 1593 46 

2007 349 339 688 51 

2008 861 247 1108 78 

2009 667 179 846 80 
 
Table 1. Numbers and percentage of rod-caught salmon released and killed before 30 April. 
Data obtained from Marine ScotlandΩǎ Statistical Bulletins of Scottish Salmon and Sea Trout 
Catches. 
 
!ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ŜǾƻƭǾƛƴƎ ŎŀǘŎƘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ǘƘŜǊŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ 
change in the behaviour of Tay anglers over the last ten years (Table 1). In 2009 the Tay 
performed as well as any other of the major Scottish salmon rivers in terms of catch and 
release, apart from the Dee (Figure 1). Interestingly, despite the perceptions of some on the 
quality of Tay spring fishing, the Tay had the second highest spring catch in Scotland in 2009, 
second only to the Dee, which always caught more spring salmon. 
 

 
 
Figure 1. Numbers of salmon killed and released by anglers to 30 April 2009 ƻƴ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ 
major spring salmon rivers. Data from Marine Scotland Statisitical Bulletin. 
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Catch and release ς summer 
 
In addition to the spring salmon policy, it was agreed after the end of the 2009 season that 
after May 2010 all female fish should be released and that no more than one male fish 
should be retained per day, which should be clean and, where possible, weigh less than 10 
pounds (i.e. clean male grilse). This policy is marginally tighter than the previous policy 
which had requested the release of all females and males that were over 15 pounds or 
coloured. As a result of the previous policy the proportion of fish released in 2009 was never 
less than 60% (Figure 2). In 2009 some 5,103 salmon and grilse were released in the Tay 
district. If 2/3 of these were female that would mean perhaps an extra 20 million eggs would 
have been saved than would have once been the case. 
 

 
 
Figure 2. Percentage of salmon and grilse catch released each month in 2009. The data used 
in this graph are Crown copyright, used with the permission of Marine Scotland Science. 
Marine Scotland is not responsible for interpretation of these data by third parties.  

 
Sea trout conservation 
 
In 2009 the Board first recommended that, following a long decline in their numbers, all sea 
trout should be released without exception. 
 
In the event, 2009 proved to be a better year for sea trout, as evidenced by the catches in 
this district (Figure 3) and neighbouring districts. However, it is heartening to see that within 
a period of only three years there has been a dramatic turnaround in the attitude to 
conserving this species. 2010 also was a better year for sea trout, but while 2009 and 2010 
catches were encouraging, the Board considers that problems may still continue to occur 
and that catch and release of sea trout should continue until there is a sustained recovery. 
 

 
 
Figure 3. Tay District rod & line catch of sea trout, 1952 ς 2009. (Data obtained from Marine 
ScotlandΩǎ Statistical Bulletins of Scottish Salmon and Sea Trout Catches) 
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Enforcement 
 
2010 was a quieter year in terms of enforcement than 2009. Only one incidence of illegal 
fishing (on the River Isla) led to charges being made. 
 
The Board is once again indebted to Tayside Police, especially Alan Stewart, Wildlife Liaison 
Officer, who were again extremely helpful. 2010 saw even greater cooperation with the 
Police and it is hoped this will continue. 
 
Health and Safety at Work 
 
Health and sŀŦŜǘȅ ŀǘ ǿƻǊƪ ƛǎ ŀ ƳŀƧƻǊ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΦ ¢ƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ǎǘŀŦŦ ŀǊŜ 
frequently required to work in situations where potential hazards are present. Therefore the 
Board is insistent that health and safety provision is of the highest standard. 
 
Because of the building of the new Board office in 2009 and the roofing of the broodstock 
tank area of the hatchery, a review of the .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ IŜŀƭǘƘ ϧ {ŀŦŜǘȅ tƻƭƛŎȅ was instigated in 
2009 and was completed in 2010. While the Fisheries Director would maintain overall 
responsibility for health and safety, after attending a relevant course, bailiff Ron Whytock 
had been charged with overseeing H & S issues from the perspective of staff on the ground 
and raising any items of concern which resulted. 
 
No accidents reportable under RIDDOR occurred in 2010.  
 
Staff changes 
 
A major reorganization of the BoardΩǎ ǎǘŀŦŦ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ took place in 2010, mainly in 
connection with increasing the role of the Tay Foundation in the management of the river. 
Previously the Tay FoǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŜƳǇƭƻȅ ǎǘŀŦŦΣ ǳƴƭƛƪŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ нлҌ ŦƛǎƘŜǊƛŜǎ 
trusts. This situation changed on 1 April 2010 when the Fisheries Director was appointed as 
ǘƘŜ Ƨƻƛƴǘ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƻǊ ƻŦ ōƻǘƘ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ тр҈ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ CƛǎƘŜǊƛŜǎ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƻǊΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǿ ǎǇŜƴǘ 
working for the Board and 25% as director of the Tay Foundation. 25% of the fisheries 
5ƛǊŜŎǘƻǊΩǎ Ŏƻǎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǿ ōƻǊƴŜ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ¢ŀȅ CƻǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴΦ 
 
¢ƘŜ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ aŀƴŀƎŜǊ ǿŀǎ ǿƘƻƭƭȅ ǘǊŀƴǎŦŜǊǊŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ¢ŀȅ CƻǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ 
employment on 1 April but it was agreed that the Board would still contribute 50% of the 
5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ aŀƴŀƎŜǊΩǎ ǎŀƭŀǊȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ.  
 
In March the Tay Foundation employed a biologist, Rob Mitchell. Rob is wholly employed by 
the Tay Foundation but 75% of his costs are borne by the Board. 
 
After two ȅŜŀǊǎ ƻŦ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜǊ ƭŜŦǘ at the end of September. 
 
These changes mean that the Board will pay a small amount (3%) less on staff in 2010 than 
originally budgeted and 13% less than in 2009. 
 
Kelt reconditioning 
 
The kelt reconditioning project is a collaborative project between Marine Scotland Science 
(MSS) and the Board which has been running for well over ten years. Spring salmon caught 
in headwater spawning areas by Board staff are kept in captivity at the MSS experimental 
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fish farm at Almondbank and are successfully fed on to spawn in subsequent years. This 
facility produces eggs from spring females which would otherwise have died. 2009 / 10 was 
yet another successful year. The problems which occurred after the ban on malachite green 
have been overcome and over 700,000 eggs were produced from fish originally sourced in 
the Fillan, Tilt, Lyon, Garry, Errochty and Shee waters. 
 
In order to ensure that genetic diversity is maximized, in a new development, the fish to be 
stripped in the autumn of 2010 have been genetically typed by Landcatch Natural Selection 
from Alloa. This will ensure that crosses will not be made between closely related 
individuals, for example, although it is not thought this should have been a major issue. 
 
Hatchery report 
 
Broodstock for the hatchery are obtained by netting spring salmon in upper tributaries and 
by angling for autumn salmon in the main stem Tay and larger tributaries. However, the 
2009 / 10 winter proved to be difficult for obtaining broodstock. For the second year in a 
row high water persisted after the end of the close for the angling season. From about the 
20th of October until the cold weather commenced in mid December the Tay experienced 
high water. This made netting difficult in the higher tributaries. 
 
Nevertheless, approximately 1.3 million eggs were laid down and incubated in the hatchery. 
It was decided, in view of the numbers laid down and because the cold weather made 
access difficult to some parts of the district in February and March, to bring through almost 
all the eggs to the unfed fry stage as opposed to stocking as eyed ova. Ova and fry were 
stocked out into areas close to where the broodstock were sourced from, i.e. either the 
same tributary or a smaller tributary close to the source area.  
 
The following numbers were released in the spring or early summer of 2010: 
 
River Tilt (mainstem, Lochain Burn, Tarf 
Water, Fealar Burn, Glen More Burn) 300,000 

River Lyon  190,000 

River Garry  50,000 

Banvie Burn (Garry) 50,000 

Errochty Water 170,000 

River Lochay (Corrycharmaig to Kenknock) 40,000 

Auchtertyre Burn (Fillan) 40,000 

Shee Water (tributaries) 40,000 

Cononish 100,000 

Allt Essan (Dochart) 40,000 

River Almond (headwaters) 60,000 

River Braan 60,000 

Keithick Burn (Isla) 40,000 

Tullimet Burn (Tay) 20,000 

Shochie Burn (Tay) 30,000 

Dowally Burn (Tay) 40,000 

Total 1,270,000 

 
Table 2. Estimated numbers of eyed ova / unfed fry stocked out into respective tributaries in 
the spring of 2010. 
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Following an unusually frosty winter in 2008 / 09, the Tay Ghillies Association kindly donated 
funds for the construction of a shed over the adult broodstock holding tanks to protect 
them from frost. This was constructed over the winter 2009/10 and proved to be a very 
fortuitous move given the even harder frosts in the 2009 / 10 winter. While it was not fully 
complete by the time the hardest frosts commenced ς the ridge on the roof had still to be 
completed ς the protection afforded did prevent the pipework from freezing solid.  
 

 

 

 
A shed was constructed to cover the adult broodstock holding tanks which had previously 
been in the open air. The funds were raised and donated by the Tay Ghillies Association. The 
timing could not have been better as the winter of 2009/10 saw such hard frosts that the 
water would have frozen before all the broodstock were stripped. 
 
2010 WORK PLAN 
 
In 2010 the Board introduced a new practice by agreeing a plan of the work for the year 
along with indicative starting and finishing dates. The plan was isǎǳŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ 
website so that interested stakeholders could clearly see what work the Board was involved 
in. It is intended this will become the standard way for the Board to operate. 
 
Of 19 stand-alone projects (not including on-going tasks which happen every year) 14 were 
completed within the year, one could not be undertaken because of unforeseen 
circumstances, one will not be completed until 2011, and two have been deferred until 
2011. One of the tasks (responding to the River Garry proposals) did have the effect of 
delaying some of the others on account that the amount of work required could not have 
been fully anticipated in advance. Two other major issues were introduced into the work 
plan in the course of the year and had a similar impact. 
 
The following pages summarise progress of the planned projects. 
 
Feeding on fry in the hatchery 
 
One of the questions often asked is whether it is better to feed on fry in the hatchery for a 
period rather than stock them out as unfed fry or eyed ova. While there are many opinions 
on this subject there appear to be few reliable comparisons of the two approaches and 
these have provided equivocal results. 
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In order to help clarify this 
debate it was decided that 
a certain number of fry 
should be fed on in the 
hatchery and their 
survival after stocking 
compared with that of 
unfed fry. However, as the 
existing incubation 
facilities did not allow for 
fry being fed, six new 
tanks were obtained 
which can be used for 
both feeding on fry and 
keeping adult broodstock 
in the winter. This will also 
significantly increase the 
flexibility of the hatchery 
facilities as well as 
increasing the number of 
broodstock which can be 
held. The intention is that 

unfed fry and fed on parr will be stocked in separate areas and their survival to the smolt 
stage monitored to assess the relative merits of the different strategies. 
 
Protecting salmon access in the River Almond 
 
On the River Almond there are two structures which are currently passable to salmon but do 
need maintenance / repair if they are to pass salmon efficiently in the long term. 
 
The first of these is a weir at Almondbank which formerly had a shallow gradient up which 
fish could easily swim. Over time the lower half of the weir has eroded away meaning the 
weir no longer consists of an even slope but now requires fish to make a vertical jump onto 
the remaining upper half of the weir before they can start to swim up it. In years when there 
is plenty of water in the early part of the autumn when water temperatures are still 
relatively high, this does not cause any problem. However, in a dry autumn year like 2007, 
fish may experience difficulty ascending the weir if rain does not occur until temperatures 
have dropped. 
 
In order to assist salmon to ascend this weir more easily under difficult conditions it is 
desirable to raise the water level in the pool below the weir to reduce the height salmon 
have to jump. This could be done by reinstating a part of the original weir structure. 
Investigations are still ongoing as to the most appropriate method of doing this. 
  
Further up the Almond the same principle of raising the tailwater level below a jump was 
adopted at the Buchanty Spout waterfall in the 1960s. Because the North of Scotland Hydro 
Electric Board abstracted water from the upper Almond they paid for work to make 
Buchanty Spout easier to jump, including blasting and the installation of a gabion weir a 
short distance downstream to raise the water level below the fall. However, part of the 

 
 
Six new three metre diameter tanks have been purchased to 
allow the feeding on of salmon fry and parr. The tanks were 
purchased with a generous donation from Mr John Apthrop. 
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gabion wire has burst and at some point in the future this weir will breach. It is desirable, 
therefore, that this weir should be reinstated or reinforced before this happens. 
 
Options for doing this are still being considered. Having been able to closely investigate the 
weir under conditions of very low water this year with a gabion installation specialist it is 
clear that this project will involve more than originally anticipated. 
 
Tay Eastern Survey 
 
Lƴ ǊŜŎŜƴǘ ǘƛƳŜǎ ƳǳŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ interest has centered around upland tributaries 
because they are the areas where spring salmon mainly spawn. However, the Board is 
aware that significant problems exist in the lowland tributaries and that these also need 
addressing. 
 
Accordingly in the early months of 2010 Board staff commenced a survey of tributaries of 
the lower Tay, lower Isla and the lower Earn. The tributaries surveyed are shown in Figure 4. 
A number of previously unknown obstructions to salmon migration were identified along 
with other issues. For example, high loads of fine sediment appear to be a major problem in 
some of the Isla tributaries in particular. A detailŜŘ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ƻōǘŀƛƴŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ 
website - www.tdsfb.org/documents/TayEasternSurveyReportreducedsize.pdf. 
 
Over the course of the next two winters it is hoped to survey all the salmon producing 
tributaries in the area (Figure 4) and to develop improvement projects as a result of the 
findings. 
 

 
 
Figure 4. Locations of lowland tributaries which were surveyed in 2010 (solid black) and 
those which will be surveyed in following years (dashed black). 
 
Alyth Burn Weirs 
 
For some years the Board had been aware of a significant weir on the lower reaches of the 
Alyth Burn which is likely to hinder salmon on their spawning migration, unless the water 
happens to be high at the right time. Having brought the existence of this weir to the 
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attention of SEPA, SEPA included it in a survey performed by the engineering firm W S Atkins 
to advise on options for improving fish passage. ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ǿŀǎ ǇŀƛŘ ŦƻǊ ōȅ {9t!Ωǎ ǊƛǾŜǊ 
restoration fund which hopefully might also pay for appropriate remedial work. 
 
As a result of the Eastern Survey another significant weir was found upstream of Alyth. 
Electrofishing proved that although salmon fry were found below this weir, none were 
found above it, showing that no adult salmon passed it in the autumn of 2009. However, 
salmon parr were found above it, but their distribution was restricted, showing that some 
fish had successfully ascended in 2008, but not in sufficient numbers to fill the entire 
available habitat. Investigations will be made in 2011 to try and get remedial work done on 
this weir under the SEPA river restoration fund. 
 
The Eastern Survey identified the Alyth Burn as having the best habitat for juvenile salmon 
of all the tributary burns draining into the Isla. Therefore improving access to this burn has 
become a priority. 
 
Dall Burn Weir Survey 
 
The Dall Burn is one of the very few large burns flowing into Loch Rannoch which is naturally 
accessible to migratory fish for a significant length or is not abstracted by from hydro power. 
However, there is an impassable weir in its lower reaches which is no longer used. The 
Board contracted a fish pass consultant who surveyed the weir and advised on the most 
appropriate design of fish pass to construct. The survey was part funded by the SEPA river 
restoration fund and it is hoped that more funds will be available from this fund to install a 
pass. 
 
Lunan Eel Trap 
 
On the Lunan Water between Marlee Loch and Loch Clunie an old weir has been adapted to 
trap eels. The operator of the trap has installed screens on the main flows routes over the 
weir, except for one channel which may not be too easy for migrating salmon to find unless 
the water is very high. Several years ago an electrofishing survey showed there were 
juvenile salmon immediately downstream of the trap but none above. The owner has now 
agreed that a main passage will now be kept open every autumn to ensure salmon can pass 
through freely. Future monitoring will be undertaken to prove that fish do pass through or 
otherwise. 
 
Weirs on the Ruthven Water 
 
The Ruthven Water, is a significant tributary of the lower / middle Earn and is unusual in 
naturally having good access right to the headwaters for salmon and especially sea trout. 
Some of the other Earn tributaries are naturally inaccessible because of large waterfalls in 
their lower reaches. 
 
However, we had already identified the presence of two large weirs which are likely to be 
impassable to migratory fish, one on the upper Ruthven Water and another on a tributary 
called the Cloan Burn. Electrofishing was conducted in autumn 2010 and proved there were 
very high densities of juvenile trout downstream of both weirs and, in the case of the Cloan 
Burn, some salmon. Densities of trout dropped off upstream of the weirs and growth rates 
were higher, indicating a lower competition environment where only trapped brown trout 
are present. 
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If fish passage was allowed at these weirs a significant amount of extra spawning and 
rearing habitat would be made available for sea trout in the Ruthven. 
 
As it happens, the owner of the Cloan weir is interested in re-establishing a hydro station. 
Discussions have already taken place with the owner and SEPA and it is hoped that if and 
when an application is made to SEPA, a fish pass will be installed as a condition of the 
abstraction license. The owner has been very cooperative in the investigations and indeed 
has already permitted the removal of a smaller weir which formerly supplied water to a 
trout farm.  
 

 

 

 
 
A very dense population of juvenile trout was found a short distance downstream of this 
impassable weir on the Cloan Burn. This burn clearly holds great potential for sea trout. 
 

 
 
While only an impediment to fish migration, the smaller redundant Cloan fish farm weir was 
breached by Pitlochry based contractor, Tim Childs. 
 
Discussions have yet to commence with the owners of the old weir on the Ruthven Water 
ōǳǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƘƻǇŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƳƻƴŜȅ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ƻōǘŀƛƴŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ {9t!Ωǎ ǊƛǾŜǊ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǳƴŘ ǘƻ ŜƴŀōƭŜ 
fish passage to be re-established. 
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Proposed fish counter for the Shochie Burn 
 
The Shochie Burn is a tributary which joins the River Tay at Luncarty. It is, for salmon, the 
most significant burn sized tributary to directly enter anywhere on the main stem of the Tay. 
It is widely stated by locals that runs of salmon in the Shochie are less than they were 
several decades ago. In order to understand more about the numbers of salmon and sea 
trout which run the Shochie, in conjunction with the Tay Foundation, it is the intention to 
install a fish counter in the lower reaches of the burn. The fish counter has already been 
obtained and the Tay Foundation have received funding for the project from the Scottish 
Government via the Rivers and Fisheries Trusts of Scotland (RAFTS). 
 

  
 
A weir with a fish pass on the lower reaches of the Shochie Burn provide a perfect 
opportunity for the installation of a fish counter. 
 
River Earn Japanese knotweed spraying 
 
The Tay Foundation obtained a grant from the Esme Fairbairn Foundation to control 
invasive weeds, in particular Japanese knotweed, as part of an all Scotland project led by 
RAFTS. This project has been implemented by the Tay Foundation, although with assistance 
from TDFSB staff. Permission was obtained from number of proprietors on the River Earn 
and in the autumn of 2010 a contractor was engaged to spray large sections of the banks of 
the River Earn between Crieff and Aberuthven where Japanese knotweed has reached 
nuisance proportions. It is hoped that this work will be expanded in forthcoming years, 
extending hopefully to the whole river upstream of Crieff.  
 
Ordie Burn tree coppicing project 
 
For much of the length of the Ordie Burn from its confluence with the Shochie Burn near 
Luncarty to the upstream limit of salmon penetration, the banks of the burn are lined by a 
dense corridor of alders which effeŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ άǘǳƴƴŜƭέ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊŜŀƳ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ ƭƛƎƘǘ ƛƴǇǳǘ ƛƴ 
summer. This is a stream in a fertile agricultural area but the dense shading is likely to 
reduce in-stream primary productivity and reduce the growth of marginal vegetation 
developing which would provide cover for fish. 
 
CƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ǎǘŀŦŦ ƘŀǾŜ ƎŀƛƴŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘƛƴƴƛƴƎ ƻǳǘ ǘǊŜŜǎ ƻƴ 
ǘƘŜ 9ǊǊƻŎƘǘȅ ²ŀǘŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ǎǘŀŦŦ ǘƘƛƴƴŜŘ ƻǳǘ ŀƭŘŜǊǎ ƻǾŜǊ ŀ мΦтрƪƳ ǎǘǊŜǘŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳƛŘŘƭŜ 
reaches of the Ordie Burn in the late winter of 2010. This added to thinning work which was 
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conducted in 2005 over a one kilometre stretch on another nearby property. That site was 
also revisited and some of the regrowth removed.  
 
The actual felling and pruning work was carried out by Board staff who have been trained in 
chainsaw use. However, specialist contractors had to be employed to tidy up the site by 
chipping the large amount of brushwood produced. That work was kindly funded by the Tay 
Foundation from a grant received from a fisheries improvement grant from the Scottish 
Government administered by RAFTS. 
 

 
 
Riparian alders along the Ordie Burn have been thinned out of lower branches lopped off to 
allow more light to penetrate densely areas to promote greater juvenile fish production. 
 
Smolt passage at small hydro stations 
 
In addition to the old Hydro Board power stations, there are in the district several small 
private hydro stations in areas where significant numbers of migrating smolts must be 
protected from being exposed to turbines. It is essential that these stations are regularly 
monitored to ensure that fish screens etc are working as intended. 
 
The largest of these hydro stations is at Stanley Mill. This scheme was only commissioned 
several years ago. Although a large smolt screen was installed, its effectiveness in 
successfully deflecting wild smolts has never properly been tested. This is something we 
would like to pursue, but in 2010 the station did not operate because of maintenance work, 
so no monitoring work could be undertaken. 
 
A smaller hydro station exists in an offtake from the lower Tay, the Stormontfield Lade. This 
station was monitored on a number of occasions on evenings when smolts were migrating 
in May. Some smolts appeared to be more attracted to the flow through the screen rather 
than the bywash flow and could have suffered damage as a consequence. We are keen to 
progress this further in 2011 to establish what proportion of migrating smolts are so 
affected. 
 



 19 

The third of these hydro schemes is on the River Almond upstream of Almondbank. Unlike 
the other two this station operates something called a louver screen rather than a physical 
mesh or bar screen. This is not a physical impassable barrier but consists of a series of metal 
slats which are intended to generate a type of turbulence which smolts avoid and become 
deflected to a bywash if it is sufficiently attractive. Following concerns over the 
effectiveness of this array the operator made some modifications several years ago, 
including the replacement of the last few louvers before the bywash entrance with wire 
mesh panels. Because very low water persisted through the smolt migration period in 2010 
it proved easy to observe smolts. It was apparent that significant numbers of smolts did pass 
through the screen rather than down the bywash, although the proportion of all smolts 
passing down the lade that this represented is not known. A louver screen would be 
expected to be less efficient when flows and therefore the turbulence generating current is 
low. We understand that SEPA are in the process of reviewing the abstraction licence for 
this scheme which also has no compensation flow arrangement and can at times abstract all 
of the flow of the Almond into its lade. The results of this process are awaited. 
 
SIGNIFICANT ISSUES WHICH ²9w9 bh¢ t!w¢ hC ¢I9 .h!w5Ω{ ²hwY t[!b  
 
Glamis Burn Culvert 
 

Following requests from Board 
member John Wood, Angus Council 
installed baffles in a culvert on the 
Glamis Burn under the main Coupar 
Angus ς Forfar road. The culvert was 
steep and shallow and no juvenile 
salmon were found upstream of it 
during an electrofishing survey in 2009. 
The baffles should impede the flow 
sufficiently to allow spawning salmon 
to swim right through with ease. John 
Wood and staff from Strathmore 
Estates also installed baffles on the 
concrete apron at the culvert entrance 
to ensure salmon can enter the culvert 
with ease. Future surveys will prove 
the success or otherwise of the work. 

 
SEPA diffuse pollution priority  catchments 
 
One of the major issues aŦŦŜŎǘƛƴƎ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǊƛǾŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǘǊŜŀƳǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ has not been subject 
to regulation until recently ƛǎ άŘƛŦŦǳǎŜ ǇƻƭƭǳǘƛƻƴέΦ This includes impacts such as the run off of 
sediments, excess nutrients and other chemicals from agricultural land. It was apparent that 
in the course of the Eastern Survey that this type of impact was significant in some of the 
lowland tributaries. 
 
As diffuse pollution Ŏŀƴ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǎǘŀǘǳǎέ ƻŦ ǿŀǘŜǊōƻŘƛŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ 9¦ ²ŀǘŜǊ 
Framework Directive requires improvements to be made. As part of this process, in 2008, 
ǘƘŜ {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ǎƻƳŜ άDŜƴŜǊŀƭ .ƛƴŘƛƴƎ wǳƭŜǎ1έ ǘƻ prevent some 

                                                         
1
 The Water Environment (Diffuse Pollution) (Scotland) Regulations 2008. S.I. 2008 No. 54 

 
 
Angus Council installed baffles inside a previously smooth 
steep culvert which was too shallow and fast for salmon to 
ascend. Strathmore Estates installed the walls in the 
foreground to help back up water at the entrance to the 
culvert to ensure salmon have an easy passage. 
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practices which are thought to significantly contribute to this type of problem. These include 
rules such as: 
 

¶ No organic fertilizer shall be applied to land that is within 2 metres of any drainage 
ditch. 

¶ No inorganic fertilizer shall be applied to land that is within 2 metres of any surface 
water or wetland and no organic fertilizer shall be applied within 5 metres of any 
other surface water or wetland. 

¶ Significant erosion or poaching of any land that is within 5 metres of surface water or 
wetland shall be prevented. 

¶ Livestock feeders shall not be positioned within 10 metres of any surface water or 
wetland. 

¶ No land shall be cultivated for crops that is within 2 metres of any surface water or 
wetland 

 
Recognising that addressing the larger number of Scottish waterbodies impacted by this 
type of problem will take a long time, SEPA have identified ten priority catchments to be 
tackled in the first Water Framework Directive River Basin Plan to be delivered by 2015. 
Included in the ten priority catchments is the Tay catchment. In particular the main area of 
concern includes Strathmore, those tributaries flowing into the Tay between Perth and 
Dunkeld and the lowest tributaries of the River Almond. 
 
While we recognize that this area does suffer from diffuse pollution, there might actually be 
worse areas within the district (e.g. River Eden) but we understand that priorities were 
determined on factors like the importance of catchments for drinking water rather than just 
ecological degradation. Thus, a number of rivers with upland headwaters have been 
included rather than catchments of a wholly lowland nature which might have a more 
pressing need in fisheries terms. Areas like the Eden or lower Earn will not unfortunately be 
considered until the next Water Framework Directive planning deadline (2021). 
 
For those catchments which have been identified as priority catchments SEPA will soon 
initiate a program of stream walks to identify sources of diffuse pollution. These will then be 
followed up by farm visits etc to advise on remedial work. This will be a slow process which 
will be further impeded by reducing resources, but we hope very worthwhile in the long run. 
 
Electrofishing report 
 
Since 1999 the Board has monitored the population of juvenile salmon in a number of key 
tributaries of the River Tay through annual electrofishing surveys. Owing to the number of 
years some of these sites have been monitored it is now possible to make meaningful 
inferences about the state of health of some of these juvenile populations. 
 
In most instances it has not been possible to discern any systematic trend in numbers. These 
may vary from year to year but it is not apparent that the average level is increasing or 
decreasing. This may mean that many populations are at, or are close to, their natural 
carrying capacity for juvenile salmon. 
 
However, in a few instances, notably the River Gaur area, the upper River Lochay and the 
Cononish Water (headwaters of the River Dochart) juvenile salmon densities were relatively 
very low and growth rates were high relative to those in other similar tributaries. This 
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suggested that in these areas the population was well below carrying capacity and that 
competition between the fish was low therefore. In the case of the Gaur and Lochay access 
for adult spawners was thought to have been restricted, therefore such findings come as no 
surprise. 
 
However, when stocking with unfed fry was undertaken on the Cononish and Lochay using 
locally sourced broodstock, the densities of juvenile salmon increased and growth rates 
decreased to levels comparable with similar tributaries where access for adult salmon was 
considered to be good. In the case of the Lochay higher densities continued when stocking 
was stopped but access was improved (Scottish & Southern Energy refurbished a number of 
fish passes on waterfalls as part of the Conservation of the Atlantic Salmon in Scotland EU 
LIFE project). Therefore, this survey has confirmed that when unfed fry are stocked into 
suitable juvenile habitat with restricted access for adult spawners the fry do survive and 
utilize the available habitat, but equally if adult fish are permitted good access they are 
likely to saturate the habitat anyway. 
 
After comparing the results from the more stable tributaries (e.g. the Lyon, Errochty, 
Almond, Fillan, Shee, Shochie) with the Cononish, Lochay and Gaur, it is apparent that while 
there is perhaps not enough information to be certain that those tributaries really are at 
carrying capacity, it is certainly safe to say they are not grossly understocked.  
 
The results also show that different tributaries have very different carrying capacities of 
salmon. The rivers in the east, for example, are generally more productive than those in the 
west. The Shee, for example, appears to be inherently more productive than the Lyon, 
Errochty or Almond and some of the lowland Isla tributaries even much more so. These 
differences in salmon production appear to be related to water chemistry. As on land, the 
more fertile the river (up to a point), the more salmon it might produce. 
 
¢ƘŜ Ŧǳƭƭ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŀŎŎŜǎǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜ 
 http://www.tdsfb.org/documents/TayTributariesElectrofishingSurveyReport.pdf. 
 
New hydro stations 
 
New hydro stations continue to create a significant amount of work for the Board, although 
in 2010 the number of new proposals fell. The prime steep stream sites have largely now 
been claimed and constructional issues have been coming to the fore. However, some of the 
more recent schemes have had more significance for salmon and are described individually 
below. 
 
Proposed Ericht hydro station 
 
An organization called the Blairgowrie and Rattray Regeneration Committee (BARRC) 
applied for permission in 2009 to install an Archimedes screw turbine on the River Ericht at 
Keathbank Weir, on the northern outskirts of Blairgowrie. 
 
An Archimedes screw turbine was chosen because this is a new type of turbine which is 
claimed to not harm migrating smolts and thus does not require costly screening etc. The 
proposal was to draw water off the Ericht immediately upstream of the present fish pass on 
Keathbank Weir and return it to the Ericht a short distance downstream of the exit of the 
fish pass. 
 

http://www.tdsfb.org/documents/TayTributariesElectrofishingSurveyReport.pdf
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Despite an objection from the Board, SEPA issued an abstraction licence for this scheme in 
December 2009. The Board appealed this decision because it permitted an abstraction of 
more than half the flow of the Ericht, precisely under those conditions when salmon could 
be expected to run. The concern was that if salmon found the flow from the tailrace too 
attractive they may accumulate downstream of the tailrace rather than moving through and 
run the fish pass. This appeal was dismissed by the Scottish Government unfortunately. 
 
However, planning permission had still to be obtained and the Board maintained an 
objection because detailed plans had not been provided to show how the flow from the 
tailrace was to ōŜ άŘƛǎǎƛǇŀǘŜŘέΦ !ŦǘŜǊ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǘƻ ǿƛǘƘŘǊŀǿ 
its objection when BARRC agreed to abstract a lower proportion of the flow at critical times 
for salmon migration. SEPA agreed to amend the licence accordingly. 
 
Construction of the hydro scheme commenced in July 2010 and the scheme was due to be 
operational by the end of the year. However, construction work took longer than initially 
envisaged and spates caused damage to the work which had been done. It was decided 
therefore that further construction work would be postponed to spring 2011. Following the 
cessation of work, in October, a section of Keathbank Weir collapsed and more might 
collapse during the winter. The weir will need to be rebuilt for the hydro station to operate. 
It is not clear yet how this will be done. The collapse of the weir will also allow fish to pass 
ǘƘŜ ǿŜƛǊ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǎƘ Ǉŀǎǎ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ŦƛǎƘ ŎƻǳƴǘŜǊ ƛǎ ǎƛǘǳŀǘŜŘΦ It would, 
therefore, represent the end of fish counts from the Ericht. 
 
Proposed hydro station on the River Isla 
 
Scottish & Southern Energy have sought opinion from the Board on possible concerns 
regarding a proposed hydro scheme on the River Isla. The proposal is to abstract water from 
the Isla just upstream of the Reekie Linn waterfall and return it 9.5 km downstream at 
Shanzie. The particular attraction of this part of the river is a large head difference resulting 
from a sequence of large waterfalls. Salmon cannot ascend these waterfalls, but 
approximately half of the proposed abstracted section will be accessible to salmon with two 
important spawning streams, the Melgam Water and Auchrannie Burn. The Board is 
concerned that sufficient flow will be left not only to allow salmon to spawn and maintain 
juvenile production, but also to ensure that local fisheries are not impacted. Views are being 
sought from local fisheries interests before a final position is reached. 
 
Proposed new biomass power station at Dundee 
 
Forth Energy have applied ǘƻ ǘƘŜ {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘ ŀ мллa² ǘƘŜǊƳŀƭ άōƛƻƳŀǎǎέ 
power station at Dundee. A major concern with this type of station is entrainment of small 
fish, including salmon smolts, in the cooling water intakes. In this instance it is proposed 
that the cooling water inflow will amount to almost 5 cubic metres of water per second. 
IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŀǎ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǎŎǊŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŦƭƻǿ ǿƛǘƘ άǿŜŘƎŜ ǿƛǊŜέ ǿƛǘƘ о ƳƛƭƭƛƳŜǘǊŜ ƎŀǇǎ 
and that inflowing water will have a low velocity, there should be no threat to migrating 
smolts. 
 
River Braan Hydro Application 
 
Several years ago Npower Renewables applied to construct a hydro station on the lower 
reaches of the River Braan. The powerhouse would have been a short distance upstream of 
the Hermitage Falls and the intake about 1.5km upstream. As salmon cannot naturally 



 23 

access the area upstream of the Hermitage Falls the Board had little involvement in this 
issue. However, SEPA refused the application on various grounds, including impact on 
canoeing. An appeal by Npower went to a public enquiry, the conclusions of which were 
Ŧƛƴŀƭƭȅ ǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ ȅŜŀǊΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŜǾŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǳǇƘŜƭŘ {9t!Ωǎ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ 
decision and the appeal was dismissed. However, this sets a useful precedent because it has 
effectively been admitted that the projected 11.6 GWh annual output of this scheme is 
inconsequential in national energy terms, despite this being a particularly large run-of-river 
scheme (over 40 times bigger than the Ericht hydro scheme, for example). This only 
confirms what the Board has been saying for years. 
 
Abolition of the Fisheries Electricity Committee 
 
The Fisheries Electricity Committee, a committee of independent experts, was set up in 
1943 to advise on the likely impacts of the proposed Hydro Board stations and the 
mitigations which should be put in place to protect fish. Prominent committee members 
included, for many years, William Malloch. 
 
The FEC continued to exist in an advisory capacity even after the Hydro Board schemes were 
complete. However, in recent years it became very active again as a result of the upsurge in 
interest in new hydro schemes. The Board has found the FEC a very good ally during this 
period. Since SEPA became involved in the licensing of hydro abstractions the FEC essentially 
operated in an advisory capacity to SEPA, who were still gaining experience in this sector. 
IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ C9/Ωǎ ŜȄƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ǿŀǎ ǎŜŜƴ ōȅ ǎƻƳŜ ŀǎ ŀ ŘǳǇƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ 
abolished in 2010. This means that the regulation of hydro schemes is now almost wholly 
the realm of SEPA. This is a concern because SEPA is still gaining expertise on hydro matters 
while it is the process of suffering large cuts to its budget and staff. We hope this does not 
mean there will be less rigorous scrutiny of new hydro applications, a concern that the FEC 
itself made in its final report. The loss of the FEC can only mean that overstretched district 
salmon fishery boards will have to spend more time and effort on these issues themselves. 
 
Guidance for new hydro developers 
 
In 2010 SEPA issued draft guidance on measures which new hydro schemes should 
incorporate for the protection of fish. Both fisheries and hydro interests were able to 
contribute to the process. The advice contained is a major step forward. Fish and fish 
habitat protection is given a high priority and there are effectively ground rules which are 
clear to developers beforehand which should lead to less time consuming negotiation for 
bodies like the Board on individual schemes in future. 
 
The draft guidance can be found at  
http:/ /www.sepa.org.uk/about_us/consultations/closed_consultations.aspx#runofrivercons
ultation. 
 
Genetic Fingerprinting Project 
 
In 2009 the Board collected tissue samples from juvenile salmon in a number of tributaries 
in the Tay district as part of a national salmon genetic fingerprinting project coordinated by 
the Rivers and Fisheries Trusts of Scotland (RAFTS) and funded from a grant to fisheries 
trusts from the Scottish Government and the Atlantic Salmon Trust. 
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When the results were obtained in 2010 the level of differentiation between tributaries was 
nowhere nearly as great as initially hoped, at least with the markers used. The greatest 
degree of genetic differentiation was between fish from tributaries of Loch Earn and fish 
from the Fillan Water, which though close as the crow flies, are far apart by river. There 
seemed to be a gradation between lower and upper tributaries, Almond fish, for example, 
were very similar to Shochie fish and then next closest to Lunan fish. This is not to say that 
significant genetic differences do not exist between different tributaries, it may just be due 
to the fact that the small number of genetic markers used, out of the great number of genes 
in every fish, were not relevant in this regard. However, it would not be possible, with the 
genetic markers used, to be able to assign adult salmon caught in the main stem of the river 
to their tributaries of origin, as had been the original hope. In collaboration with Norwegian 
researchers, Marine Scotland / RAFTS are now looking at the possibility of using a different 
type of genetic marker to try to do this. Initial trials look much more promising but the 
practicalities of the technique need to be established. 
 
Signal crayfish confirmed in the Shee Water 
 
Signal crayfish are a highly invasive freshwater crustacean, like a small lobster, which were 
introduced into England from North America (via Sweden) several decades ago. More 
recently they have been found in various locations in Scotland. For some time their 
presence has been known in the upper Earn, in a tributary of the River Eden and 
unconfirmed in the Dighty Burn. The Board was involved in an eradication exercise from 
some ponds in Strathardle in 2006. However, in the same year crayfish were confirmed in a 
pond in Glenshee, where they had been introduced a numbers of years earlier, apparently. 
 
However, in the autumn of 2010 our worst fears were confirmed when it was established 
that signal crayfish are now present in the Shee Water itself and seemingly well established, 
albeit in a limited length of river. There is, as yet, no recognized way of eradicating this pest 
from a watercourse of this size. This is really most unwelcome as experiments with captive 
crayfish show that they can compete with juvenile salmon for cover among stones and they 
can significantly alter the make up of the invertebrate community. The effects they may 
have on a stream like the Shee are not yet completely clear but this is one experiment we 
could do without. 
 
The most unfortunate thing is that the presence of these crayfish was known to some for 
ȅŜŀǊǎ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇǊŜǎŜƴŎŜ ǿŀǎ άƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭƭȅέ ŘƛǎŎƻǾŜǊŜŘΦ IŀŘ ǘƘŜȅ ōŜŜƴ known about sooner 
the population may have been containable but instead this cancer was only discovered after 
it was much too late. 
 
Should any reader be aware of such crayfish in any other undisclosed location, please let us 
know. It will be tragedy once these highly destructive animals spread throughout the entire 
system.  
 
Please note that it is an offence in Scotland to introduce, remove or hold signal crayfish in 
Scotland. They can only be trapped under licence from the Scottish Government. 
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Opening Day celebrations at Dunkeld 
 
In 2010 the Board lent its support to a new opening day celebration organized by the 
Dunkeld and Birnam Tourist !ǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴΦ !ŦǘŜǊ ŀƴ ŀŘŘǊŜǎǎ ōȅ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ŎƘŀƛǊƳŀƴΣ .ƛƭƭ WŀŎƪ 
and John Swinney MSP, John Swinney made the symbolic first cast near Dunkeld Bridge.  
 

 
 
John Swinney MSP, Cabinet Secretary for Finance and Sustainable Growth in the Scottish 
Government, making the first casts at Dunkeld on 15 January 2010. 
 
Media and Public Relations 
 
In 2010 the Board achieved some good media attention for its activities. Significant publicity 
was achieved regarding catch-and-release around Opening Day, including coverage on BBC 
national news. Andrew Graham Stewart continued to be used as PR consultant and worked 
extensively with the Development Manager and Fisheries Director to publicize issues of 
relevance. The Board was also involved with a BBC Scotland series The MakƛƴƎ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ 
Landscape which was broadcast in November and particularly highlighted the plight of the 
River Garry. 
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FISH COUNTER RESULTS 2010 
 
Pitlochry Dam 
 

 
 
Figure 1. Annual net upstream counts (that is down counts are subtracted from up-counts on 
a daily basis) through Pitlochry Dam fish ladder, 1953 ς 2010 (2010 provisional). (Data 
courtesy of SSE) 
 

 
 
Figure 2. Monthly net upstream counts, Pitlochry Dam, 1997 to 2010 (2010 provisional). 
(Data courtesy of SSE)  
 
The total count at {{9Ωs fish counter in the fish pass at Pitlochry Dam is still to be fully 
verified but may have been as low as 3,063 which would be the lowest count since 2002 and 
in fact one of the lowest counts in the entire series. Relative to recent years the decline in 
counts affected both the spring and the summer, showing there was both a poorer spring 
run and a poorer grilse run. 
 
 

 

 

 

 



 27 

Clunie Dam 
 

 
 
Figure 3. Net annual upstream counts through Clunie Dam fish ladder, 1953 to 2010. (Note: 
there was a malfunction in 2005). (Data courtesy of SSE) 
 

 
 
Figure 4. Monthly net upstream counts, Clunie Dam fish ladder, 2003 ς 2010. (Data courtesy 
of SSE) 
 
As at Pitlochry Dam, the 2010 count at Clunie Dam was well below the recent average, in 
fact it was the poorest count for 15 years. It represents the third year of decline from a 
recent peak. As at Pitlochry, the decline has affected both the summer and the autumn 
indicating a decline in both spring salmon and grilse numbers, as was the case at Pitlochry 
Dam. 
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Lochay Falls 
 

 
 
Figure 5. Net annual counts at Lochay Falls fish lift, 1960 to 2010. (Data courtesy of SSE) 
 

 
 
Figure 6. Net monthly upstream counts at Lochay Falls, 2003 to 2010. (Data courtesy of SSE) 
 
The Lochay Falls are a naturally insurmountable barrier to salmon on the lower reaches of 
the River Lochay near Killin. As compensation for the loss of former spawning areas on the 
Lyon, the North of Scotland Hydro Electric Board installed a Borland fish lift to allow salmon 
access to the Lochay. SSE now operate a fish counter on the upstream exit of the fish pass.  
 
The count in 2010, like 2009, was lower than the recent average. This is disappointing 
because improvements were made to the fish pass in 2006 / 07 and it was hoped the two 
better years of 2007 and 2008 were the start of real improvement in this tributary. 
However, as this tributary, like the Tummel and Ericht, will be dependent on spring salmon, 
the lower count in 2010 may be, in part at least, a reflection of the relatively weak spring 
run. 
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Stronuich Dam 
 

 
 
Figure 7. Net annual counts at Stronuich Dam, 1961 to 2010. (Note: there are no data for 
2007). (Data courtesy of SSE) 
 

 
 
Figure 8. Net monthly upstream counts at Stronuich Dam, 2003 to 2010. (Data courtesy of 
SSE) 
 
Stronuich Dam is situated on the headwaters of the River Lyon. It has a Borland lift fish pass 
to allow salmon access to about two miles of river up to the impassable Lubreoch Dam. 
Prior to 2007 the counter was situated on a gauging weir several hundred metres 
downstream from the dam and, in theory, not all fish counted would have actually ascended 
the Borland lift. In 2006 / 07 the lift was refurbished by Scottish and Southern Energy and 
the fish counter was reinstalled at the point where the fish exit into the reservoir upstream. 
Unfortunately no counts are available for 2007, the first year of the new counter. However, 
since 2007 counts have been relatively low, although they were slightly higher in 2010. It is 
not yet known whether this represents a genuinely poorer run or whether there are issues 
concerning the new counter.  
 



 30 

River Ericht 
 

 
 
Figure 9. Annual upstream counts at the Blairgowrie fish counter, River Ericht 1990 ς 2010. 
The grey areas give indication of possible extra counts which might be added in years of 
malfunctions or when fish were trapped below the counter. 
 

 
 
Figure 10. Monthly upstream counts at the Blairgowrie fish counter, River Ericht, 1993 to 
2010. Note: data are not available for 1996 nor the springs of 1998 and 2000. 
 
The fifth fish counter in the district is situated in a fishpass at Keathbank Weir on the River 
Ericht on the outskirts of Blairgowrie and is operated by the Board. 
 
2010 had one of the highest counts (10,657) in the series which commenced in 1990. While 
the overall total was very respectable, it masked the fact that the count to the end of June 
was one of the poorest. This means that the count from July onwards was the highest since 
the year 2000. Normally this might be taken as confirmation of a good grilse run, but in 2010 
it may partly reflect a delay in spring fish getting up that far on account of the very dry 
weather in May and June. However, there is clearly a big contrast with 2009 which had a 
good count to the end of June and a poor grilse run. 
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ANALYSIS OF 2010 SEASON 
 
The 2010 salmon season was one of two extremes. On the one hand the spring run of 2SW 
fish was clearly one of the poorest experienced, but the grilse run was the strongest for 
some time in some parts of the river system, although not all. 
 
This pattern was not unique to the Tay. Many rivers in Scotland appear to have had a 
relatively weak spring run, indicating poor survival of that year class of fish at sea. This is not 
surprising given the generally weak grilse run in 2009. In contrast, the 2010 grilse run was 
also much better in many Scottish rivers, although there appear to have been regional 
variations. Those rivers which have a summer grilse run found that the grilse started earlier 
ƛƴ нлмлΣ ƳƻǊŜ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ άƴƻǊƳŀƭέ ǘƛƳŜ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƭŀȅŜŘ Ǌǳƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ŦŜǿ ȅŜŀǊǎ. 
On the north coast of Scotland and northern shore of the Moray Firth in particular, the 
summer grilse run appears to have been the strongest for some time. The autumn grilse 
run, which is particularly a feature of many rivers from Aberdeenshire southwards also 
appears to have been good and in some instances exceptional. This suggests there was a big 
improvement in marine survival in 2010. 
 
However, back end runs in some of the rivers in south west Scotland do not appear to have 
experienced the same degree of upswing as seen in some rivers on the east coast of 
Scotland. Another widespread feature has been the occurrence of very small grilse, even 
late in the season, mixed in with larger ones. 
 
It does appear, therefore, that there may be differences in conditions for salmon in different 
parts of the North Atlantic area. If one run of fish finds a productive area it does well and 
vice versa. 
 
Of course, while variations in marine survival do have a major influence on the strength of 
salmon runs, variations in smolt production can also be significant.  
 
Of particular concern is why the River Tummel did poorly in the summer. Was it because the 
Tummel grilse migrate to a different part of the sea from the Ericht grilse, for example, or 
did the Tummel have a particularly poor smolt run in 2009? 
 
One possible explanation might lie in a very big spate which occurred in the western part of 
the Tay catchment in mid December 2006. Significant damage was done in the rivers Tilt and 
Garry and also on the lower Lyon. An electrofishing survey in 2007 indicated that fry 
densities were very low in the River Tilt, although this has not been repeated. That could 
have impacted on numbers of two year old smolts leaving the River Tilt in 2009. However, 
many of the smolts from the Tilt are likely to leave as three year olds, meaning that this 
theory is most likely only to be true if one year old fish were washed out by the flood as 
well. 
 
Another point to consider is the fact that the count at Clunie Dam (which is upstream of 
Pitlochry Dam) was particularly poor in 2010. That part of the Tummel catchment might 
have been expected to have been less impacted by the 2006 flood given the flows were 
moderated by the lochs and dams in the system. Therefore we cannot be sure whether the 
2006 spate affected the Tummel or not in 2010, but if it did, then we may expect its effects 
to take another two years to work their way out. 
 
 



 32 

RIVER TAY EXPERIMENTAL TRIAL OF SHRIMP FISHING 
 
In the years 2007 - 2009 the summer grilse fishing on the Tay was difficult because of high 
water, and indeed, it was again in July 2010. Because of the perceived uncertainties of 
summer fishing, including the latening of the summer grilse run which occurred after 2005, 
summer lets began to suffer. Some anglers and ghillies put it to the Board that if shrimp 
fishing was allowed it might be possible to catch some more of the fast running grilse when 
difficult conditions occur, thereby helping to secure lets. It was argued that if the fish were 
released there should be no impact in conservation terms. 
 
In order to establish whether or not this was the case, a decision was taken in June 2010 to 
apply to the Scottish Government for permission to run a strictly monitored summer trial of 
shrimp fishing in the main stem of the Tay. Shrimp fishing would only take place on beats 
that had agreed to participate in the trial and only beats employing a full-time ghillie would 
be invited to participate. In the event, 13 beats accepted the invitation. The application was 
successful, and the trial was run strictly adhering to the following conditions of the licence: 
 

1. The experiment ran from 2 August to 31 August 2010 and shrimp fishing could 

amount to no more than 25% of the weekly fishing effort on participating beats in 

order to provide valid comparison with other fishing methods (in the event, a strict 

rota was created enabling shrimp fishing only on alternate mornings/afternoons). 

2. Strictly 100% catch and release of all fish caught using shrimp, with hook barbs 

flattened. 

3. No shrimp fishing to be carried out without a ghillie present on the beat. 

4. Detailed return sheets were completed by each beat, including number of anglers 

fishing each method each day, catches etc. 

 
Results 
It can be seen from Table 1 that as an average of all the participating beats combined, 
shrimp was used for a small proportion of the time. Fly fishing was the most popular 
method. However, while shrimp fishing accounted for approximately 10% of the effort, it 
accounted for nearly 15% of the total catch. For all the data combined, fly fishing had the 
lowest catch per hour fished. Spinning was little more effective. Shrimp fishing had almost 
twice the catch per hour of fly fishing. Worming and harling were the most successful 
methods, although harling especially was hardly used (the water was generally too low). 
 

Method % Total hours fished % total catches Catch per hour 

Shrimp 10.1 14.9 0.17 

Fly 54.8 44.2 0.09 

Spinning 27.1 25.7 0.11 

Worm 6.8 12.2 0.2 

Harling 1.1 2.9 0.28 
 
Table 1. The amount of time fished by each method expressed as percentages of the total 
hours fished for all beats combined and the catch by each method expressed as percentages 
of the total catch for all beats combined. 
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However, the overall averages hide the fact that there was considerable variation between 
individual beats. Two beats which agreed to participate did not in fact ever use the shrimp 
and are not considered in the following results. But, of the remainder, the catch per hour of 
all methods did vary between different beats (Figure 1). On six of the 11 beats shrimp 
caught more fish per hour than fly and spinner but shrimp only had a higher catch per hour 
on four beats compared to the worm. 
 

 
 
Figure 1. Catch per hour according to angling method for individual beats denoted as A to K. 
 
There was also a wide range of usage of shrimp between beats from hardly at all to almost 
as much as permitted. In 6 of the 11 beats fly fishing was the commonest individual method, 
but in others spinning was more popular (Figure 2). Interestingly, on no beat did the method 
which was used most frequently have the highest catch rate per hour. 
 
Discussion 
The major question to be answered is did this trial prove the shrimp to be a more successful 
summer bait in terms of catching fish?  
 
Certainly, on more than half of the beats shrimp fishing produced the greatest catch per unit 
effort. However, the fact that all methods were not used in equal proportion, especially that 
shrimp fishing was generally used sparingly, might have influenced these results. The fact 
that the most commonly used method on each beat tended to have a relatively low catch 
rate raises the possibility that the apparent effectiveness of a method depends on how 



 34 

frequently it is use. For example, fish might find a novel bait or lure more attractive than 
one they see repeatedly. Therefore the major question has not really been answered. 
 
It was also the case that the conditions which prevailed during the trial were conducive to 
all methods of fishing and were not those under which shrimp fishing really needed to be 
tested. The results may have been different had the trial been conducted in July rather than 
August. 
 

 
 
Figure 2. Amount of hours fished with each fishing method according to beat (A to K). 
 
 
In addition to the data obtained, a number of interesting anecdotal observations were made 
which are of relevance. 
 

1. There was reluctance from some anglers to using this bait. Some anglers simply 

preferred to fish with other methods. However, some anglers avoided participating 

in the trial because they thought it might preclude them from keeping any fish 

during their holiday on the river. 

2. The feedback from those who used it suggests that relatively few of the fish caught 

on the shrimp were hooked deeply or bled, suggesting that it compares favourably 

as a method for successful release of salmon.  
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PROPOSED TAY SALMON ANGLING SEASON TRIAL EXTENSION 
 
The autumn is now the most important period for salmon fishing in the Tay district, 
although this was not the case prior to the 1960s (see bottom graph on page 51). Although 
the biggest monthly catch is usually in September, the fact that only two weeks of October 
are fished on the Tay means that those two weeks are often the best two weeks of the 
season. Those two weeks can produce as many fish the first six months put together. 
 
The main concentration of the catch in the last two weeks occurs in the lower river. For 
example, over the period 2003 to 2008, an average of 850 fish out of the average October 
catch of 2089 were caught in the lower Tay (Islamouth downstream). About a quarter, 485, 
were reported from the Earn where fishing continues to 31 October and a little over 10% 
(248) came from upper spring salmon tributaries (e.g. Ericht, Garry, Lyon etc). 
 
The fish which are caught in the lower and to a lesser extent middle Tay, the Earn and Eden 
at this time are predominantly fish which have only relatively recently entered freshwater 
and form what is likely to be a genetic sub-stock of fish which only spawn in the main river 
and lowland tributaries. Such fish do not enter higher tributaries as evidenced by the Ericht 
and Tummel fish counters. The fish which are caught in the higher tributaries in October are 
generally fish which entered the Tay some months previous, including old spring salmon. 
Some such fish may also be caught in the main river. 
 
This autumn fishing on main river beats generates most of the revenue which comes into 
Tayside from salmon fishing and therefore ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŀǘ ƳŀƧƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘΦ !ǎ 
the assessment is used for the benefit of the whole river system it is very much in the 
interest of everyone with an interest in salmon fishing in the Tay district that the value of 
fishings in the main River Tay should be as high as possible. 
 
However, this most productive period of fishing is now compressed into a few short weeks, 
partly because runs have become even later. If anything affects the fishing in these weeks, 
for example poor fishing conditions, ǇǊƻǇǊƛŜǘƻǊǎΩ ƛƴŎƻƳŜΣ ƎƘƛƭƭƛŜǎ ƧƻōǎΣ ƘƻǘŜƭ Ƨƻōǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 
.ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ǿƛƭƭ be affected. Several lower Tay beats which always employed full time 
ghillies have already changed to part-time. 
 
Given that the last two weeks of the season are often the most productive for many lower 
and middle Tay beats it was put to the Board that it should consider an extension to the 
season, which if it did not adversely affect stocks, would provide a significant additional 
fishing opportunity and help underpin the angling economy of the region.  
 
Having considered this issue, the Board has agreed that, if there is sufficient support from 
proprietors and anglers, it will apply to the Scottish Government for a three year trial 
extension of the Tay angling season until 31 October, bringing the Tay into line with the 
neighbouring Esk and Forth districts and of course the Earn and Eden within our own 
district.  
 
However, it is absolutely essential that any extension to the season has ǘƻ ōŜ άǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜέ 
and must pose no threat to the future well being of salmon stocks and the fishery. Therefore 
the following conditions have been proposed. 
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¶ The extension would be for a three year trial period only. 

¶ All salmon and grilse would have to be released alive. 

¶ An extension should not apply to areas where salmon, particularly spring salmon, are 
about to spawn or may already have commenced spawning. 

¶ Participating beats should donate at least one third of the income generated during 
this period to the Tay Foundation to be spent for the good of the river. 

 
Such conditions preclude upper tributaries from any extension as they are dominated by 
spring salmon. As the Board would need to be confident that all fish would be released 
alive, it has agreed that any extension would only be appropriate on beats where full-time 
ghillies are present. These two issues have led to the conclusion that any such extension 
should be limited to the main stem of the Tay up to the junction of the Tay and Tummel. It 
would not apply to the upper Tay, Tummel or any tributaries. 
 
Proprietors in the lower and middle part of the Tay have already, in all but a few cases, 
agreed in principle to the proposal and would make it a strict condition of let that all fish 
should be released and to donate a proportion of income to the Tay Foundation, although 
the detail of the latter has still to be resolved. 
 
Opinions of all proprietors are still being sought for this proposal which the Board believes 
can, even under strict catch and release terms, generate a significant income for the Tay 
Foundation during the three year period and that this will be to everyoƴŜΩǎ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜΦ !ǎ 
the autumn run is the strongest and most successful run in the river and that all the fish will 
be released there is unlikely to be any significant impact on the future sustainability of 
autumn salmon population.  
 
If such a trial is given the go ahead, the trial will be carefully monitored to assess the types 
of fish being caught etc. Then, at the end of three years, the Board will have to consider 
whether it is appropriate to make the extension permanent or otherwise. Indeed, the River 
Dee has been engaged in exactly the same type of trial for these past three years 
(downstream of Aboyne only). Details of their findings, including the fact that caught-and-
released fish do go on to spawn can be found at www.riverdeetracking.com. 
 
It is also appreciated that some proprietors and others have concerns regarding the opening 
date of the season. As there are significant issues to be resolved if the start of the season is 
to be delayed, for example timeshare ownership, it is not appropriate that the starting date 
of the season should be changed during a trial period. This would also give the Board more 
time to agree an appropriate solution if it is ultimately agreed that both closing and opening 
dates should be changed permanently. 
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THE RIVER GARRY ς APPLICATION TO RE-WATER FINALLY MADE 
 
Few stories ǊŜƭŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǊƛǾŜǊǎ ŀǊŜ ǎŀŘŘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŀǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ wƛǾŜǊ DŀǊǊȅΦ As is well 
known, the upper reaches of the river are dry because of water abstraction for hydro 
electric generation. This has been the case since the construction of the Tummel-Garry 
hydro scheme in the 1950s. 
 
IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ά²ŀǘŜǊ CǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƛǾŜέ the Garry and other 
ǊƛǾŜǊǎ ƭƛƪŜ ƛǘ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άƎƻƻŘ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭέΦ This means 
ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǊƛǾŜǊ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ŜŎƻƭƻƎȅ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŜŘ ŀǎ ŦŀǊ ŀǎ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ άǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘƭȅέ 
ŀŦŦŜŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ άǳǎŜέ ς i.e. hydropower output. Significantly has yet to be defined but does not 
preclude some loss in electricity generation. 
 
The Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA) are the lead agency in implementing 
ǘƘŜǎŜ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ƘŀǾŜ ǇƻǿŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ƘȅŘǊƻ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƻǊǎΩ ƭƛŎŜƴŎŜǎ ŀǘ ŀƴȅ ǘƛƳŜΣ 
although in practice SEPA have not yet fully initiated any hydro reviews themselves. 
 
Presumably aware of its significance, in 2006 Scottish & Southern Energy made some 
informal proposals to rewater the Garry. The Board objected to these at the time on the 
basis that the flow proposed was in its view insufficient to restore an optimal self-sustaining 
salmon population. A public awareness raising campaign was undertaken to highlight the 
issue.   
 
In the latter part of 2007 the Board was informed that rather than conduct a review itself, 
SEPA were expecting a formal application from SSE to request a variation in their licence 
under the Controlled Activities (Water Environment) (Scotland) Regulations 2005. This 
application was finally made in May 2010. The regulations require a 28 day period of public 
consultation and determination by SEPA within a four month period, although it is 
understood this has since been extended for this application. 
 
The formal proposals differed slightly from the original 2006 proposals, having adopted 
ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘΩǎ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǊ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎΦ The application document ran to 284 pages but the 
main points were: 
 

1) To restore a flow of 0.193 cumecs (cubic metres per second) into the River Garry at 
the outlet of Loch Garry where there is currently none. 

2) To restore a flow of 0.499 cumecs into the River Garry at Garry Offtake near 
Dalnacardoch where there is currently none. 

3) To restore a flow of 0.077 cumecs to the Allt Glas Coire, a tributary of the Allt 
Anndier which itself is a tributary which joins the Garry at Dalnamein. This had not 
been part of the 2006 proposal. 

4) To restore a flow of 0.200 cumecs to the Bruar Water. This had not been part of the 
2006 proposal. 

5) To reduce the flow in summer in the Errochty Water ǘƻ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άƭƻǎǘέ 
generation caused by 1) ς 4). 

6) To reduce the frequency or duration of freshets at Dunalastair and Clunie Dams on 
the River Tummel for the same purpose as 5). 

7) Reductions in the flow from tributaries of the River Spey for the same purpose of 5) 
and 6). 
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While more water was offered than in 2006 the Board still considered these proposals 
insufficient to optimize the potential juvenile salmon habitat and provide sufficient flow for 
adult salmon to spawn, apart perhaps from the very lowest reaches of the Garry. 
Furthermore they did not even meet the minimum flow standards agreed by the Scottish 
Government for achieving GEP. In order to optimize the habitat for salmon it would be 
important to release as much water as possible as far upstream as possible so that the 
longest length of river benefits. However, although a flow was proposed for the Bruar, 
which has very little value to salmon in its own right and enters the Garry where there is 
flow anyway, comparable flows were not proposed for some other significant tributaries 
further upstream. The proposed 0.2 cumecs for the Bruar would have almost no value to 
salmon but would have had a significant value to salmon if it had been proposed for some 
other more upstream tributaries. The logic behind this decision is unclear. 
 
CƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {{9Ωǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ǘƘŜ .ƻŀǊŘ ƘŀŘ constructive discussions with SSE 
who indicated that they may be able to restore flow to a second of the three abstracted 
tributaries of the Anndier. However, even this move would still leave the middle Garry short 
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ Ŧƭƻǿ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘΦ 
 
In response to the public consultation, which closed on 27 August 2010, the Board objected 
to the proposals on the basis that the flows proposed would not mean the Scottish 
DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ƳƛƴƛƳǳƳ Ŧƭƻǿ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ Ŧƭƻǿ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜŘ 
for these to be achieved. Should this be technically infeasible then if any tributary has to fall 
short of the standard it must be the Bruar not the more upstream tributaries. The Board 
also objected to the proposed reductions in Tummel freshets on the basis that no 
information was provided to show these would not have an adverse effect on salmon 
migration and on the detail of the flow reduction proposals for the Errochty Water. 
 
SEPA are now considering the application and responses. By law they must make a 
determination on the proposals. This does not seem likely until in 2011. Should the Board 
ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ŘƛǎǎŀǘƛǎŦƛŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ {9t!Ωǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŀ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ ŀǇǇŜŀƭ ǘƻ {ŎƻǘǘƛǎƘ 
Ministers who will have the final say. 
 
Therefore, in 2011, the Garry may become a political issue. We hope a satisfactory outcome 
can be achieved before then. 
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THE RIVER TAY CONSERVATION AND AWARDS DINNER 
 
The 5th River Tay Conservation and Awards Dinner was held at Dunkeld House Hotel on 
Friday 11 June 2010. In addition to the presentation of the annual Tay Salmon Conservation 
Award, there were presentations of the Redford Trophy for the largest salmon caught and 
released on the Tay on Opening Day, long service awards to retired ghillies and for the first 
time, the presentation of the revived Savills Malloch Trophy for the largest salmon caught 
and released on fly in Scotland.  
 
In addition to the presentations a humorous address was made by Donald Findlay QC. An 
auction, raffle and donations raised £20,500 for the work of the Tay Foundation rounding 
off what was a really wonderful evening.  
 
 

 

 
 
The Ballathie Trophy, which is presented for an outstanding contribution to the conservation of 
salmon in the Tay, was awarded to Mike Miles and Steve Keay of the Marine Scotland Science 
hatchery at Almondbank in recognition of their invaluable services to the Kelt Reconditioning 
Project.  
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Long service awards were presented by Roddy Willis of the sponsors Savills to John Ferguson 
(left), boat builder from Stanley, and Robert Cairns (right) from the Edradynate beat. Geordie 
Stewart from Stanley also received an award but was unable to attend. 
 

 

 

 

 

 
The Redford Trophy, for the largest spring 
salmon caught and released on the Tay on 
Opening Day was presented to Peter 
Backhouse by Arnot McWhinnie. Mr 
Backhouse caught a 16 pound fish at Kercock. 

 
The Savills Malloch Trophy, for the largest 
salmon caught and released on fly in Scotland 
in 2009 was presented to Sandy Walker from 
Fort William for a magnificent 32 pound fish 
caught on the River Lochy. 

 
 
Photographs courtesy of Roy Summers, Scottish Field. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


