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From:
Sent:
To:

Watt F (Fiona) (Marine)

Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS [donna-claire@rafts.org.uk]

26 November 2012 11:29

Callum Sinclair; Roger Brook (RAFTS); andrew wallace; Mitchell A (Alastair);
cm@argyllfisheriestrust.co.uk; cherfold@hotmail.com; wsft@btconnect.com;
rispond@btinternet.com; lochaberfisheriestrust@gmail.com; Ben Collier; Simon Scott;
sft01 @btconnect.com; peter.kinloch@btinternet.com; info@wrft.org.uk; admin@wrft.org.uk;
Middlemas S (Stuart) (MARLAB); Armstrong J (John) (MARLAB); Barker-Munro CM (Carole);
alan@asfb.org.uk; Mark Coulson

Subject: Managing Interactions Steering Group Meeting 6th Dec

Dear All,

The next steering group meeting scheduled for Thursday the 6th of December will be held at the Thistle
Inverness, Millburn Road, Inverness, IV2 3TR.

a) To reach Thistle Inverness by road;

From the South on the A9 take the Raigmore Interchange exit (sign posted Aberdeen) and take the
first left towards the city centre (third turning if you're coming from the North). Thistle Inverness is
on the opposite side of the roundabout. To programme your sat-nav, please use the postcode IV2
3TR.

b) If you're coming to Thistle Inverness by rail;

Inverness railway station is a five-minute taxi ride from Thistle Inverness, or a 20-minute walk.

The meeting is scheduled to commence at 1030 and be finished by 1530.

The agenda and briefing papers for this meeting will be distributed shortly.

I look forward to seeing you all there.

Kind Regards

Donna-Claire

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-
virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs. (CCTM
Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation's IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
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Watt F (Fiona) (Marine)

Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS [donna-claire@rafts.org.uk]

05 December 2012 14:53

Callum Sinclair; Roger Brook (RAFTS); andrew wallace; Mitchell A (Alastair);
cm@argyllfisheriestrust.co.uk; cherfold@hotmail.com; wsft@btconnect.com;
rispond@btinternet.com; lochaberfisheriestrust@gmail.com; Ben Collier; Simon Scott;
sftO1@btconnect.com; peter.kinloch@btintemet.com; info@wrft.org.uk;
admin@wrft.org.uk; Middlemas S (Stuart) (MARLAB); Armstrong J (John) (MARLAB);
Barker-Munro CM (Carole); alan@asfb.org.uk; Mark Coulson

Subject: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update and

Attachments: Rivers and fisheries Briefing 1_ MIAP Meeting 061212.docx; Coastal and Tranisitonal
Briefing 2_ MIAP Meeting 061212.docx; Agenda MIAP Steering Group Meeting 61212.pdf;
MIAP Steering Group Draft minutes 220612.pdf ~

- Ai;.tNDA IS t:>AArr.

Dear All,

Please find attached the papers for tomorrows meeting. This includes tomorrow's agenda, two
briefing papers and the minutes of the meeting held on the 22nd of June 2012.

Some concerns have been raised about the weather forecast for over night and tomorrow. J have
today received apologies that on the likelihood of the bad weather Argyll members will not be able
to attend. In light of this could all members planning to attend please advise me if you would rather
this meeting is cancelled. Ideally I would have liked the opportunity to update you all on the work
since the last meeting and have discussed directly with all steering group members the papers
attached however we can and are willing to deal with them out side of a meeting which would
involve email and telephone correspondence with each steering group member individually to
progress this work without the need for a meeting.

Could you please copy your reply in regards to this matter to all.

Kind Regards
D-C
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Managing Interactions Aquaculture Project

Briefing 1: Rivers and Fisheries Prioritisation

Purpose

This briefing paper summarises the current work activities on the Locational and Sensitivity Guidance
part of the Managing Interactions Aquaculture Project specifically theRivers and Fisheries
Prioritisation.

Specifically the paper:

• Sets out two proposed criterion revisions related to other fish species and SACdesignations
based on the consultations and discussionswhich have taken place;

• Seeks final agreement on previously discussed criterion to be applied within the model so
that information from trusts can be requested and included in the model; and

• Proposes the introduction of two constraints criterion related where aquaculture
development would not be considered based upon near proximity to river mouth and
minimum depth to sea bed.

1. Introduction

Work to date on theRivers and Fisheries Pri6ritisationSection has:

• Identified and developed prioritisationcriterion, their attributes and weightings.
• The creation of GIScriteria basedata layers for the decision-making process.These data

layers have been geo-referenced in a standardised format.

2. Current and RevisedRiversand FisheriesPrioritisation Criterion

Through a series of steering group meetings a set of criteria has been developed to generate a
prioritisation of Rivers and Fisheries within the study area and a limited range of data has been
collated, analysed and evaluated against these to date.

The criterion currently agreed in theprioritisation are detailed in Table 1.

Table 1: Riversand Fisheries Prioritisation Criterion attributes and weighting descriptions.
Rivers and Fisheries Criterion Attributes Criterion Criterion Priority

Prioritisation Criterion Attributes Weighting
Score

Designations and Features SAC(Atlantic Salmon or Pearl High High
Mussel)

SAC(other) e.g. Brook Lamprey Medium
SSSI(currently under investigation) currently under

investigation
WFD Classification Majority of sites/length High or High Hig~

(Catchment Summary and Good Sites
Coastal Catchment) Majority of sites/length Moderate Medium



There have been a number of on-going discussions with the Steering group and wider third party
stakeholders regarding the criteria under proposal for inclusion in theRivers and Fisheries
Prioritisation. In light of these discussionsthere are two final proposals to review the current criteria
included in the Riversand Fisheries Prioritisation. These are summarised below.

Firstlyit is proposed that the "Other Fish SpeciesPresent"criterion is removed from theprioritisation.
The proposal to remove this criterion is based on itspresentlyunquantified relationship to
aquaculture developments and the assumption that the primary use of the tool will be to input to
planning applications where the interactions between aquaculture and wild salmonid fish and
fisheries are to be highlighted. Within this context the presence of absence of eels is not likely to be
relevant.

Secondly, it is proposed to refine the Designations and FeaturesCriterion Attributes were the specific
attribute "SAC (other) e.g.Brook Lamprey" should be removed from the prioritisation.The proposal
to refine this criterion is based on the expression from a number of partiesthat as the primary use of
the tool will be to input to planning applications where the interactions between aquaculture and
wild salmonid fish and fisheries are to be highlighted the inclusion of SACdesignation for unrelated
species is not relevant and could better be reflected by trusts in the written planning submission
itself if they wished. The presence of absence of an SAC would be represented by SNH and
considered by the planning authority as a result.

In addition to the revisions proposed above the Steering Group is asked to undertake a final review
and approval of the other criterion by completing and return of the summary questions in Table Al.
When agreed the criterion can be used in v1 of the model and information requested from partners
to populate these criterion across the study area.

3. Introduction of constraint criterion

The Steering Group is also invited to consider the inclusion of two constraint criterion into the model
summarised as below:

• 1km exclusion round all river mouths
This would take from the model all waters of up to 1km from all river mouths out as the
assumption that these are the most sensitive locations of all for wild fisheries and are never
likely to be acceptable areas.

• <15m depth exclusion
Currently aquaculture should operate in a depth range of 15m to 70m due to operational
requirements. Although technical developments may allow operation in greater depths it is
less likely that a lesser minimum depth will allow effective aquaculture operation due to the
need for clear depths below cages,the need to use sites with appropriate flushing rates and
assimilative capacities etc. Therefore, it is proposed to exclude all waters of <15m depth
from the analysis as aquaculture is not likely to occur in such locations. No maximum depth
constraint is introduced as technical advances by the industry and a general more towards
offshore production may change the current limitations.

4.Steering Group Appraisal



S. Appendix

Table lA: Please review and comment on the following questions. Check boxes are provided and any

relevant information can be added as necessary into the additional comments column.

Rivers and Fisheries Prioritisation Yes No Additional Comments
Questions

Are theDesignations and Features D D
criterion attributes, scores and
weighting appropriate?
Should the Designations and Features D D
Criterion Attributes be refined to
remove the "SAC (other) e.g. Brook
Lamprey" attribute?
Are the WFD Classification criterion D D
attributes, scores and weighting
appropriate?
Are the Value of fisheries criterion D D
attributes, scores and weighting
appropriate?
Are the Nature/Type of fishery D D
criterion attributes, scores and
weighting appropriate?
Are the Genetics (Introgression) D D
criterion attributes, scores and
weighting appropriate?
Are the Catchment Accessibility and [J LJ
Availability criterion attributes, scores
and weighting appropriate?
Are the Juvenile salmonidpopulations D [l

criterion attributes, scores and
weighting appropriate?
Should the Other Fish Species Present D D
criterion be removed from the
prioritisation?
If you consider the Other Fish Species D 0
Present criterion should remain in the
prioritisation, are the criterion
attributes, scores and weighting
appropriate?
Are the Habitat Quality criterion 0 [J

attributes, scores and weighting
appropriate?



Managing Interactions Aquaculture Project

Coastal/Transitional Water Bodies Prioritisation

Purpose

This briefing paper summa rises the current work activities on the Locational and Sensitivity Guidance

part of the Managing Interactions Aquaculture Project specifically theCoastal/Transitional Water

Bodies Prioritisation. Whilst this area of work has been identified as less significant than the Rivers

and Fisheries analysis due to project timings there is an opportunity to progress thisissue in parallel

to this work and to conclude it quickly as the data and information required is available from non-

trust sources.

1. Introduction

Work to date on the CoastaljTransitional Water Bodies Section has;

• Identified and developedprioritisation criteria;
• Collected data from trusts and other relevant sources which havenow been collated and

ana lysed in excel

• The creation ofGlS criteria base data layersfor the decision-making process.These data layers
have beengeo-referenced in a standardised format.

2. Coastal/Transitional Water Body Prioritisation

We have developed a set of criteria to generate a prioritisation of Coastal/Transitional Water Bodies

within the study area and a range of data has been collated, ana lysed and evaluated against these.

The criterion currently agreed by the steering group in the submodel;

• Water Body Characterisation (MSS for Aquaculture Development)
• Water Framework Directive Classifications (SEPA)
• Designation and Features (SNH)
• Type of Loch System
• Orientation of Loch System

Criterion currently under proposal to the steering group for inclusion in the sub model;

• Flushing Rate of Loch System
• Monitoring Site Data for loch System
• Farm Treatment Strategy and Agreements within loch System

There will be questions at the end of each section that all Steering group members are requested to

complete in TableAl in the Appendix.



2.2.1 Criterion:Type of Loch System.

The first criterion which has previously been discussed and agreed for inclusion in the
Coastal/Transitional Water prioritisation is the type of loch system. As identified in peer review there
is one specific type of estuary which are considered to create more suitable environmental
conditions for L. salmonis which are the fjordic systems (Murray and Gillibrand, 2006). The accepted
descriptor of fjordic systems are defined by Dyer(1997: p8/9) which will be used to identify fjordic
systems in the study area. As guided by previous steering group meetings this criterion would be
assessedby the scores and weightings in Table 1.

Table 1: Type of LochSystem criterion attribute and weighting details.
Water Bodies Criterion Criterion Criterion Priority

(Transitional & Coastal) Attributes Attributes Weighting
Criterion Score

Type Fjord Medium M
All Other Low

Inlet Types

Question;

2.2.1 Are you happy for us to progress this criterion using the attributes, scores and weightings
above? If not what should change and why?

2.2.2Criterion:Orientation of Loch System

The second criterion which has previously been discussed and agreed for inclusion in the
Coastal/Transitional Water prioritisation is the orientation of aloch system.lt was well documented
that currents within the marine environment are a major driving factor in theadvectionof larvae
(Siegel et al., 2003; Penston et 01, 2011).Predominantly wind driven currents within a loch system
may playa major role in the dispersion of sea lice planktonic stages (Amundrud and Murray 2007).
As reported by the Met office, 2012the western and northern parts of Northern Scotland are, on
average, the windiest in the UK, being fully exposed to the Atlantic and closest to the passageof
areas of low pressure. In these areas the greatest wind speeds and directions are from the South
West direction (Met Office 2012). In consideration to this environmental factor it is likely that loch
systems orientated to the South west direction will create advection of sea lice planktonic stages
over a larger distance. As guided by previous steering group meetings this criterion would be.
assessedby the scores and weightings in Table 2.

Table 2: Orientation of LochSystem criterion attribute and weighting details.
Water Bodies Criterion Criterion Criterion
(Transitional & Attributes Attributes Score Priority

Coastal) Criterion Weighting
Orientation 1810 to 2690 Medium M

All other Low
orientations



Questions;

2.2.3a) Should the flushing rates of loch system be included in the Coastal/Transitional Water Bodies
Prioritisation?

2.2.3b) If the flushing rates of loch system is to be included inthe Coastal/Transitional Water Bodies
Prioritisation are the criterion attributes and scores suitable?

2.2.3c) If the flushing rates of loch system is to be included in the Coastal/Transitional Water Bodies
Prioritisation what criterion priority weighting would you attitude (High, Medium or Low)?

2.2.4Criterion:Monitoring Data

As identified in the RAFTSRegional monitoring report there is currently no guidance on the
acceptable proportion of fish exceeding a detrimentalthreshold.There has been a recommendation
from the EU project "Sustainable Management of Interactions between Aquaculture and Wild
Salmonid":

"that a level of 10% or fewer of wild sea trout in any given population in Ireland bearing total
infestations of ~13 lice • fish-1 should be adopted as indicative of a satisfactory or acceptable lice
loading. Within any given sea trout stock, frequencies of heavily-infested juvenile sea trout (i.e. those
~131ice • fish-1) >10% should perhaps be considered a cause for concern." Hazon et 01(2006)

Being able to adopt such an acceptable or unacceptable proportion of lice loadings in Scotland
would aid the local management strategies and aid with location guidance of fish farm
developments. As such it is proposed to implement the regional monitoring data analysis which
determines detrimental sea lice loadings implementing Wells et 01(2006) thresholds. It is proposed
thatthis criterion would be assessedby the scores and weightings in Table 4.

Table 4: Monitoring Data criterion attribute and weighting details.
Water Bodies Criterion Criterion Criterion Priority

(Transitional & Coastal) Attributes Attributes Score Weighting
Criterion

Monitoring Data Sites >10% in the High To be confirmed
past two years

<10% in the Medium
past two years

~O%or No Low
Survey Data

Questions;

2.2.4a) Should the monitoring databe included in the CoastaljTransitional Water Bodies
Prioritisation?

2.2.4b) Ifthemonitoringdata is to be included in the Coastal/Transitional Water Bodies Prioritisation
are the criterion attributes and scores suitable?



Farm Treatment Adequate Consented Low To be confirmed
Strategy therapeutantsand strategy for

treating the total biomass in
loch system.

Inadequate consented Medium
therapeutants and strategy for

treating the total biomass in
loch system.

Questions;

2.2.5a) Should the agreements within a loch system be included in the Coastal/Transitional Water
Bodies Prioritisation?

2.2.5b) Should the farm treatment strategies within a loch system be included in the
Coastal/Transitional Water Bodies Prioritisation?

2.2.5c) If theagreements within a loch system are to be included in the Coastal/Transitional Water
Bodies Prioritisation are the criterion attributes and scores suitable?

2.2.5d) If the farm treatment strategies within a Loch System are to be included in the
Coastal/Transitional Water Bodies Prioritisation are the criterion attributes and scores suitable?

2.2.5e) If theagreements within a loch system are to be included in the Coastal/Transitional Water
Bodies Prioritisation what criterion priority weighting would you attribute (High, Medium or Low)?

2.2.5f) If theFarm Treatment Strategy within a Loch System is to be included in the
Coastal/Transitional Water Bodies Prioritisation what criterion priority weighting would you
attribute (High, Medium or Low)?

2.2.6 Creating the Coastal/Transitional Water Body Prioritisation.

It is now proposed that the five criterion as identified in sections 2.2.1 to 2.2.5 be combined in a
weighted multi criteria modelling process as shown in Figure 3. This prioritisation will allow for the
risk impact of the abundance and infectiveness from L. salmonis on wild fisheries to be explored. It is
envisage that in the future as dispersion patterns within sea lochs become available these will also
be encompassed into the prioritisation.
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Sent:
To:

Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS [donna-claire@rafts.org.uk]
05 December 201217:19
Simon Scott; Callum Sinclair; Roger Brook (RAFTS); andrew wallace; Mitchell A (Alastair);
cm@argyllfisheriestrust.co.uk; chertold@hotmail.com; wsft@btconnect.com;
rispond@btinternet.com; lochaberfisheriestrust@gmail.com; Ben Collier; sft01@btconnect.com;
peter.kinloch@btinternet.com; info@wrft.org.uk; admin@wrft.org.uk; Middlemas S (Stuart)
(MARLAB); Armstrong J (John) (MARLAB); Barker-Munro CM (Carole); alan@asfb.org.uk; Mark
Coulson

SUlbject: Re: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update

Dear All,

As the majority have indicated a keenness to attend this meeting it will be going ahead tomorrow.
If your travel plans are disrupted and you are not able to attend please do let either Callum
• or myself •••••• ) know. We will endeavour to get through the meeting
agenda in a timely fashion which will allow everyone to get away earlier than is currently indicated
on the agenda.

I look forward to seeing you all tomorrow.

Kind Regards
Donna-Claire

From: Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS<donna-claire@rafts.org.uk>
Date: Wed, 5 Dec2012 14:52:34 +0000
To: Callum Sinclair <callum@rafts.org.uk>, Roger Brook <roger@rafts.on~.uk>, Andrew Wallace
<andrew.walIace@fishhall.org.uk>, <Alastair.Mitchell@scotland.gsi.gov.uk>,
~cm@arf;!;vllfisheriestrust.co.uk>,<cherfold@hotmail.com>, "Shona Marshall (WSFT)"
<wsft@btconnect.com>, "Charles Marsham (NW Sutherland)" <rispond@btinternet.com>, Lochaber
FisheriesTrust <Iochaberfisheriestrust@f;!;mail.com>,Ben Collier <ben@ohft.org.uk>, Simon Scott
<grimersta@btconnect.com>, <sft01@btconnect.com>, Peter Kinloch <Peter.Kinloch@btinternet.com>,
Wester RossFT<info@wrft.org.uk>, <admin@wrft.org.uk>, <Stuart.Middlemas@scotland.gsLgov.uk>,
<John.Armstrong@scotland.gsLgov.uk>, Carole Barkerc.Munro <Carole.Barker-Mu nro@scotland.gsi.gov.uk>,
Alan Wells <~J~!1@~~fQ,-9rg,-",,-I<.>,Mark Coulson <M,..c.Qulso!l@!YIARLA~,8C,!)J~>
Subject: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update and

Dear All,

Please find attached the papers for tomorrows meeting. This includes tomorrow's agenda, two
briefing papers and the minutes of the meeting held on the 22nd of June 2012.

Some concerns have been raised about the weather forecast for over night and tomorrow. I have
today received apologies that on the likelihood of the bad weather Argyll members will not be able
to attend. In light of this could all members planning to attend please advise me if you would
rather this meeting is cancelled. Ideally I would have liked the opportunity to update you all on the
work since the last meeting and have discussed directly with all steering group members the
papers attached however we can and are willing to deal with them out side of a meeting which
wOUlld involve email and telephone correspondence with each steering group member individually

30/01/2013
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Watt F (Fiona) (Marine)

From: Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS [donna-claire@rafts,org.uk]

Sent: 05 December 201218:21

To: Middlemas S (Stuart) (MARLAB)

Subject: Re: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update and

Hi Stuart,

Page 1 of3

2,5

No worries at all we have a few people coming up the A9 and they have let me know that they also
aren 00 Ot sure if they will make it. Please let me know if you have to cancel and I will make
arranges to catch up with you and Alastair separately on the matters discussed at the meeting.

Best Wishes
D-C

From: Stuart.Middlemas@scotland.gsi.gov.uk
Sent: Wednesday, December OS, 2012 5:33 PM
To: donng:~lah:.e@.rQfts..QI9.uk ; ~aH!JDl@.rgft.s~Qrg.uk; [Qggr@nt~...!.Qrg,"y~; an.dIew..,w..a.llace@nsbJJ.a.U,Qrg,J,tk;
Alastair .1':11tchell@t..ran.$.QQrtscotla.nd.gsi.gov.uk; ~m@grgy:Ufjs.heries.t[Y5j;,~~y~ ; ~..berfQld.@!lQtrngll,c;:om;
wsft@btconnect.com ; rispond@btinternet.com ; lochaberfisheriestrust@gmail.com ; ben@ohft.org.uk ;
grimersta@btconnect.com ; sftOl@btconnect.com ; peter.kinloth@btinternet.com ; info@wrft.org.uk ;
admin@wrft.org.uk ; John.Armstrong@scotland.gsi.gov.uk ; Carole.Barker-Munro@scotland.gsi.gov.uk;
alan@asfb.org.uk ; M.Coulson@MARLAB.AC.UK
Subject: RE: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update and

Hi Donna-Claire,

The forecast does not look particularly good at the moment for travelling up the A9 0 0 0 heavy
snow at Drurnochter is never fun. I will be travelling with Alastair who is corning from Edinburgh
and canO 0 Ot guarantee our attendance as it depends on how it looks tomorrow (Alastair is also
away today so I haven 0 0 Ot been able to confer with him).

Should we fail to make it, or the meeting is cancelled then happy to rearrange or whatever you
suggest.

Best wishes,
Stuart

From: Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS [mailto:donna-claire@rafts.org.uk]
Sent: 05 December 201214:53
To: Callum Sinclair; Roger Brook (RAFTS); andrew wallace; Mitchell A (Alastair);
cm@argyllfisheriestrust.co.uk; cherfold@hotmail.com; wsft@btconnect.com; rispond@btinternet.com;
lochaberfisheriestrust@gmail.com; Ben Collier; Simon Scott; sftOl@btconnect.com;
peter.kinloch@btinternet.com; info@wrft.org.uk; admin@wrft.org.uk; Middlemas S (Stuart) (MARLAB);
Armstrong J (John) (MARLAB); Barker-Munro CM (Carole); alan@asfb.org.uk; Mark Coulson
Subject: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update and

Dear All,

Please find attached the papers for tomorrows meeting. This includes tomorrowO 0 Os agenda,
two briefing papers and the minutes of the meeting held on the 22nd of June 2012.

30/01/2013
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To:
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Watt F (Fiona) (Marine)

Callum Sinclair [callum@rafts.org.uk]

05 December 201223:00

Middlemas S (Stuart) (MARLAB); donna-claire@rafts.org.uk; roger@rafts.org.uk;
andrew.wallace@fishhall.org.uk; Mitchell A (Alastair); cm@argyllfisheriestrust.co.uk;
cherfold@hotmail.com; wsft@btconnect.com; rispond@btinternet.com;
lochaberfisheriestrust@gmail.com; ben@ohft.org.uk; grimersta@btconnect.com;
sft01@btconnect.com; peter.kinloch@btinternet.com; info@wrft.org.uk; admin@wrft.org.uk;
Armstrong J (John) (MARLAB); Barker-Munro CM (Carole); alan@asfb.org.uk;
M.Coulson@MARLAB.AC.UK

Subject: RE: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update and

All

Like Stuart I'm travelling from Edinburgh and so will do battle with the A9. Based on the forecast on bbc
tonight the prospects don't look good for that journey or for others travelling particularly from the west.

Can I just ask that, if possible, people let us know early if travel is not going to happen as if that is the case
we will call others as soon as we can to cancel the meeting and save people making what might be
unnecessary and tricky journeys.

Thanks
Callum

From: Stuart,Middlemas@scotland,gsi,gov.uk [maHto: Stuart, Middlemas@scotland.gsi.gov,uk]
Sent: OS December 2012 17:33
To: donna-c1aire@rafts,org.uk; callum@rafts,org,uk; roger@rafts,org,uk;andrew.wallace@fishhall,org,uk;
Alastair.Mitchell@transportscotland,gsi,gov .uk; cm@argyllfisheriestrust.co.uk; cherfold@hotmail,com;
wsft@btconnect,com; rispond@btinternet.com; 10chaberfisheriestrust@gmaH,com; ben@ohft,org.uk;
grimersta@btconnect,com; sftOl@btconnect,com; peter, kinloch@btinternet.com; info@wrft,org.uk;
admin@wrft.org,uk; John.Armstrong@scotland ,gsi,gov.uk; Carole.Barker-Munro@scotland,gsi.gov.uk;
alan@asfb,org,uk; M,Coulson@MARLAB,AC,UK
Subject: RE: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update and

Hi Donna-Claire,

The forecast does not look particularly good at the moment for travelling up the A9 - heavy snow at
Drumochter is never fun. I will be travelling with Alastair who is coming from Edinburgh and can't
guarantee our attendance as it depends on how it looks tomorrow (Alastair is also away today so I
have:n't been able to confer with him).

Should we fail to make it, or the meeting is cancelled then happy to rearrange or whatever you
suggest.

Best wishes,
Stuart

From: Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS [mailto:donna-claire@rafts.org,uk]
Sent: OS December 2012 14:53
To: Callum Sinclair; Roger Brook (RAFTS); andrew wallace; Mitchell A (Alastair);
~m@aI9Yl!.fish"e.rie~trl,t~t.(;o-!.Yk;~!lerfQld@b.Qtmajl,~()I11;w.sft@J~.t(;Oll.n~J;;Qr.n;ri~p'.Qnd~btin~rnet.!..cQr.n;
IQ~bi;tbe.rfi.sl!.eriestnJst@gr.n!;lU,_cQm;Ben Collier; Simon Scott; ~ft.Ql@b.tcQ!1D.ect,co_rn;
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Watt F (Fiona) (Marine)

From: Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS [donna-claire@rafts.org.uk]

Sent: 06 December 201209:24

To: Middlemas S (Stuart) (MARLAB); Mitchell A (Alastair)

Subject: Re: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update and

Hi Stuart,
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Thank you for letting me know and please dona(™t worry. I will be back in touch to make other
arrangements and hopefully we can catch up soon.

Best Wishes
D-C

From: Stya!:t,J':'Uddlemas.@SGotlaod,gs.i,gQ'l,uk
Sent: Thursday, December 06, 2012 7:22 AM
To: callum@rafts.org.uk ; donna-claire@rafts.org.uk ; roger@rafts.org.uk ; andrew.wallace@fishhall.org.uk ;
Alastair.Mitchell@transportscotland.gsi.gov.uk ; cm@argyllfisheriestrust.co.uk ; cherfold@hotmail.com ;
wsft@btconnect.com ; rispond@btinternet.com ; lochaberfisheriestrust@gmail.com ; ben@ohft.org.uk ;
grimersta@btconnect.com ; sft01@btconnect.com ; peter.kinloch@btinternet.com ; info@wrft.org.uk ;
admjr:l@wrft,Qrg,UK ; )ohn,Armstmng@s-<:;:QtlaQ(t,gsJ,gQ'l,YK ;CgIQle,6gIKeI:MYnro@s~Qtlgnd.gsI,go'l,YK ;
glgn@g.sfb,Qs.Q.,_Y_K; M •.cQ.Y.tson@1'lARLA6!-A-C,!JK
Subject: RE: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update and

Hi Callum,
After seeing the forecast and discussing with Alastair we have decided not to risk the A9. Please
accept our apologies and we will be in touch to make other arrangements.
Bets wishes,
Stuart

From: Callum Sinclair [mailto:callum@rafts.org.uk]
Sent: 05 December 2012 23:00
To: Middlemas S (Stuart) (MARLAB); donna-claire@rafts.org.uk; roger@rafts.org.uk;
andrew.wallace@fishhall.org.uk; Mitchell A (Alastair); cm@argyllfisheriestrust.co.uk; cherfold@hotmail.com;
wsft@btconnect.com; rispond@btinternet.com; lochaberfisheriestrust@gmail.com; ben@ohft.org.uk;
grimersta@btconnect.com; sft01@btconnect.com; peter. kinloch@btinternet.com; info@wrft.org.uk;
admin@wrft.org.uk; Armstrong J (John) (MARLAB); Barker-Munro CM (Carole); alan@asfb.org.uk;
M.Coulson@MARLAB.AC.UK
Subject: RE: MIAP Steering Group Meeting Update and

All

Like Stuart I'm travelling from Edinburgh and so will do battle with the A9. Based on the forecast on bbc
tonight the prospects don't look good for that journey or for others tr~velling particularly from the west.

Can I just ask that, if possible, people let us know early if travel is not going to happen as if that is the case
we will call others as soon as we can to cancel the meeting and save people making what might be
unnecessary and tricky journeys.

Thanks
Callum

30/01/2013
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Watt F (Fiona) (Marine)

From: Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS [donna-claire@rafts.org.uk]
Sent: 14 December 201212:35
To: Mitchell A (Alastair); Middlemas S (Stuart) (MARLAB)
Subject: MIAP Meeting

Hi Alastair and Stuart,

I'm sorry you couldn't make the MIAP Steering Group meeting recently thankfully all the Trusts
arrived at the meeting and got home safely. Just to follow up I was wondering if your would both
available on the 9th, 10th or 11th of January for a meeting, Callum and I could come to either
Pitlochry or Edinburgh for this meeting. I hope there is a suitable date there and please do let me
know which location is best for you.

Kind Regards
Donna-Claire

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-
virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs. (CCTM
Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation's IT Helpdesk.

Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.

*********************************** ********************************

This email has been received from an external party and

has been swept for the presence of computer viruses.

********************************************************************

30/01/2013

mailto:[donna-claire@rafts.org.uk]


Page 1 of3

Watt F (Fiona) (Marine)

From: Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS [donna-claire@rafts.org.uk]
Sent: 21 December 2012 16:36
To: Middlemas S (Stuart) (MARLAB)
Subject: Re: MIAP Meeting

Hi Stuart,

Thanks for getting back to me, the 11th of January in Pitlochry is ideal for Callum and I. Could we
say a start time of 1130am?

Hope you have a lovely Christmas and a Happy New Year when it comes.

Best Wishes
D-C

From: StYQIt,.Mj.ddle..m~.s..@s(;Qtlgnd.!.gsl&QY-,Yk
Sent: Friday, December 21, 2012 4: 13 PM
To: donna-claire@rafts.org.uk
Subject: RE: MIAP Meeting

Hi Dona-Claire,
Alastair and I would be available for a meeting in Pitlochry on the 11th January 0 0 0 any time after
10.30. Let me know ifthis suits and we can fIrm up on a time.
Hope you have a good holiday,
Stuart

From: Donna-Claire Hunter RAFTS[mailto:donna-claire@rafts.org.uk]
Sent: 14 December 201212:35
To: Mitchell A (Alastair); Middlemas S (Stuart) (MARLAB)
Subject: MIAP Meeting

Hi Alastair and Stuart,

100 Om sorry you couldn 00 Ot make the MIAP Steering Group meeting recently thankfully all the
Trusts arrived at the meeting and got home safely. Just to follow up I was wondering if your would
both available on the 9th, 10th or 11th of January for a meeting, Callum and I could come to either
Pitlochry or Edinburgh for this meeting. I hope there is a suitable date there and please do let me
know which location is best for you.

Kind Regards
Donna-Claire

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-
vims service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs. (CCTM
CertifIcate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisationO 0 Os IT
Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.

30/0112013
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