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Review of Conservation Commitments 
Reports 

Purpose:
Carry out a detailed and critical review of each of the Conservation Commitments 
Reports (CCRs) submitted by Parties / jurisdictions to evaluate the quality of the 
information contained and determine whether it provides a fair and equitable basis 
for assessing the progress that the Party / jurisdiction will make towards the 
achievement of NASCO’s Strategic Goal

NASCO's Strategic Goal: Prioritise and drive actions necessary to slow the decline of 
wild Atlantic salmon populations and demonstrate that restoration is possible
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• First Drafts of the CCRs were due in February 2026  

• Of the 22 Parties / jurisdictions, 18 CCRs were received in 
time to be reviewed

• 4 CCRs were not submitted in time, and therefore did not 
get reviewed (UK-Scotland, EU-Denmark, EU-France, EU-
Ireland) 

• Feedback was provided to the jurisdictions on March 19

• Revised Drafts could be submitted by the end of April

• Drafts with feedback uploaded to the NASCO website the 
first week of May

• Final CCRs are due in November 2026

Schedule and Participation
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• Are the questions in the ‘Consultation and Engagement’ 
section of the CCRs answered fully? 

• Are the top three stressors identified in the Party’s / 
jurisdiction’s stressor analysis used as the basis for the 
CCRs? 

• If not, are the justifications provided for the substitutions 
adequate? 

• Are NASCO’s theme areas identified for each stressor?

• Is the impact of each stressor on wild Atlantic salmon 
described clearly? 

Review rubric used as the basis 
for the evaluation template
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• Are there no more than three actions per stressor? 

• Does each action have a clear and measurable tangible 
outcome to improve conditions for salmon survival through 
the removal or diminishment of the identified stressor (i.e. in 
line with NASCO’s Strategic Goal)? 

• Does each action have a clear starting point (baseline) 
against which progress towards the outcome can be 
measured? 

• Are clear interim goals / milestones identified for each 
action? 

• Does each stressor include a quantitative baseline and 
tangible outcome to enable progress towards the 
achievement of the Strategic Goal to be measured?

Continue…



CCR Overview
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Stressors identified in stressor 
analysis' that were not selected 
as priority stressors for the CCR

Climate Change 8

Aquaculture 2

Cetacean / Pinniped Predation 1

Climate Change (Marine) 1

Fishing 1

Parasites 1

Pink Salmon 1
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Actions by theme area

16%

18%

66%

Total

Aquaculture

Fisheries

Habitat

N = 88 actions
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Direct Effect of the Actions

42%

44%

14%

Environment

Human

Salmon
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Type of Action

47%

37%

16%

Continuation

Modification

New
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Observations by the Review Group 
• Many jurisdictions identified climate change as a top three stressor but chose 

not to address it in their CCRs because it was too challenging or being 
addressed through national measures. 

• However, even though climate change was not often selected as one of the top 3 
stressors, many jurisdictions proposed actions that would mitigate the effects of 
climate change on a local scale

• A lot of effort was made by most jurisdictions to engage across governmental 
departments, agencies, NGOs, stakeholders and Indigenous Peoples

• While aquaculture continues to be a major stressor, there were 
no transformative actions to address the challenges of sea lice transmission 
and escapes
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Continue…

• A number of jurisdictions noted the utility of NASCO’s Resolutions, Agreements 
and Guidelines in developing their actions

• The interviews with the jurisdictions were valuable as they allowed for both 
the RG and the jurisdictions to seek clarity and understanding 

• Some jurisdictions stated that the character limits in the submission form 
made it challenging to provide the wider context. The Group noted this was a 
deliberate choice to ensure that the CCRs were kept short and concise 
recognizing the time it takes for the Review Group to conduct the reviews, and 
the aim for CCRs to be tightly focused on delivering quantitative actions
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General comment

• CCR actions, while directed at salmon conservation, contribute to wider 
biodiversity conservation efforts nationally and internationally

• Parties/Jurisdictions cross-reporting and potential for additional funding

• Raise the profile of NASCO



Party/ 
jurisdiction CCRs
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Canada

Introduced 
genetic material

• Stocking 
guidance

Habitat shifting/ 
alterations

• Focal rivers

• Maintain/ 
restore 
connectivity

Temperature 
Extremes

• Limit permit 
activities

• Rec fishing 
restriction

• Conserve cold 
water

Top Stressor Not Addressed:  Fishing
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Greenland

Fishing pressure

• Improve catch 
data

• Improve fishery 
control

Invasive species/ 
pink salmon

• Monitor and 
reduce numbers 
of pink salmon

Climate change

• Monitor effects 
of climate 
change
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Denmark

Predation

•Cormorant 
management/ 
regulation

Habitat 
degradation

•Remove 
agricultural 
lowland soils

Climate change

•Warm water 
protocols
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Finland

Invasive 
Species

• Pink salmon 
removals

Exploitation

• Renew 
International 
fishing 
agreement

Predators

• Manage 
fishing 
predators

Top Stressors Not Addressed:  Climate Change; 
Aquaculture
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Germany

Predation

• Remove 
predators

Barriers

• Improve 
connectivity

Habitat 
degradation

• Habitat 
restoration

Top Stressor Not Addressed:  Climate Change 
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Portugal

Climate 
change

• Protect/ 
restore 
habitat

• Stock more 
natural fish

Barriers

• Remove 
barriers/ 
install passes

Illegal 
fisheries

• Surveillance/ 
awareness
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Spain (Asturias)

Predators

• Culling of 
cormorants

Climate 
change

• Cool water 
in 
hatcheries

Physical 
barriers

• Maintain 
dam 
screens
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Spain (Cantabria)*

Habitat 
Degradation

• Restore Riparian 
Buffers

Barrier Removal

• Remove weirs, 
construct and 
improve fish 
passes

Mitigate 
uncontrolled 

Discharge points

• Remove 
unauthorized 
discharge sites
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Spain (Galicia)

Pollution

• Monitor 
pollution

Habitat 
degradation

• Prioritising/ 
promoting 
habitat 
restoration

Invasives

• Monitoring 
and 
prevention

Top Stressor Not Addressed:  Climate Change 
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Spain (Gipuzkoa)

Barriers

• Construction/ 
improve fish 
passes

• Dam Screens

Habitat 
degradation

• Restore 
riparian 
vegetation

• Dam removal

Water 
regulation

• Monitoring 
flow rates

Top Stressor Not Addressed:  Climate Change 
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Spain (Navarra)

Barriers

• Construction/ 
improve fish 
passes

• Dam Screens

Habitat 
degradation

• Restore 
riparian 
vegetation

• Dam Removal

Exploitation

• Salmon 
fishing ban

Top Stressor Not Addressed:  Climate Change 
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Sweden
Barriers

• Remove 
barriers/ install 
passes

Exploitation

• Reduce 
exploitation on 
stocks below CL

• Mandatory catch 
and release on 
stocks at risk of 
going below CL

• Reduce impact 
of mixed stock 
fishery

Pollution

• Liming

Top Stressors Not Addressed:  Climate Change, aquaculture, parasites 
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Iceland
Escaped 

farmed salmon

• Implementing 
new 
legislation

Overfishing

• Use CLs in 
fisheries 
management

Stocking

• Awareness of 
stocking risk

• Strengthen 
legislation

• Improved 
surveillance

Top Stressor Not Addressed:  Pink salmon
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Norway

Sea lice

•Regulation

Escaped farmed 
salmon

•Reduce 
escaped 
salmon

Hydropower 
habitat impacts

•Revise licenses 
for old 
structures

•Review 
unlicensed 
structures 

•New 
regulations on 
standard 
conditions

Top Stressor Not Addressed:  Climate Change 
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Russian Federation

Coastal mixed 
stock fishery

• Reduce 
fishing 
effort

Illegal fishery

• Strengthen 
enforcement

Gyrodactylus 
risk

• Minimise risk 
of further 
spread
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England

Water quantity

• Restoring 
peatlands

• Ensure 
sustainable 
abstractions

• Improve river 
flow vs 
drinking water 
supplies

Water quality

• Farm 
compliance 
inspections

• Improve 
wastewater 
infrastructure

• Wastewater 
compliance 
checks

Habitat 
alterations

• Reduce/ 
remove 
barriers

• Improve 
habitat 
schemes

• Plant trees
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Northern Ireland

Smolt 
Predation 

• Freshet 
release

• Bird scaring/ 
culling

• Lamprey 
predation 
mitigation

Barriers/ 
abstractions

• Address 
barriers

• Inspect 
abstraction 
infrastructure

Habitat loss

• Habitat 
protection, 
improvement 
or restoration

• Inspect/ 
restore 
habitat 
strongholds

Top Stressor Not Addressed: Cetacean / pinniped 
predation; Climate Change 
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Wales

Climate change 
(freshwater)

•Riparian tree 
planting

•Peatland 
restoration

•Remove 
barriers

Agriculture 
pollution

•Regulation 
compliance

•Sustainable 
farming 
schemes -
uptake

Land use 
impacts

•Habitat 
interventions/ 
recovery

•Sustainable 
farming 
schemes – site 
plans

Top Stressor Not Addressed:  Climate Change (marine) 
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United States

Habitat access

• Remove 4 
hydroelectric 
dams

• Improve passage

• Remove 2 dams

Freshwater 
production of 

smolts

• Smolt passage 
standards at 
hydroelectric 
dams

Marine survival

• West Greenland 
fishery
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Questions
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