The Incredible Dr John
Dr John Webster – not a familiar name? Dr John is the technical director for the Scottish Salmon Producers Organisation. He who’s name appears whenever salmon farming is criticised. He, who dismisses, refutes or just plain denies any and all suggestions that salmon farming damages wild stock of salmon and sea-trout.

Dr John’s latest denial targets a study published in the PLoS Biology [http://biology.plosjournals.org/perlserv/?request=get-document&doi=10.1371/journal.pbio.0060033#toclink4]. That study takes records for rivers in Canada, Scotland, Ireland and Wales to compare returns for rivers not touched by salmon farming and rivers which flow into water close to farm cages.
“…salmon farming reduced the likelihood that the wild fish would survive or return to their natal spawning grounds. In many cases, survival and returns dropped by over 50% per generation. If all the wild populations migrated past farms averaging a 15,000-tonne annual yield, survival rates dropped by 73% on average—a sobering result given that production in many of these regions exceeds 20,000 tonnes per year, and shows no signs of abating.”

(Gross L (2008) Can Farmed and Wild Salmon Coexist? PLoS Biol 6(2))

Needless to say, Dr John simply dismissed the findings of that study. As we would expect, after all he is employed by the salmon farming industry.

But, strangely enough, not everyone with a vested interest in salmon farming is quite so confident that their industry is benign. Take John Fredriksen for example. Unlike Dr John, Fredriksen is not an employee of the industry; he owns a very large part of it, around 30% of Marine Harvest, the largest salmon and trout farming company in the world. Back in June 2006 Frederiksen was interviewed for Altaposten (Alta Post) when he said,

“I am concerned about the future for wild salmon. Fish farming should not be allowed in fjords with salmon rivers…… The fish farming industry should be allowed to operate in fjords, but not where wild salmon are present in local rivers”.
Which, if I read that PLoS article right, is exactly the conclusion one reaches from that study. 

I must say when Dr John denies: that Scottish farmed salmon are contaminated with dioxins and PCBs; that several million escapee salmon present a threat to wild populations; that sea lice from salmon farms infest and kill wild sea trout and salmon smolts; that effluent from salmon farms destroy the ecology of sea lochs and fjords and pollute wild and ranched shellfish stocks, it’s a little hard to believe that even he believes what he’s saying. So, what do we think, is Dr John credible?
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