
 
 

SUBMISSION FROM MULL AQUACULTURE AND FISHERIES ASSOCIATION 
 
 
 
USES.  The marine environment has many uses including leisure and the new 
eco tourist industry all of which, in general seem to co-exist together with the 
minimum of friction. 
There is however increasing pressure on some “hotspot” facilities such as 
moorings/harbours which can only increase with time. 
Certain minority groups seem to believe that there is a need to control every 
aspect of the marine environment and that some of the “industrial type” 
businesses such as fishing should be phased out.  At present there would seem 
to be no one totally independent authority that has overriding control. 
 
 
Our Association would naturally like to concentrate on the catching and growing 
side of the marine environment. At present our own Island(Mull) marine 
industries are in, we believe, a sustainable position.  They employ approximately 
200 people, roughly half in fishing and half in aquaculture.  The majority of fishing 
is from day boats and is static gear fishing for prawns , lobster, brown crab and 
velvet crab.   There are also at least 3 scallop/trawlers and a number of “roving 
scallop boats.”  Aquaculture consists mainly of salmon farms but there are 
increasing  numbers of shellfish farms growing mussels and/or oysters.    The 
200 people employed represents a high percentage of the working population in 
our area and aquaculture and fisheries companies are key employers of young 
people. 
 
The fishing and aquaculture industries have by and large co-existed side by side 
without any major problems.  With increasing pressure on wild stocks, we expect 
aquaculture to become increasingly prominent in the future. 
 
Challenges:  Fishing is arguably at a level that should not be increased 
significantly and most parties would agree that some controls over the numbers 
of boats and amounts of gear each boat uses are needed.  It is a problem that is 
constantly raised, with as yet no answers.  How any controls are put in place is a 
major challenge but the introduction of the new Inshore Fisheries Groups could 
result in a body that does have the statutory powers to implement any changes 
and to address some of the conservation issues that other parties are raising. 
 
Historically there have been issues between trawlers/dredgers and static gear 
boats.  To ensure that both sectors remain viable, some agreements, either 
voluntary or statutory, would seem to be a necessity particularly on grounds used 
heavily by both sectors.  Some diving takes place for premium caught scallops 
and these operators, like the static gear boats would welcome agreements, on 



areas that they could target specifically for their method of fishing. One particular 
problem with dredgers is that they are very often not local and may be in a totally 
different area the following day or week. 
 
Aquaculture on Mull centres mainly in the shelter of the Sound of Mull and some 
of the sea lochs.  Salmon farming would appear to be in the hands of 3 
companies who are working hard on making themselves more efficient.  One of 
their main challenges is the acquisition of more sites.  At present there are to be 
no more finfish sites in the sheltered Sound of Mull. With an increasing demand 
for farmed finfish it must be frustrating not to be able to meet this demand.  Also 
economies of scale would allow Island-based farms to compete better with the 
lower cost mainland sites. 
 
Mull has seen a growth in farming shellfish mainly of mussel production.   There 
are 2 main companies and one or two small producers.  These companies have 
expanded and probably would do again if suitable sites became available to 
them. The market for mussels is currently buoyant and is reflected by increasing 
prices 
Oyster farming consists of one main company and several smaller farms.  There 
is considerable potential for increasing production as the market for this product  
strengthens and consequently prices are also increasing. 
As for salmon farming, one of the main challenges is finding suitable sea sites 
bearing in mind that there is a protocol for distances between sites used for 
finfish and shellfish farming.   Also land access is vital.  A combination of 
environmental constraints and planning conditions has meant that difficulties in 
finding new sites are slowing down the growth of all these new successful 
industries. 
 
Planning: Present planning is at best confusing because a collection of bodies 
are engaged in attempting to influence various marine activities.  There are 
several orders, regulating orders and various areas of special scientific interest 
(SSI).   There is EU pressure to create zoning and provide more SSI areas.  
There are competing interests in the fishing industry and to a lesser degree 
competing interests in aquaculture.  These are partially resolved by informal 
agreements and, in the case of aquaculture, by statutory requirements e.g. 
distance between finfish farms and shellfish farms.  There is an increase in 
leisure activities such as yachting and and a consequent pressure on available 
mooring sites and anchorages.  More recently there has been the increase in 
wildlife boat trips and particularly whale watching, which are unregulated. 
 
There has been planning when this has been deemed necessary but this has 
been brought about by individual agencies usually with a particular interest.  All 
regions have different ways of approaching legislation and this has lead to further 
confusion.  There could be an argument for having one independent Scottish 
body to take control of the 85 Acts that govern the marine environment 
 



 
Governance : At present, the Crown Commission , local council planning 
authority, SEPA, SNH implementing EU legislation, SFPA operated by the 
Scottish Executive, the MCA, and various associations and organisations are all 
trying to influence the marine environment.  Underway is the creation of new 
IFGs (inshore fisheries groups).  There is, as has been suggested, probably 
some need for a single body to oversee the marine environment.  This should we 
believe, should not be a conservation body such as a marine park authority or 
SNH because these by their nature are at often at odds with the existence and 
development of fishing and aquaculture industries. (SNH does have a 
“concordat” with ASSG (Association of shellfish Growers) although how effective 
this is remains to be seen.)   Neither should it be a single interest body such as 
the Inshore Fisheries Group but a body that both promotes and encourages all 
sustainable marine use and controls to some degree the industries involved.  
This governing body would have to have the confidence of all parties, no easy 
job. 
Marine Industries on the west coast of Scotland should feel that they are being 
encouraged in their endeavours not discouraged. 
 
 


