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1. Summary

30 NEPs sitgsvell spreadland 18 historic sites were completéd summer 2021 with the help of
contractor Lynn MckelveyJHI studenKarla llicand a couple of volunteers.

The 48 sites gave a comprehensive coverage otisessibleeach including the mainstem Glass
for the first time Of these, 17 were fully quantitative{8n) sites (16 NEPS, 1 historic) enabling the
potential for capture efficiencies to be calculatdthe remainder were single run (sequantative).

The surveys highlighted
- potential hydremorphological problems on the R. Cannich and Affric.

-The Glasmanagement unifis having the highest on average fry den&ompared to the Farrar
and Beaulynanagement units.

-The Glass mainstem having higheeragefry densities in comparison with the Farrar mainstem.
Incorporating higher numbers of sitésthe analysis next yeahouldmake comparison stéitically
possible.

-Fry and parr densities were found to be slightly higheraverage compared 8020, although a
vast number of sites would need to be surveyed each year to rnekeeernryear comparisons
statisticallypossible.

-The hghest parr densities were fourid the Belladrum sulcatchment.

Theminimum densitiespresentedin this report allows for comparisdmetweensitesin the
catchment for 2021 and comparison witiistoric site data
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2. Introduction

Historic sitesover representativagood habitat for juvenile salmonidShesecan be surveyed every
few years to detect changes jovenile densitiesit each siteMaking catchmentvide conclusionss
limited as the suite of sites are not truly representativiethe habitat found in theentire catchment

NEPS sites, beisgmirandomlygeneratedare more representative of the catchment as a whole
and @an be used to make catchment wide inferencBsis yeara spreadout NEPS sitdistribution
and low flows enabled thsurveying for the first time of the R. Glass mainstem

National Introgression Programme sampling (NIPS) occurred at each NEPS site to enable genetic
introgression rategof aquaculture DNA parr to be assesse&eeMarine Scotlandeport [1].

The Farrar genetics project also commenged021 This project is funded by Culligran estate with
analysis being done hiie River and Lochs Institugg UHI. Itaims to asess how the number of
spawners varies year on yeatr. It should also highlight discrete salmon populations and their specific
traits.

The summer of 2021 was incredibly dry ded to water scarcity situations on other rivers. On the
Beaulythe hot, dry condtions led to an abundance of algaetiibutaries and on the mainstem.
Algae samples taken from various sites showed the algae @dogoniunspp not associated with
nutrient pressure.

3. Method

Historic sitesThe methods used amgenerallyas outlined in th2020 Eleabfishing report2] and
abide by SFCC guidelinBsta is entered into the SFCC datab&sereport for more information
on each histac site.

NEP\ set of Standard Opating Procedures are used for NEPs survllyselectro-fishingmethod
is similar to the SFQgotocol. Mata is enterednto Fish Obs softwarand Marine Scotland analyse
the dataand environmental variable® create benchmark (expected) fish densities for the
catchment In 2021, river order Blarge riverswereincluded in theNEPSample frame and so the
mainstem Glass was surveybeylBeauly Fishery Boar8FB for the first time. The Lower Beauly is
still too big to be included in the NEPs work to date.

Generally the 202INEPS sites were suitable for eleetishing andwere broadlycomparabléen

juvenile habitat qualityi 2 . C. Q& KA aG2NAR O aA i Seénted togatieNbdtRis2 NB
electrofishing report.Unsuitable NEPS sitéhose with naturallypoor-quality juvenile salmonid
habitathave been left out of more idepth data analysiand these are specified in the text)

[e=:N
R
(0p))

NIPSsampling involvesnipping off asmall part of the caudal fin of patdp to 30 parr were sampled
at each NEPs sit8amples were sent to Marine Scotland iftrogressionanalysisFurther details
are not covered in this report.

Farrar geneticsthis involvedBFB and UHiisitinga total of 10 siteson the Farraand taking genetic
samples from the caudal fin of for preservinghe whole fry Genetic samples were taken from
NEPS sites if site locations wetetable otherwiseadditional sites were electrished to gairthe
number of fry required. Site details have been reportedJtdl toenable consistency in future
sampling Further details are not covered in this report.


https://data.marine.gov.scot/dataset/national-assessment-influence-farmed-salmon-escapes-genetic-integrity-wild-scottish-atlantic
https://beauly.dsfb.org.uk/files/2021/01/FINALEF-survey-report-2020v2.pdf
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4. Results

The map below shows an overviewtbé electrofishingoarr and frydensities for2021.Classification
(colouring of dotygives an idea of how sites were relative to eather based on a Jenks analysis
and do not relate to past datar benchmark figuresAll results are reported as minimum density
estimates (i.e. results from the fat run only). This is because capture efficiencies from tfdully
guantitative @3-run) siteshad not been calculatedt the time of writingWork is underway to enter
the NEPS data into the SFCC database to enable calculation of these eé#itimecies relevant to
the current survey team ahead of the Marine Scotland update to the NEPS tool.

Capture efficiency is likely to have been between %% which appears similar to the previous
Ness and Beauly survey team so, as a rough rule of thiamtmtal densities double the figures
presented here to compare with data presented in Electrofishing reports prior to 2020.

Data forGlass sit?dNEPS21_0272arried out on 20 Julyjas been left out as the survey turned out
to be indficient due to thesmall size of the fryd{sappearing through net meshhdGlass site
NEPS21_0288hich was a silty backwater, unsuitable for salmonid Bgth sites are left out of this
reportand are not included in subsequent analyMaps ofjuvenile rout densiiesare contained in
Appendix 1Full results tables are provided Appendix2.
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Map 1A: Overview ofminimum salmonfry densitiesper 100m2found in 2021(NEPS21_0272 and NEPS2B88not displayed.
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Map 1B: Overview ofminimum salmonparr densitiesper 100m2found in 2021(NEPS21 0272 and NEPS21 0288 not displayed
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4.1 Site analysis Fry

FromMap 1A, it appears that the mainstei@lasshas consistentlgoodexcellent fry densitiewith

a couple of exceptiong.he RCannich andR.Affric both have sites on them thatome out & poor
(Cannich: CANNEPS210279,Affric: NEPS21 0298 his was due to kack of spawning peb/gravel
substratein the vicinity of these sites.

R.Cannich

Below is a closeap of the R. CannidiMap 2. The salmon fry densities found on the river were of
the highest and lowest found during electfishing surveys in 2021.

Map 2: Electrafishing results for R. Cannich highlighting lack of substrate above Allt Coilte a
exceptionally high minimum fry densities below where substrate comes in.

Substrate supply from
~_ | Allt Coillte’

N BEAULY_NEPS21_0295
\ Highest fry density in
R. Cannich | catchment (220/100m2)

21 . G\a":s
BEAULY_NEPS21_0279 .

CAN1 Salmon fry absent

Salmon fry at v low
density (3/100m2)

Lack of pebble/ gravel substrate

above Allt Coillte Cannich

This appears to be due to a hydmorphological pressure and further investigpn is required to
see where substrate stogarther upstream of theCannich roadbridge,and to check if this is
natural or not.A walkoverfthe R. Cannich would be idealftather characterise the problem.

TheFarrarappeaed to have mostlgood fry densitiesvhere habitat allowedAbove the daman
exception to this wasite UM2. [2spite continued improvement, UM2 recorded poor numbers of fry
(10/100n¥). Improvements in flow management (redion in flows) are likely to have improved
condtions, but riparian tree planting could further improve food availability to juvenile, fis

potentially reduce the time it takes for juveniles to reach the-pneoltstage andadd to their fithess

[3]. More fry would be expected here given the habitat pres The weir at the bottom of the U.

Misge appears easily passable by adults making their way up. Improvements to the fish counters by
SSE (including at Beannacharan dam) and the Farrar genetics project may help to see if spawner
numbers are low on the Wisge.

NEPS210303(260m u/s footbridgevasa deep site with predominantly deep glide floggsib-
optimal for juvenile salmonidgnd NPS21 0271and NEPS21_02980m u/s bottom of island,
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Inchvuilt)were bouldery. At AIM3, despite there being godthbitat presentsalmon fry were found

at just 3 fry/100m, awalkove2 ¥ G KS | f f (o the goyifluence with tha Kadzk didinot

record any barriers to migration and pH was norif¥al) It is possible that th@oor numbers of

salmon fry are due to the small size of the burn (c4m washe) salmon are preferring to spawn in

the mainstemthis may also be the case fACM2whichis 5m wide andvad moderate fry numbers

of (27/100m?). Both burns had goedxcellent parr nmbers indicating that parr arikely moving in

from the mainstento utilise the habitatActive cobble barenthe! f f G L y yshggesthigh a K dzA f
energy spates occum this burn.

b9t {HMPnNnHTM OmMynY R2gyA0GNBI Y 2 ¥Fndxgedddnumbersafk dzA £ A R K
both fry (102/100m) and parr (29/100rf) given the habitatand macrophytespresent and salmon

may be choosing to spawn at and above this site as they are even more limited by the substrate and

flows (which are slower) further dowrnrstam.

BelowBeannacharamdam NEPS21 0289 was situated immediately below the alluvial fan of Neaty
burn and as such, the substrate was very unstaliies is likely to have resulted in the moderate fry
densities founchere (22/100n7). NEPS21_031@bove sharp bend, 240m above confluence with R.
Glass)vas predominantly parr habitavhich explains the modeate fry numberdound there
(27/100m).

TheBeaulymainstem sites shoad moderate fry densities when compared with the rest of the
cachment This is likely due to thextremelystable nature of these sitdselow Kilmorack damwith
compacted substrate ansignificant macrophyte growtlBE4 also had a lot of algae presehich
may haveobscured fry from the view of the survey team.

TheBelladrum sukcatchment generallfield good excellent fry densitiesxcept forthe BRU2 site
The poor salmon fry density here3(per 100m) is the lowest density ever found at this sfpFevious
averages7/100nv). The reason is unclear, however teevas a strong smell of septic taakthe
bottom of the sitefrom an overflow It is possible thah pollution incident had occurred prior to the
visit on 17 Julpr (more likely)lthat a temporarywoody debris barrier was in place further
downstream during autumn ZD preventing adult salmon accessing this.site

CULXwith a wetted width of 2.5m widgis generally seen asteout burn. The NEPS20285 site
(Beaufort castle, 160m u/s confluence withlBdrum burn)was generally shallofpredominantly
<30cm deep) with@od-moderatehabitat for fry (glide and runput was overshade®5% of the site
was undeteech treecanopy) Rhododendrorwas also present.

4.2 Site analysisParr

Parr density in the catchmentile closesinformationwe have tocalculating smolt outputSee
Map 1B

The mainstenGlassappeared to hav@redominantly moderatgarr numbersvhen compared to
the catchment as a wholdespite there being googarr habitat present asites; NEPS21 0276,
NEPS210284 NEPS210307, NEP31_0286 and Beauly 069FreviousNEPSurveygin 2018 and
2019) have shown thA. Deabhag to be below carrying capadityvill be useful to see how these
2021densities compare with the benchmark figures daée generated by Marine Scotland to see
if this appears to be the cader the wider R. Glass.

At NEPS21_0293870m d/s Fasnakyle power station) parr were found inghallowmargins rather
than in typical parr habitain the main channelt is not clar if this is due to flow regulatioand
repeat surveys in this stretch would be useful to see ifihe consistent occurrence.

8
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At NEP31 0311 B800m d/s R. Cannich) a tvatage channel hadlearlydeveloped likely a result of
regulated flow.

Thepoor parr densiesfound atNEPS210304and NEPS21_03@2e likely due to the habitat being
predominantlysuitable forfry, andit is likely the moderate parr density at the GLABL1 site is due to
parr dropping out of the burn and into the mainstem.

On theFarrarabove Beannacharan dajparr densities werg@atchyandthis appears taeflectthe
habitat at the sites being surveyedM5is predominantly fry habitatNEPS210310flows were
predominantly deemlide and deep popNEPS210290held predominantly pebble substrafenore
suited for fry), at NEPS21B03the flow was matly deep glide The excellet densities of parr at
NEPS21 0294 si(BOm u/s bottom of island, Inchvuilgespite the substrate being predominantly
(8499 bouldershowthat parr are moving into this site from elsewheikeels were expected to be
present at this site, however none were found.

A planned outage at Culligran power station allowed the surveys on the lower Farrar to be
conducted Parr densities weréound to be moderate poor at the bottom of the Farrar(below
Neaty burn)in comparison with the rest of the catchmefthis is likely to be for a combination of
reasonsLocal knowledge highlighted thatcdoud burst, associated spa#ad forestry track failure
around 2018 had deposited a large amount of sand (from Neaty and Culligran) intathstem
andgenerallysitesappeared to be slightly compacteld is alsopossible thatsubstrate coming in
from tributaries below Beannachan dam maskthe unnaturallystablestate of the river below the
damin general and this is generally supportdxy hydro-morphology observations.

NEPS21_0289 was immediately below N&atyzNy Q& | f dzdA € Fiwgs ' yR GKS &
unstable. NEPS210277(the tail of the pool immediately above Culligran bungs adeepsite and

not optimal for juvenile salmonidg\ historicsite/ ! [ [ m A G Q& SELISOGSR GKIFG LI
burninto the deepermainstem At NEPS210309(10m downstream of the SEPA gauging stattha

poor parr numberg2/100n¥) are explained by theredominantly sandy substrate (40% of the bed).

There appeardto be ahigh proportion of sand making up the bed of the Farrar at Struy bridge.

Moderate parr densities were fourat the lowest two sites on the Farrar and it is unclear why this
wasas habitat was generally gooddEPS210293(top of island, Inchmoré)eld a mhimum density

of 11 parr/100nt%, partial compacion was recordedat the site. NEPS210316 (240m above the
confluence with the R. Glgdsad goodhabitatfor parr (60% cobblegndheld a minimum density of
10 parr/100m?. The depthgc70cm)and flowsat both of these sitesvere within thehabitat
requirements for parf4].

Continued sediment management is required throughout the Farrar to ensure there is spawning and
juvenile substrate available.

Alder regeneration was generally fouatbng the banks of the Farrar, with less found further up the
sub catchmentThis is likely due to the existing deer managenm{@nd grazing pressure, including
from wild goatspn each estate.

TheBeaulymainstemriffle sites both hadsignificant plant gpwth associated with them, suggesting
overly-stable conditionsBE4(the riffle downstream of &ls hut)had an excellenminimum parr
density 0f44/100n? (the highest recated for this sitewhich may have been due to the low flows
experienced on the day of survey makiigh easier to catclwhereasBE1(the riffle above Lovat
bridge)had apoor minimumdensity of 3100m? (half of that found last yearAlthough withinthe
historical rangegthe density at thisite appears to fluctuatavidely.
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TheBelladrum sultatchmenthad goodexcellent parr densitie€xceptionsvere due to the habitat
present(NEPS21_0285, CUL1) although uncleawhy NEPS21_031®elladrum burn, 45m d/s
A833)held moderate densitiesonsidering that the habitat there was excellefhe site was
surveyed on 17 Augnd water temperature was a cool 13Cue to the shaded nature of the burn

soit isunlikelythat high river temperatureseen throughout the catchment during the summer
werea factor.

10
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4.3 Management unit comparison

Below is a summary table of the 2021 eleefishing resultsable ).

Table 1 Salmon densities found across the management un821
NEPS21 0272 and 0288 have been left out.
Management Unit Total rumber of | Average minimum density/ 100m?2
sites (standard deviation)
Beauly 12 Fry: 44 (45)
Parr: 23 (21)
Glass 17 Fry: @ (61)
Parr: B (14)
Farrar 17 Fry: 46 (33)
Parr:16 (13)

Averageminimumfry densities were highestn the Glassand its tributarieq79 fry/ 100m?), with a
wide deviation from the mearnTheaverage minimuniry densities found on th&eauly and Farrar
were similarto each other(44 and 46/ 100rf) respectivelyagain with wide deviation from the
mean. Most of the Beauly sites were situated on the Belladrum catchmbkateas most of the
Farrar sites were mainstenas suchcomparison is limited with the Beauly management unit.

In terms of parrthe highest average mimum density was found on the Beai8/100nv),
followed by Farrar (16/100f) and Glassi@/ 100n®).

The standard deviation was high meaning that densities varied greatly in each managemgifiiginit
is likely due to the inclusion of bothbutaries and main stersites anda few sites hamgknown
issueswith associatedow densities

SeeGrapls 1A and1Bfor summary box plotsf salmon fry and parr densities for each management
unit.

11
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Graph JA: Summary box plot ominimum salmon fry density per management unif021
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4.4 Mainstemonly comparison

To see if in general thergas a difference in productivity between ti@ass and the Farramain
stems representative sitesvere compared using atest. 12 Mainstem Glass and 14 mainstem
Farrar sites were use®ites left out of this analysis wergtl Cannichsites(CAN1, 0279)295) all
Affric sites 0298) backwaterGlasssite 0288 and Glasssite 0272 (lue toan inefficient survey)

The Beauly was left out of the statistical comparison as not enough main stem sites were surveyed
(only 2 were surveyed this year).

Fry: The averageminimum density of fry found on the Glass was higher than the Fari@®/{00m?
[SD 43.4ompared to 4/100m? [SD 28.3}, but this was not found to be statistically significant

Parr. The averageninimum parr density on the Glaswas lower than theFarrar (Glass: 2100m?
[SD11.8], Farrar: 16/100mM[SD13.2]) and were not statistically different

Given thatthe carrying capacity of a river acts as a ceiling to parr numbarsgdpnsitiesare not
expeced to differ widely betweerthe two riversif habitat, geologyor pressures are similar.

Based on these findings pawer analysigPower and Precision 4 softwarg)owed thatfor future
years

- a minimum number of 17 sites pawer would have to be done to detect a difference of 20%
between themainstemFarrar and Gladsy densities.

-a minimum number o26 sitesper riverwould have to be doato detecta 5%«differencebetween
the mainstemGhss and Farrdry densities.

-given the very large standard deviation found for parr densdies small differencén average
density, it would ke unworkable to deteceven a 20% difference in parr densities (567 sites would
have to be donelysing the same methods employed in 2021.

13
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4.5 Historic site comparison

Site by site juvenile density graphs including salmon fry, parr and trout fry and parr are given in
Appendix3.

Table Z Historic site minimum density averages (sites: ACM2, ADBJAIBE1, BE4, Beauly_0675, BEL3,
BRE3, BRU2, CAN1, CULL1, CUL1, ERC1, ESK1, FAR2, GLAB1, UM2, UM5).

2020 minimum density per 100m2 | 2021 minimum density per 100m2
(Standard Deviation) (Standard Deviation)
Averagesalmon fry minimum | 31(25.6) 39 (35.6)
density/ 100m2
Average almon parr 20.5 (14.0) 23 (19.3)
minimum density/ 100m2

Giventhe repeat survey of 18 historic sitedensity of both fry and parr were on average higimer
2021when compared to 202Mlthoughthis was not found to be at a dtatically significant level
due to the relatively few number of sites survey#ds also worth noting that thelectro-fishing

team in 2021 was likely to have bemmore efficient than the variable team in 2020dstly
volunteers were used).

Given the Igh variation in densitieso detect a 20% change in salmon fry densitiesveen yeara
minimum of 167 sites per year would be required across the catchriientetect a change of 5% a
minimum of 276 sites would be require@ihe current style of sentjuantitative surveys does not

allow for this number of sites to be visited annualgr parr the equivalent site numbers would be
343and568.

14
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5. Main findingsand Recommendations

- The new data we now have for the Glass mainstemaveryuseful for gaining insight into the

productivity of this main tributary of the Beautynd putting known fry densities from the rest of the

catchment into contextThs has allowedminitial 02 YLI NAaz2y G2 6S YIRS 6SisS
main tributaries the R. Glass and the R. Faifhe arerage minimum fry densities were highest

the Glassand its tributarieg79 fry/ 100n¥). Beauly and Farrar were similar to each other (44 and

46/ 100n7) respectivelyln terms of parr, the highest average minimum density was found on the

Beauly (23/100rf), followed by Farrar (16/100fhand Glass (13/ 100in

-When the NEPS tool is updated witie 2021capture efficiencyata, then we will be able to put
these results into better contexn relation to Wenchmarkfigures (fish densities expected to be
found based orenvironmental predictors).

-The average minimum density of fry found on thainstemGlass was higher than timeainstem
Farrar (89/100m[SD 43.4] compared to 45/10G{SD 28.3)), although this was not found to be
statistically significant given the number of sites surveyedreater number of mainstem sites (17
26 per river) neds to be surveyed and analysed to make a future comparison viable.

-Density of both fry and parat historic siteswere on average higher in 2021 when compared to
2020, although this wasot found to be statisticallgignificant due to the relatively fewumber of
sites surveyed

-Surveys generally highlightdidat there may be hydranorphological pressures in theatchment,
but further work/walkover surveys are necessary to confirm whether the lack of suitable
spawning(and juvenile)substrateis a naturd or unnatural occurrenceThis is apparent on the R.
Cannich, R. Affrithe R. Farraand lower BeaulySdiment managemenin relation to various
structures anchydro damds essentiato keeping a supply of substrate available for fish habitat.

-The hot, dry summer led to low flows and the prevalence of the alis@ogoniunspp, across the
catchment (nainstem Glass, Farrar, Culligran burn). This algae speatficallyassociated with
nutrient pressure Encouragindandowners to adoptative, riparian treeplanting or regeneration
in the upper catchment could help keep rivers cawid buffer the catchment against climate
change.

-Surveys of suoptimal habitat are best to detect decline of adult spawner numbers, so it would be
advantageous tadopt a few of the sulpptimal NEPS 2021 sites to pick changes up

-Based on mapping theadable(surveyable) and accessible aréasAtlantic salmon 3
management units are to be adopted in the 2022 Fishery Management PlanyB@étads, Farrar).
Areas in these 3 management units are broadly compar@peroximateareas:Beauly0.50 knt,
Glass ®5 knt, Farrar 0.55 k).

Farrar

-U. Misge although somecontinued improvement in fry numbei the top site (UM2)slikely due
to improvedflow managenent, morefry would be expected here given the habitat presehtee
planting/ encouraging natural regegration could improve the productivity of this site.
Invertebrate monitoring at historic sites could helipform our knowledge of wherdo prioritise
ripariantree plantingfor improved productivity.

15
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-Fish counter improvements planned by S8t Farrar genetics work should help us understand if
the patchydistribution of fry and parr on the U. Misge is due to low spawner numbers.

-A walkover on Allt Innis a Mhutth the confluence with the Farratid not highlight any barriers to
salmon TheAllt Coire Mhuillidh continues to improve.

-Continued sediment maagement (at the spoutother intakesand below Beannacharan dajis
necessary to ensure spawning and juvenile substrate is available further down thecstichment.

-Therewere an &bsence of eels dtarrar siteNEPS21_02%kespite bouldery habitabeing present
This site is above 3 hydro dams. Exploring possible options for improved glass eel and elver passage
could result in better utilisation of this habitat and wider benefits to the rigepsystem

Glass

-Surveying the mainstem Glass for tlirstftime highlighted how good the spawning habitat is there
(uncompacted, prevalentyith goodexcellenthumbers of fry being found throughou®arr

numberswere patchierwith five siteshaving moderatgpoor parr numbers despite there being

good habitatavailable Previous NEPS surveys (in 2018 and 2019) have shown the A. Deabhag to be
below carrying capacitgnd t will be useful to see how these 2021 densities compare with the
benchmark figures due to be generated by Marine Scotland to see if this Epjuelae the case for

the wider R. Glass.

-Thethree sites done on the R. Canniglith extreme fry densitieebserved based on substrate
availabilitysuggestshere isa hydremorphologyproblem. Further work is needd to identify
exactly where the substrate stops further gream of the road bridgeind to identify a cause

-Thesinglesite done on the Affric also showgdor fry and parr numbers, reflective afpoor
availability ofsubstrateandfurther work and electo-fishing is required here

-TheAllt Lochinnis Gheamhraidiwvas dry when we surveyddER521 0302 this may have been due
to an abstractiorrather than the ambient low flow levels

-SitesNEPS21_029Hownstream of Fasnakyle power statjgrarr inmargins) andNEP31 0311
(downstream of R. Cannictwo-stage channel) shopotential impacts of regulated flows on the
river.

Beauly

-Of thetwo mainstem sitesfry numbers, despite being within the normal range (or better)each
sitewere found tobe at moderate densities when compared to the rest of the catchn@mer
stabilsation including ompaction (with macrophyte growth) continues to beegativefactor at
these sites.

-BRUZhad very low numbers of salmon f{$/100n¥) relative to previougears pastaverages 67

100n7). It is possible that a large woody debris barrier may have prevented salmon access in autumn
20200r that a pollution incident had occurrett.is recommended that walkovers of all tributaries

in the catchment are conduct in the summerSeptember of each year to identify araid

removal of any potential barriers ahead of the fish migration period.

-NEPS210285 highlightedvershading by beech trees aritie potential for rhrododendron control
-More mainstem siteshould be included in future surve{BE2 and 3) avainstem lower Beauly

are notcurrentlyincluded in the NEPS site selection.
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-Whilst reccying NEPS siten,impassabldarrierto sea trout was found o Teawigourn. As itdoes
not block more tharl.5km of habitait would not qualify foMWWEF fundindor remediation
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Appendix  Maps showing Mnimum Juveniletrout density per 100n?

Map 1C Overview of Troutfry (minimum density per 200m2fjound in 2021 Only sites where trout might be expected are included here (rivers <10m wide)
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Map1D:Overview of Trout Parr (minimum density per 100m2) found in 2021. Only sites where trout might be expected are includetikiers <10m wide).
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