Review of Netting Permit Conditions – 1st December 2023 to 19th January 2024

Formal Consultation Responses – 01 to 040, not all in number order.




































Some of the responses, came via letters, attachments, via D&S IFCA office email etc and have been copied out for ease of viewing.
Response 01
I am writing in response to your proposed amendment to the Netting byelaw in Salcombe Estuary. As a recreational angler this is of huge concern to me and I oppose the use of nets in the strongest possible terms. The estuary is a recognised bass nursery area and environment of significant importance to gilthead bream, flounder, plaice and salmonids to name but a few species. The indiscriminate fishing that netting provides will, in no doubt, result in a significant number of non-target species being caught and killed, inevitably this will include a number of immature and adult bass. Some might infer that this is actually the true target for these nets, (I’m sure you have at your disposal the figures for the very meagre mullet fishery within the South West). With Bass stocks hovering just above BLIM you are in danger of being responsible for damaging a very slow stock recovery. Amidst the rewriting of the BFMP we have heard a great deal of rhetoric in relation to fish stocks and maximising economic benefits for coastal communities. The figures don’t lie, you can not do this by constantly prioritising commercial fishing over recreational angling. Salcombe is a very popular destination for anglers and this proposal threatens to change that. If a mullet fishery is the true intention, I would have little doubt that income brought to the local area through recreational angling would far outweigh the value of a mullet based commercial fishery and when the fish have gone, as they inevitably will, this recreational input will also be lost. It’s a lose lose situation. 
The regulations pertaining to these proposed net fisheries, I believe, are almost impossible to adhere to. I refer to the suggested permitted soak times in relation to the length and number of nets involved. I would like to know how you are proposing to police this fishery. There exists a great deal of anger amongst recreational anglers that, at this time of year, aggregating, pre-spawning bass are illegally targeted with nets off the coast of the South West and Cornwall in particular. It seems that the relevant authorities are either happy to turn a blind eye to this illegal activity, or are incapable of enforcing the law. Are we going to have a similar scenario with netting in Salcombe?
There is already a feeling of anger and frustration that this proposal has come about because local commercial fishing has emptied the area of Brown Crab and now they need to move on to the next thing. True or not, this form of fishery management is very shortsighted. Somebody, somewhere is going to have to ‘grow a pair’, if you’ll excuse the phrase, and cease this constant bowing to pressure from the commercial sector before our fish stocks (they belong to everyone and not commercial fishers as often seems the case) are in an even worse position than they are now. 
But, perhaps of more concern to the wider public is the risk to other wildlife. We have seen numerous cases this year of birds, mammals and cetaceans that have been entangled in fishing nets and killed. A great deal of these populations are already subject to their own pressures. 
In all honesty, it beggars belief that this proposed legislation has got as far as a public consultation. It is a huge backward step for fishing, fish stocks and the wider environment and potentially sets a very dangerous precedent for other IFCAs to follow suit. We should be doing all we can to protect these ever decreasing environments, not exploiting them for short term gain. I wholeheartedly urge you to reject this proposal.
Yours sincerely and with concern, Mark Drewer.
Response 016
Dear colleague,
I am writing to submit a response to the formal consultation on proposed changes to D&SIFCA’s netting permit conditions. My comments are restricted to:
“The opening of a six-month fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary (subject to range of management measures”.
I am strongly against these proposed changes. I cannot understand why they are even being considered, when the original byelaw, which stopped netting in Devon estuaries, was so well supported, and the pre-consultation responses were so clearly against any changes. D&SIFCA Officers themselves appear to be of the opinion that these changes are not justified. D&SIFCA have gained a reputation for being balanced and progressive; these proposals are anything but.
As a bass angler, and Science Lead for the Bass Anglers’ Sportfishing Society which is currently involved in the ‘FinVision’ FISP project with Plymouth University, in addition to leading a programme of juvenile bass surveys in Cornish estuaries, my concerns centre around bass. However, if these changes are implemented they will also do great damage to other stocks, such as mullet, gilthead bream and flounder, and the valuable recreational fisheries that depend on them.
Bass tagged in the D&SIFCA study  showed a high degree of site residency to the Salcombe-Kingsbridge Bass Nursery Area for most of the year, implying high exposure to the kind of small-scale estuary-based netting activity proposed here. 
Byelaw & Permitting Subcommittee members appear to accept that 18.8% netting mortality [footnoteRef:1] is acceptable. I do not, especially since most of the dead fish will have to be thrown away because bass can only be retained for one (i.e. January) of the six months of this proposed fishery. The retention of bass may not even be allowed in January if Bass Nursery Area (BNA) restrictions are made year-round in the Bass Fisheries Management Plan (BFMP) when published. But, as the D&SIFCA study  acknowledges, the mortality rate is likely to be substantially higher than this in real-world conditions. This mortality rate is also dependent on strict compliance with the conditions of the fishery (e.g. soak time); how good will this be? Previous netting in this estuary is known to have occurred at night, when fish are less likely to see the net, resulting in higher catches, and therefore mortality, than was found during the D&SIFCA study . [1:  Understanding Mortality of European Sea Bass (Dicentrarchus labrax) in Small-Scale Inshore Netting] 

The loss of bass will be significant. Although this will be greatest during January, when bass could be retained as bycatch, losses will occur throughout the six-month period due to netting mortality. Up to 17 vessels (<6m limit) would be able to carry out netting, and each will be able to deploy 2 x 200m nets. Presumably each net could be redeployed again as soon it has been cleared, multiple times per day. 
Bass losses will include juveniles since, as the D&SIFCA study  showed, 12% of the bass caught using a 100mm net were undersized (<42cm). This could be even higher, depending on how the net is set. The importance of maximising bass recruitment, in order to boost stocks, which are currently below MSY, is now widely recognised. BNAs were set up to protect juvenile bass. If implemented, these proposals would set a precedent for other areas, and undo all the progress made in this regard, just when we measures to increase the protection of juvenile bass are being considered. D&SIFCA’s netting policy would be out of step, and not well aligned with the BFMP (in particular goal 7: ongoing protection of the juvenile and spawning bass stock), including considering a prohibition of fixed netting in BNAs.
These proposals are ostensibly about allowing other species (mullet, gilthead bream etc.) to be targeted with nets. And yet, in the D&SIFCA study , in 2023, 52% of the total catch was sea bass, while only 39% was mullet, and 44% of the net hauls which caught any fish included sea bass as >50% of the catch.
The value of mullet and gilthead bream catches is likely to be small. The value for the fisheries in Estuaries (presumably all estuaries in D&SIFCA’s catchment area) was only approximately £46,000 (CO - B&PSC minutes 31.8.23) when the Netting Permit Byelaw came into place. Again, one has to ask why the changes are even being considered, given the damage they will cause to fish and other wildlife for such low financial return. Birds in particular (but potentially seals as well) are at risk of entanglement with nets. This is likely to be increased when netting is conducted at night.  
The key drivers for the introduction of the Netting Permit Byelaw in 2018 and the management measures within the Permit Conditions included the protection of bass, the protection of salmon and sea trout, achieving sustainable development of the recreational angling sector and balancing the needs of others catching sea fish species. These proposed changes undermine all of these, and are discriminatory to anglers in prioritising the needs of a small number of commercial fishermen above those of a large number of anglers, who are opposed to these changes. Sea fish are a public resource, and D&S IFCA has a duty to try and find the correct balance between the commercial and recreational sectors. 
At the current time fixed netting is prohibited, making it easy to spot illegal activity. If netting is allowed again, it will be much harder for a passing member of the public to tell the difference between legal and illegal activity, and report suspicious activity. Previous netting activity is known to have occurred at night, making it even harder to enforce regulations. 
Robin Bradley
4.12.23
Response 032
Dear IFCA, This proposal has come about due to commercial fishermen overfishing brown crab - and cod and bass and now pollack. Estuaries such as the Exe and Teign have also been heavily netted for flounders for pot bait, as more and more pots are having to be used to catch the same number of crabs. This has deprived local RSAs of a popular sporting fish which for many years attracted hundreds of anglers to take part in competitions. The fish in our waters do not belong solely to commercials but to anglers too.
Angling by local people and visitors is very popular in the Kingsbridge estuary, a bass nursery area where netting is currently prohibited. Species targeted include bass, gilthead bream, mullet, flounders and plaice. The estuary is also visited by seatrout and is home to a host of birds and aquatic creatures.
The proposal could see up to 47 boats licensed to net the estuary, with each man allowed to operate two long gill nets. In theory they would be targeting mullet with 100mm mesh nets. As mullet are a slow-growing species, this would mean many mullet being taken before they had a chance to spawn. In theory, all bass trapped in the nets would be returned unharmed except during a brief period. In practice, many would die in the nets and be returned dead or illegally retained. The same would apply to seatrout. Because of their deep body shape, even small gilthead bream and flounders would be caught in the nets. The result would not just be devastating for fish life and deprive anglers of fish to catch, but would also bring death to cormorants and other water birds and to aquatic animals such as seals.
In a small, heavily tidal estuary such as this, fish stocks would be irreparably damaged in no time. All this would be bad enough if commercial fishermen could make a sustainable living doing this. But nobody can make a living catching mullet at £3.50 a kilo. All that would happen would be that a few men would make a bit of money for a short while until stocks were exhausted and then they would be back to square one. Your responsibility is to ensure that fishing is done sustainably. This is not sustainable. Allowing netting in a bass nursery area is madness. And stripping an estuary bare for the sake of a temporary financial gain for a few is simply obscene. Please do not allow this proposal to go ahead. 
Graham Broach, Plymouth 07941 427341
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Review of the Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Jamie Curtis

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



1.	Your name and contact details: Jamie Curtis 07590 063307


2.	What interest do you (or your organisation) have in netting activity and this review? Saltwater Fly Fishing guide in Salcombe.


3.	How were you made aware of this formal public consultation? (email)









Dear sirs,






Reading this review is quite shocking. I'm really saddened that anybody in 2023 would think netting is a good idea for the fishery, this is something that I thought was banned for good reason many years ago.






And how on earth could a mortality rate of 18.8% of bass in a protected nursery area, on top of the mortality rate mother nature already bestows, be deemed acceptable?






The amount of hoops I have to go through to set up a Saltwater Fly Fishing school (where we operate 100% catch & release), to then see that commercial fisherman are being encouraged to net the estuary for 6 months.....it doesn't make any sense.






There are plenty of bass out at sea past the bar which can be caught all year round by rod and line, I don't see why a species of fish that was recently being culled so heavily that there was a 2 yr ban on fishing for them in place, now has to suffer netting in its nursery safe haven.






There are also plenty of other fish in the sea to catch, without having to destroy the balanced ecosystem within the harbour limits.






Kind regards






Jamie Curtis
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Netting within Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Joseph Edwards

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Good morning





I am writing to express my complete disagreement with the proposal that commercial netters be allowed to operate within the Salcombe estuary system. How this has even been brought forward to this point is beyond belief. I can only assume it will be due to significant pressure from the commercial sector, who always seem to take priority over anyone else. 





Netting in this manner causes mass deaths of anything and everything that happens to come into it's path. Bass and other prized sports fish will be killed en mass regardless of size, impacting the ecosystem in ways that will be beyond repair. The mindset of the commercial fisherman seems to be take what you can while you can. When it's gone, it is gone. This stretch of coast is one of the most heavily netted areas in Europe and to allow what is a thriving nursery area be raped of life for 6 months of the year is disgusting.





I have fished with friends within the estuary system for over 20 years and it has always been a place where fish stocks seem to thrive. An area where refuge from the mass netting of the coast can be found. 





If this is allowed to go forward it will not stop with the Salcombe Estuary. It will continue all over the country and eventually bass and break stocks will be destroyed, and as has been the case in the past, at this point the commercials will switch fire onto another get rich quick scheme. 





This cannot be allowed to happen.





Regards 





Joseph Edwards 
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Current review of netting

		From

		Peter Smart

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I had assumed there would be a clear scientific rationale for the changes proposed in a separate document which included the relevant catch data. There isnt. How am I supposed to know whether these are sage or terrible changes? 





I have previously requested data on lobster and crab catches, but none have been supplied. Without this information, and its public dissemination, I cannot see how anyone can respond to these changes in an informed manner. Why the exclusion zone round the Emsstrom wreck? No idea. Are lobster and crab catches remaining stable or declining? If the latter changes to recreational nets may not be warranted.





Fishery take and species vulnerability need to be clearly documented. In this proposal they are not. It seem simply a wish list from commercial ventures.





I object most strongly





Peter Smart
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Consultation fixed net fishery Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Alessandro Bobba

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



1. Name and contact details





Alessandro Bobba, Middle Coombe Farm, Brithem Bottom, Cullompton EX15 1NB





2.     Interest in netting activity and this review? 


Regular fisherman, boat, kayak and shore of the Salcombe estuary. Season permit holder to launch boat from Batson slipway.





3. How were you made aware of this formal public consultation? D&S IFCA publication





Feedback:


With the southwest coastline one of the most intensely netted areas of coastline in Europe it seems a shame to roll back on one of the few protected areas, which constitutes a valued fishery by local and visiting anglers.





Surely the benefit to the local economy of significant numbers of repeat visiting anglers and their fishing/non fishing  partners must outweigh the earnings from a few commercial licenses?





Be good to understand as part of the consultation process the impact / benefit analysis
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Salcombe net fishery

		From

		John TISDALE

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		Bradley Robin; William Entwisle

		Recipients

		bradley4ne@btinternet.com; w.n.entwisle@gmail.com; consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Surely not. On any level they’re having a laugh. 


It’s proposed to give commercials a six month window. This is discrimination. Why not the same for everyone else?


The commercials are complaining about the lack of crabs. Well you shouldn’t have caught them all! Your fault end of. Like every other species you’ve targeted historically. Tough luck. You’ve had your bonanza. It’s finished. Get over it. 


It’s “Acceptable “ to write off almost 20% of the bass catch as waste. Imagine the public uproar if recreational anglers glibly talked about slaughtering the same percentage for NOTHING. 


We can just disregard the effect on migratory species. Have you noticed the collapse in catches of sea trout in Devon rivers in recent years. Recreational anglers are/ have to return all(if they can catch any) as a result but we are proposing to just 


Ignore the effects of netting. EVERY fish counts. 


Allowing a fishery in the Salcombe estuary for essential one guy will inevitably lead to applications from other commercials around the country who would also like to harvest from bass nursery areas. How could they be refused?


After all the years it’s taken to make any progress towards protecting juvenile bass and migratory salmonid an ill judged loosening of those protections could set us back decades. 


We are “supposed “ to be entering a period of environmental enlightenment and protecting nature and the environment. This change of policy would be a slap in the face for true environmentalists. 


Inshore monofilament netting an environmental disaster on all levels and needs to be phased out not encouraged. 


I’m against this. 


Regards 





Dr John Tisdale





Sent from my iPhone
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		From

		Michael Evans

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



 As a new novice  recreational potter I'm prepared to follow the  rules as recommended by the  Devon & Severn IFCA


MICHAEL EVANS 
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Re: Review of the Devon and Severn IFCA's Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Darren Corbett

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



 I'm a inshore fisherman ..I net in torbay ..manly beaches .also out in the bay .I shoot my gear in the evening and haul again at daylight my soak time is that ..also we have seals eating and ripping our gear to pieces..some times we'll have some fish.mostly heads  left in gear. There eating our livelihood as it is .any more changes will effect our lively hood commercially.i do not net wrecks. Or reefs miles out at sea .either which  nets are left for 2 days ..my thoughts on Salome estuary fishing is a great idea.. and soak times there are about correct. It would be nice if teignmouth could also have this for mullet fishing.and the same soaking times for that I agreeaswell tags ect .mackerel herring net s are fishing over night also. So no  I don't agree with this unless it's OK to fish over night .regards Mr d Darren corbett .commercial fisherman.fv our wendy





On Fri, Dec 1, 2023, 14:52 Devon and Severn IFCA <consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk> wrote:









Formal Public Consultation Proposals 


View this email in your browser 	


 	





Review of the Netting Permit Conditions

Formal Public Consultation Proposals





*	Amendments to Commercial Permit Conditions (Category One)


*	Amendments to Recreational Permit Conditions (Category Two)








What is this about?

D&S IFCA is inviting you to respond to the formal public consultation on proposed amendments to existing commercial and recreational Netting Permit Conditions. To make changes to the Permit Conditions, D&S IFCA must follow a process that includes formal public consultation.
We are directly contacting everyone on our (email) mailing list to lay out how to respond. We are also  writing to permit holders that have not provided us with an email address. Your view is important, and we also encourage you to forward this information or to notify others that may have an interest in the formal public consultation. 
All stakeholders (for example fishermen with permits, recreational anglers, organisations, or anyone with an interest in the marine environment) can respond to each part of this formal public consultation (sections 1, 2 and 3) even if they do not conduct commercial or recreational netting within the D&S IFCA’s District.  Information is available on the D&S IFCA’s website to support this formal public consultation together with details on how you can respond. The formal public consultation begins on 1st December 2023 and will end on 19th January 2024. This circular includes a privacy notice relating to the protection of personal information.

Summary of Proposed Changes

Each of the proposed changes are explained in more detail within this circular; however in summary, the formal public consultation focuses on the following:

Proposed Changes: Commercial fishermen using nets. 





*	The opening of a six-month fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary (subject to range of management measures).


*	The prohibition of commercial netting in the area defined as the Emsstrom Angling Code of Conduct, in the Torbay area.  





Proposed Changes: Recreational fishermen using nets. 





*	This includes a series of changes including the introduction of bag limits, an increase in the authorised net length, and requirements relating to combining nets (from a single vessel).


*	The prohibition of recreational netting in the area defined in the Emsstrom Angling Code of Conduct, in the Torbay area.  





 
Other Content - Seeking Your Views:

This formal public consultation will also gather your views on the following: 





*	Maximum soak times for nets at sea to address the issue of abandoned or lost gear.


*	The introduction of Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes for selected finfish species.





The Process for Change

The Permit Conditions are flexible and can be amended by following the process set out in the Netting Permit Byelaw. The D&S IFCA’s Byelaw and Permitting Sub-Committee (B&PSC) has the responsibility of reviewing the management of fishing activities and byelaw permit conditions. A list of B&PSC Members can be found on D&S IFCA’s website or by clicking here.

Information provided to the B&PSC

During this review, the B&PSC has been presented with information and evidence, including the documented findings of previous engagement work (pre-consultation responses gathered from 19th May 2023 to 30th June 2023). At Sub-Committee meetings held in public on 31st August 2023 and 16th November 2023, Members of the B&PSC determined what would be proposed in the formal public consultation that may result in changes to the Netting Permit Conditions. Officers’ papers, reports and the minutes from B&PSC meetings are published on D&S IFCA’s website (Authority Meetings Tab and Section B of the website Resource Library).
The findings of this formal public consultation will be documented and discussed by the Members of the B&PSC before any changes are made to the Netting Permit Conditions.  If changes are agreed, by the B&PSC they will come into force during 2024.

Your Response

We have included some prompts to help you set out your response, but this is not a questionnaire. Your response can be as detailed as you wish and relate to all or any of the proposed changes. We very much encourage you to explain the reasons for your views and provide supporting information, if you have any, so that all the information can be considered in the decision-making process.
Responses sent by email or letters are preferred, however you can also telephone us or meet with us in person if you prefer.
It is useful for us if every response contains the following information: 





1.	Your name and contact details (if not already on our mailing list).


2.	What interest do you (or your organisation) have in netting activity and this review?


3.	How were you made aware of this formal public consultation? (e.g., by this circular, D&S IFCA’s website, D&S IFCA Facebook, from someone else, or other source).





Sending in your response/contacting us 





1.	Contact us via email – consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk


2.	Write to us: D&S IFCA, Brixham Laboratory, Freshwater Quarry, Brixham, TQ5 8BA.


3.	Call us to find out more about the formal consultation – 01803 854648 (Extension 856)





*	This information gathering exercise begins on 1st December 2023 and ends on 19th January 2024.








The Proposed Changes – Detailed Information

The proposed changes are split into three sections and are accompanied with the B&PSC’s rationale for change. The first section focusses on commercial netting, the second section relates to recreational netting, and the final section is to seek your views on potential changes, that are not as yet clearly defined, but may be introduced and potentially apply to both fishing sectors.

Section 1: Changes Relevant to Commercial Netting Activity (Category One Netting Permits)

Topic 1: The opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary

The Salcombe Estuary is located on the south coast of Devon, between Bolt Head and Prawle Point. The Salcombe Estuary is a ria (having very little freshwater input). The current Netting Permit Conditions (introduced in 2018) define the extent of this estuary and to the landward of the closing line (Splatcove Point to Limebury Point) no fixed or drift netting is permitted.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing the opening of a fixed net fishery to target grey mullet species, with a bycatch of bass, gilthead bream and a few other fish species. The bycatch of bass can only be landed in January.
The Members of the B&PSC are aware that Salcombe Estuary is a bass nursery area (active between 30th April and 1st January), and that other legislation is applicable including a requirement for commercial fishermen to have an authorisation from the Marine Management Organisation to catch, retain, and land bass.  National legislation prohibits any bass to be taken commercially or recreationally in February and March.

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The rationale of the B&PSC Members for the opening of a fixed net fishery within the Salcombe Estuary is as follows: 





*	That the B&PSC considers that a mortality rate of 18.8% of bass, caught during the netting trials within Salcombe Estuary is acceptable.





  





*	That the B&PSC recognises a reported decline in profitability in pot fisheries.





  





*	That the B&PSC supports providing opportunities for commercial fishermen to diversify and boost their winter income by participating in a limited netting fishery within the Salcombe Estuary.





  





*	That the B&PSC recognises that sea trout are present at an unknown scale, for feeding purposes, in the Salcombe Estuary but it is not a known migratory route.








The Proposed Management Measures (A to J): 





1.	The maximum size of vessel shall be six metres in overall length.


2.	The net fishery will be open from 1st October to 31st March.


3.	The net fishery will include the whole of Salcombe Estuary within the current estuary closing line.


4.	Bass caught in fixed nets within Salcombe Estuary during January can be landed[1] providing the bass is above 42cm in length.


5.	A maximum of two nets can be fished from a permitted vessel in the Salcombe Estuary.


6.	Each net shall not exceed 200 metres in length.


7.	The minimum mesh size for each net is 100 mm.


8.	The maximum soak time for each net is 60 minutes.


9.	All vessels must have a IVMS unit fitted that is fully functioning at all times.


10.	All nets must be tagged (potentially blue tooth sensors placed on each end of the nets).





Note: D&S IFCA’s Officers have been tasked to test the performance of electronic tags in an estuary setting and will report this information to the B&PSC.
The Members of the B&PSC are also seeking your views on their proposal to introduce minimum conservation reference sizes (MCRS) for mullet species and gilthead bream, which is detailed in section 3 (topic 5).

Topic 1: Your Response – Fixed netting in the Salcombe Estuary:

You can choose how to set out your response; however, the following questions (any or all) act as prompts and may help you set out your response and may help Officers to collate your views. Please provide any information that may support your view. 





1.	What is your specific interest in Salcombe Estuary?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively) financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively), by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 1?





Topic 2: A Prohibition of Commercial Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone

The MV Emsstrom is a 77m vessel which sank in 2013 approximately 2.5 nautical miles east - northeast of Hopes Nose, Torquay in 23m of water. In recognition of the significance of the MV Emsstrom to the local recreational sea angling (RSA) community, the Authority established this site as one of the Angling Zones using the boundaries set up by the original exclusion zone. The code of conduct introduced voluntary restrictions to exclude recreational and commercial netting and potting, leaving the relatively small area open to anglers and divers.  Members of the B&PSC are aware that, despite the voluntary code of conduct, commercial netting activity is now taking place on the wreck.
Members of the B&PSC are proposing that all netting activity (commercial and recreational) is prohibited in the area defined as the Emsstrom Wreck Angling Zone. This would be reflected in the Netting Permit Conditions. The co-ordinates of the site as are as follows:

50° 28.17’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.76’ W
50° 28.03’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.97’ W
 
B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The B&PSC has taken the view that it is not economically vital to the commercial sector to continue netting on the wreck. The voluntary code is not being recognised and therefore the voluntary measures should be replaced with enforceable measures as conditions in the Netting Permit Conditions.

Topic 2: Your Response – A Prohibition of Commercial Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone:

The questions below may help you with your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed prohibition of commercial netting in the Emsstom Angling Zone?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 2?





Section 2: Changes Relevant to Recreational Netting Activity (Category Two Netting Permits)

Topic 3: Net length (at sea), Bag Limits and Combining Nets

The current recreational netting permits authorise the use of one net at sea that must not exceed 25 metres in length, which must be clearly marked and tagged. The recreational netting permit conditions also include bag limits for shellfish species (lobster, spiny lobster, edible crab, and spider crab). Recreational netters can take sand eel at sea and in an estuary (a single seine net of 20 metres in length is authorised within an estuary), but there is no bag limit in place for sand eel.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing to increase the length of net that can be used at sea from 25 metres to 50 metres. The recreational netting permit conditions will clarify that the length of net excludes any attachments. The Members of the B&PSC are proposing to introduce bag limits for sand eel and selected finfish species to add to the shellfish bag limits that are already in place. The bag limits will apply per permit holder, per calendar day.
Some recreational netters work with others that also have a recreational netting permit, such as friends or family members and operate from the same vessel. It is possible for recreational netters to work together on a single vessel. It is possible to join nets together to make longer lengths, providing all recreational permit holders are present and tags are used as required. D&S IFCA has produced Policy & Clarification documentation relating to the use of multiple recreational netting permits on a single vessel.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing that recreational netters should be able to work nets together from a single vessel and combine the nets; however, this would be limited to a maximum joined length of 100 metres.

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

At the time of writing, there are 64 Category Two (recreational) permits that are valid. The Members of the B&PSC recognise that the needs of commercial and recreational netters are different and the existing measures for recreational netters are relatively restrictive. The current bag limit for shellfish was an Authority decision and based on a reasonable take for personal consumption. The level of crab and lobster that can be removed each calendar day has been applied across other recreational permits – potting and diving. The proposed Mobile Fishing Permit Byelaw (currently undergoing quality assurance) includes a recreational bag limit for sand eel taken by a sand eel trawl of 15kg per calendar day, and  this is  an opportunity to be consistent by amending the recreational netting permit conditions. The Members of the B&PSC also recognise that the number of plaice and rays being proposed as a bag limit aligns with the level set in the Skerries Bank Angling Code of Conduct.
Regarding groups of species, the B&PSC has accepted that a tighter definition of species is not required, for example, sole will include dover sole, lemon sole, and sand sole. The same approach applies for ray species. Members recognised that national restrictions for small eyed ray are only applicable to commercial fishers. The B&PSC considers the proposals to represent a balanced package of management measures for those conducting netting on a recreational basis.

Topic 3: The Proposed Management Measures: 





1.	A maximum length of net of 50 metres per permit holder.


2.	Combined nets will be a maximum of 100 metres in total length.


3.	10 plaice per permit holder, per calendar day.


4.	3 rays (any species) per permit holder, per calendar day.


5.	5 sole (any species) per permit holder, per calendar day.


6.	A limit of 15kg for sand eel per permit holder, per calendar day.





(The Permit Conditions will be amended to clarify that net lengths do not include attachments)

Topic 3: Your Response – Net length (at sea), Bag Limits and Combining Nets

The following questions may help you set out your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed management measures for recreational netting?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 3?





Topic 4: A Prohibition of Recreational Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone

The MV Emsstrom is a 77m vessel which sank in 2013 approximately 2.5 nautical miles east - northeast of Hopes Nose, Torquay in 23m of water. In recognition of the significance of the MV Emsstrom to the local recreational sea angling (RSA) community the Authority established this site as one of the Angling Zones using the boundaries set up by the original exclusion zone. The code of conduct introduced voluntary restrictions to exclude recreational and commercial netting and potting, leaving the relatively small area open to anglers and divers.   Members of the B&PSC are aware that, despite the voluntary code of conduct, commercial netting activity is now taking place on the wreck.
Members of the B&PSC are proposing that all netting activity (recreational and commercial) is prohibited in the area defined as the Emsstrom Wreck Angling Zone. This would be reflected in the Netting Permit Conditions. The co-ordinates of the site as are as follows:
50° 28.17’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.76’ W
50° 28.03’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.97’ W

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The voluntary code is not being adhered to and therefore the voluntary measures should be replaced with enforceable measures as conditions in the Netting Permit Conditions. The Members of the B&PSC have taken the view that if the site is potentially restricted to commercial netting, the same should apply to the recreational netting sector.

Topic 4: Your Response – A Prohibition of Recreational Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone:

The questions below may help you with your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed prohibition of recreational netting in the Emsstom Angling Zone?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 4?








Section 3: Seeking Your Views – MCRS and Soak Times of Nets (at sea)

The introduction of additional Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes (MCRS) and a maximum soak time of nets (at sea) could be applied to both commercial and recreational netting permits. The Members of the B&PSC are seeking your views on both topics. The inclusion of MCRS for the species set out below could be limited to the proposed commercial netting within the Salcombe Estuary or potentially applied across the whole District.

Topic 5: Introducing Additional Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes

The current Netting Permit Conditions do include Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes (MCRS) for a range of shellfish species and include a MCRS for bass (42cm). In determining the proposal to open a commercial fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary, the Members of the B&PSC are proposing to implement a MCRS for grey mullet species and gilthead bream. A MCRS could be limited to the Salcombe Estuary or applied District wide.
There are different MCRS for finfish that apply around the coast and in different IFCA districts. The Byelaws (restrictions) that apply are of different ages, with some inherited from preceding Sea Fisheries Committees. The evidence used to introduce the different MCRS also varies.
D&S IFCA Officers will gather evidence relating to sexual maturity and examine the different approaches used to determine the most appropriate MCRS and report this to the B&PSC. However, your view is welcomed as set out in the questions below.
 
Topic 5: Your Response – MCRS for Grey Mullet Species & Gilthead Bream

Grey Mullet Species 





1.	What is your view on introducing MCRS for grey mullet species in the Netting Permit Conditions?


2.	What is your view on applying the MCRS to:





a) the net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary as proposed in Topic 1; or
b) the whole District? 





3.	What is your view on applying a generic MCRS for grey mullet or applying different MCRSs for each of the grey mullet species? (thin lipped, thick lipped and golden grey mullet).


4.	What in your view should the size or sizes be and why?


5.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


6.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


7.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any.

Gilthead Bream 





8.	What is your view on introducing MCRS for gilthead bream into the Netting Permit Conditions?


9.	What is your view on applying the MCRS to:





a) the net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary as proposed in Topic 1; or
b) to the whole District? 





10.	What in your view should the MCRS for gilthead bream be and why?


11.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


12.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


13.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any.
Do you have any other comments relating to topic 5?

Topic 6: Soak Times for Nets (at sea)

This is the final topic in this formal netting consultation.

Lost, discarded, and abandoned gear is a significant environmental concern to many, and the B&PSC has been informed that there has been an increase in reports relating to this issue. Abandoned, lost, or discarded fishing gear is associated with sensitive species entanglements and ghost fishing, and tackling this issue is recognised in the draft Bass and Crab and Lobster Fisheries Management Plans.
The B&PSC has recognised that Officers will explore funding opportunities to help with retrieval and disposal and the Members of the B&PSC have agreed that it would be appropriate for D&S IFCA to address the issue through the Netting Permit Conditions. 





*	The B&PSC is proposing to introduce a maximum soak time for nets.





If the Permit Holder, who is operating the net is identifiable, it would be their responsibility to retrieve the net. The national roll out of vessel monitoring will assist monitoring and enforcement of any such measure applied to Category One Netting Permit Conditions.

Topic 6: Your Response – Maximum Soak Times for Nets 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed introduction of maximum soak times for nets at sea?


2.	What is your view on what would be the maximum soak time for nets and why?


3.	What is your view on applying this permit condition to both the commercial and recreational netting sector?


4.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


5.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


6.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


7.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 6?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any

What do we do with your information – Privacy Policy.
We protect any personal data that you may provide. Any personal data submitted in this information collecting process will not be shared with other organisations or placed in the public domain. The content of responses will be summarised and anonymised where appropriate for documenting in reports that will be presented to the Byelaw & Permitting Sub-Committee and published on our website.
D&S IFCA has a privacy policy which can be found by visiting our website (home page) www.devonandsevernifca.gov.uk 





*	You can change your preferences at any time.


*	We have a duty to consult with D&S IFCA Permit Holders.


*	You can manage your preferences by contacting D&S IFCA. 





Background Reports & Papers (Links) and keeping you informed.
Reports and Officers’ papers of most significance to this review of the Netting Permit Conditions are available on D&S IFCA’s website: 





*	The Authority Meetings Tab


*	Section B of the D&S IFCA Website Resource Library





We regularly post information about our work on our website/Facebook. Direct communication is often the best way to help you stay informed about our work and to highlight the opportunities for you to have your say on a range of topics or issues. If you are not already on our mailing list, then you can get yourself added by contacting D&S IFCA. You will then be directly notified of all our consultations.
End. 


  


  _____  



[1] A bass authorisation for netting from the Marine Management Organisation is required.
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Re: Review of the Devon and Severn IFCA's Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Jeremy Mantle

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Re Netting in Salcombe Estuary.


I have two concerns 


Firstly, I find it hard to believe that a bass bycatch mortality of just under 19% is deemed acceptable in a designated nursery area.


Secondly, gilthead catches are getting worse as a result of unrestricted netting outside the Estuary. Allowing netting in the Estuary could have a major impact on gilthead stocks particularly as there are no limits to size of fish or catch.


Are mullet really of interest to commercial fishermen?


I am a recreational angler living in the area with a recreational pot license


Regards


Jeremy Mantle





Sent from Outlook for Android


  _____  



From: Devon and Severn IFCA <consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk>
Sent: Friday, December 1, 2023 2:52:04 PM
To: jeremy_mantle@hotmail.com <jeremy_mantle@hotmail.com>
Subject: Review of the Devon and Severn IFCA's Netting Permit Conditions 


 


Formal Public Consultation Proposals 
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Review of the Netting Permit Conditions

Formal Public Consultation Proposals





*	Amendments to Commercial Permit Conditions (Category One)


*	Amendments to Recreational Permit Conditions (Category Two)








What is this about?

D&S IFCA is inviting you to respond to the formal public consultation on proposed amendments to existing commercial and recreational Netting Permit Conditions. To make changes to the Permit Conditions, D&S IFCA must follow a process that includes formal public consultation.
We are directly contacting everyone on our (email) mailing list to lay out how to respond. We are also  writing to permit holders that have not provided us with an email address. Your view is important, and we also encourage you to forward this information or to notify others that may have an interest in the formal public consultation. 
All stakeholders (for example fishermen with permits, recreational anglers, organisations, or anyone with an interest in the marine environment) can respond to each part of this formal public consultation (sections 1, 2 and 3) even if they do not conduct commercial or recreational netting within the D&S IFCA’s District.  Information is available on the D&S IFCA’s website to support this formal public consultation together with details on how you can respond. The formal public consultation begins on 1st December 2023 and will end on 19th January 2024. This circular includes a privacy notice relating to the protection of personal information.

Summary of Proposed Changes

Each of the proposed changes are explained in more detail within this circular; however in summary, the formal public consultation focuses on the following:

Proposed Changes: Commercial fishermen using nets. 





*	The opening of a six-month fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary (subject to range of management measures).


*	The prohibition of commercial netting in the area defined as the Emsstrom Angling Code of Conduct, in the Torbay area.  





Proposed Changes: Recreational fishermen using nets. 





*	This includes a series of changes including the introduction of bag limits, an increase in the authorised net length, and requirements relating to combining nets (from a single vessel).


*	The prohibition of recreational netting in the area defined in the Emsstrom Angling Code of Conduct, in the Torbay area.  





 
Other Content - Seeking Your Views:

This formal public consultation will also gather your views on the following: 





*	Maximum soak times for nets at sea to address the issue of abandoned or lost gear.


*	The introduction of Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes for selected finfish species.





The Process for Change

The Permit Conditions are flexible and can be amended by following the process set out in the Netting Permit Byelaw. The D&S IFCA’s Byelaw and Permitting Sub-Committee (B&PSC) has the responsibility of reviewing the management of fishing activities and byelaw permit conditions. A list of B&PSC Members can be found on D&S IFCA’s website or by clicking here.

Information provided to the B&PSC

During this review, the B&PSC has been presented with information and evidence, including the documented findings of previous engagement work (pre-consultation responses gathered from 19th May 2023 to 30th June 2023). At Sub-Committee meetings held in public on 31st August 2023 and 16th November 2023, Members of the B&PSC determined what would be proposed in the formal public consultation that may result in changes to the Netting Permit Conditions. Officers’ papers, reports and the minutes from B&PSC meetings are published on D&S IFCA’s website (Authority Meetings Tab and Section B of the website Resource Library).
The findings of this formal public consultation will be documented and discussed by the Members of the B&PSC before any changes are made to the Netting Permit Conditions.  If changes are agreed, by the B&PSC they will come into force during 2024.

Your Response

We have included some prompts to help you set out your response, but this is not a questionnaire. Your response can be as detailed as you wish and relate to all or any of the proposed changes. We very much encourage you to explain the reasons for your views and provide supporting information, if you have any, so that all the information can be considered in the decision-making process.
Responses sent by email or letters are preferred, however you can also telephone us or meet with us in person if you prefer.
It is useful for us if every response contains the following information: 





1.	Your name and contact details (if not already on our mailing list).


2.	What interest do you (or your organisation) have in netting activity and this review?


3.	How were you made aware of this formal public consultation? (e.g., by this circular, D&S IFCA’s website, D&S IFCA Facebook, from someone else, or other source).





Sending in your response/contacting us 





1.	Contact us via email – consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk


2.	Write to us: D&S IFCA, Brixham Laboratory, Freshwater Quarry, Brixham, TQ5 8BA.


3.	Call us to find out more about the formal consultation – 01803 854648 (Extension 856)





*	This information gathering exercise begins on 1st December 2023 and ends on 19th January 2024.








The Proposed Changes – Detailed Information

The proposed changes are split into three sections and are accompanied with the B&PSC’s rationale for change. The first section focusses on commercial netting, the second section relates to recreational netting, and the final section is to seek your views on potential changes, that are not as yet clearly defined, but may be introduced and potentially apply to both fishing sectors.

Section 1: Changes Relevant to Commercial Netting Activity (Category One Netting Permits)

Topic 1: The opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary

The Salcombe Estuary is located on the south coast of Devon, between Bolt Head and Prawle Point. The Salcombe Estuary is a ria (having very little freshwater input). The current Netting Permit Conditions (introduced in 2018) define the extent of this estuary and to the landward of the closing line (Splatcove Point to Limebury Point) no fixed or drift netting is permitted.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing the opening of a fixed net fishery to target grey mullet species, with a bycatch of bass, gilthead bream and a few other fish species. The bycatch of bass can only be landed in January.
The Members of the B&PSC are aware that Salcombe Estuary is a bass nursery area (active between 30th April and 1st January), and that other legislation is applicable including a requirement for commercial fishermen to have an authorisation from the Marine Management Organisation to catch, retain, and land bass.  National legislation prohibits any bass to be taken commercially or recreationally in February and March.

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The rationale of the B&PSC Members for the opening of a fixed net fishery within the Salcombe Estuary is as follows: 





*	That the B&PSC considers that a mortality rate of 18.8% of bass, caught during the netting trials within Salcombe Estuary is acceptable.





  





*	That the B&PSC recognises a reported decline in profitability in pot fisheries.





  





*	That the B&PSC supports providing opportunities for commercial fishermen to diversify and boost their winter income by participating in a limited netting fishery within the Salcombe Estuary.





  





*	That the B&PSC recognises that sea trout are present at an unknown scale, for feeding purposes, in the Salcombe Estuary but it is not a known migratory route.








The Proposed Management Measures (A to J): 





1.	The maximum size of vessel shall be six metres in overall length.


2.	The net fishery will be open from 1st October to 31st March.


3.	The net fishery will include the whole of Salcombe Estuary within the current estuary closing line.


4.	Bass caught in fixed nets within Salcombe Estuary during January can be landed[1] providing the bass is above 42cm in length.


5.	A maximum of two nets can be fished from a permitted vessel in the Salcombe Estuary.


6.	Each net shall not exceed 200 metres in length.


7.	The minimum mesh size for each net is 100 mm.


8.	The maximum soak time for each net is 60 minutes.


9.	All vessels must have a IVMS unit fitted that is fully functioning at all times.


10.	All nets must be tagged (potentially blue tooth sensors placed on each end of the nets).





Note: D&S IFCA’s Officers have been tasked to test the performance of electronic tags in an estuary setting and will report this information to the B&PSC.
The Members of the B&PSC are also seeking your views on their proposal to introduce minimum conservation reference sizes (MCRS) for mullet species and gilthead bream, which is detailed in section 3 (topic 5).

Topic 1: Your Response – Fixed netting in the Salcombe Estuary:

You can choose how to set out your response; however, the following questions (any or all) act as prompts and may help you set out your response and may help Officers to collate your views. Please provide any information that may support your view. 





1.	What is your specific interest in Salcombe Estuary?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively) financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively), by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 1?





Topic 2: A Prohibition of Commercial Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone

The MV Emsstrom is a 77m vessel which sank in 2013 approximately 2.5 nautical miles east - northeast of Hopes Nose, Torquay in 23m of water. In recognition of the significance of the MV Emsstrom to the local recreational sea angling (RSA) community, the Authority established this site as one of the Angling Zones using the boundaries set up by the original exclusion zone. The code of conduct introduced voluntary restrictions to exclude recreational and commercial netting and potting, leaving the relatively small area open to anglers and divers.  Members of the B&PSC are aware that, despite the voluntary code of conduct, commercial netting activity is now taking place on the wreck.
Members of the B&PSC are proposing that all netting activity (commercial and recreational) is prohibited in the area defined as the Emsstrom Wreck Angling Zone. This would be reflected in the Netting Permit Conditions. The co-ordinates of the site as are as follows:

50° 28.17’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.76’ W
50° 28.03’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.97’ W
 
B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The B&PSC has taken the view that it is not economically vital to the commercial sector to continue netting on the wreck. The voluntary code is not being recognised and therefore the voluntary measures should be replaced with enforceable measures as conditions in the Netting Permit Conditions.

Topic 2: Your Response – A Prohibition of Commercial Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone:

The questions below may help you with your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed prohibition of commercial netting in the Emsstom Angling Zone?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 2?





Section 2: Changes Relevant to Recreational Netting Activity (Category Two Netting Permits)

Topic 3: Net length (at sea), Bag Limits and Combining Nets

The current recreational netting permits authorise the use of one net at sea that must not exceed 25 metres in length, which must be clearly marked and tagged. The recreational netting permit conditions also include bag limits for shellfish species (lobster, spiny lobster, edible crab, and spider crab). Recreational netters can take sand eel at sea and in an estuary (a single seine net of 20 metres in length is authorised within an estuary), but there is no bag limit in place for sand eel.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing to increase the length of net that can be used at sea from 25 metres to 50 metres. The recreational netting permit conditions will clarify that the length of net excludes any attachments. The Members of the B&PSC are proposing to introduce bag limits for sand eel and selected finfish species to add to the shellfish bag limits that are already in place. The bag limits will apply per permit holder, per calendar day.
Some recreational netters work with others that also have a recreational netting permit, such as friends or family members and operate from the same vessel. It is possible for recreational netters to work together on a single vessel. It is possible to join nets together to make longer lengths, providing all recreational permit holders are present and tags are used as required. D&S IFCA has produced Policy & Clarification documentation relating to the use of multiple recreational netting permits on a single vessel.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing that recreational netters should be able to work nets together from a single vessel and combine the nets; however, this would be limited to a maximum joined length of 100 metres.

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

At the time of writing, there are 64 Category Two (recreational) permits that are valid. The Members of the B&PSC recognise that the needs of commercial and recreational netters are different and the existing measures for recreational netters are relatively restrictive. The current bag limit for shellfish was an Authority decision and based on a reasonable take for personal consumption. The level of crab and lobster that can be removed each calendar day has been applied across other recreational permits – potting and diving. The proposed Mobile Fishing Permit Byelaw (currently undergoing quality assurance) includes a recreational bag limit for sand eel taken by a sand eel trawl of 15kg per calendar day, and  this is  an opportunity to be consistent by amending the recreational netting permit conditions. The Members of the B&PSC also recognise that the number of plaice and rays being proposed as a bag limit aligns with the level set in the Skerries Bank Angling Code of Conduct.
Regarding groups of species, the B&PSC has accepted that a tighter definition of species is not required, for example, sole will include dover sole, lemon sole, and sand sole. The same approach applies for ray species. Members recognised that national restrictions for small eyed ray are only applicable to commercial fishers. The B&PSC considers the proposals to represent a balanced package of management measures for those conducting netting on a recreational basis.

Topic 3: The Proposed Management Measures: 





1.	A maximum length of net of 50 metres per permit holder.


2.	Combined nets will be a maximum of 100 metres in total length.


3.	10 plaice per permit holder, per calendar day.


4.	3 rays (any species) per permit holder, per calendar day.


5.	5 sole (any species) per permit holder, per calendar day.


6.	A limit of 15kg for sand eel per permit holder, per calendar day.





(The Permit Conditions will be amended to clarify that net lengths do not include attachments)

Topic 3: Your Response – Net length (at sea), Bag Limits and Combining Nets

The following questions may help you set out your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed management measures for recreational netting?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 3?





Topic 4: A Prohibition of Recreational Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone

The MV Emsstrom is a 77m vessel which sank in 2013 approximately 2.5 nautical miles east - northeast of Hopes Nose, Torquay in 23m of water. In recognition of the significance of the MV Emsstrom to the local recreational sea angling (RSA) community the Authority established this site as one of the Angling Zones using the boundaries set up by the original exclusion zone. The code of conduct introduced voluntary restrictions to exclude recreational and commercial netting and potting, leaving the relatively small area open to anglers and divers.   Members of the B&PSC are aware that, despite the voluntary code of conduct, commercial netting activity is now taking place on the wreck.
Members of the B&PSC are proposing that all netting activity (recreational and commercial) is prohibited in the area defined as the Emsstrom Wreck Angling Zone. This would be reflected in the Netting Permit Conditions. The co-ordinates of the site as are as follows:
50° 28.17’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.76’ W
50° 28.03’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.97’ W

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The voluntary code is not being adhered to and therefore the voluntary measures should be replaced with enforceable measures as conditions in the Netting Permit Conditions. The Members of the B&PSC have taken the view that if the site is potentially restricted to commercial netting, the same should apply to the recreational netting sector.

Topic 4: Your Response – A Prohibition of Recreational Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone:

The questions below may help you with your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed prohibition of recreational netting in the Emsstom Angling Zone?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 4?








Section 3: Seeking Your Views – MCRS and Soak Times of Nets (at sea)

The introduction of additional Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes (MCRS) and a maximum soak time of nets (at sea) could be applied to both commercial and recreational netting permits. The Members of the B&PSC are seeking your views on both topics. The inclusion of MCRS for the species set out below could be limited to the proposed commercial netting within the Salcombe Estuary or potentially applied across the whole District.

Topic 5: Introducing Additional Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes

The current Netting Permit Conditions do include Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes (MCRS) for a range of shellfish species and include a MCRS for bass (42cm). In determining the proposal to open a commercial fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary, the Members of the B&PSC are proposing to implement a MCRS for grey mullet species and gilthead bream. A MCRS could be limited to the Salcombe Estuary or applied District wide.
There are different MCRS for finfish that apply around the coast and in different IFCA districts. The Byelaws (restrictions) that apply are of different ages, with some inherited from preceding Sea Fisheries Committees. The evidence used to introduce the different MCRS also varies.
D&S IFCA Officers will gather evidence relating to sexual maturity and examine the different approaches used to determine the most appropriate MCRS and report this to the B&PSC. However, your view is welcomed as set out in the questions below.
 
Topic 5: Your Response – MCRS for Grey Mullet Species & Gilthead Bream

Grey Mullet Species 





1.	What is your view on introducing MCRS for grey mullet species in the Netting Permit Conditions?


2.	What is your view on applying the MCRS to:





a) the net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary as proposed in Topic 1; or
b) the whole District? 





3.	What is your view on applying a generic MCRS for grey mullet or applying different MCRSs for each of the grey mullet species? (thin lipped, thick lipped and golden grey mullet).


4.	What in your view should the size or sizes be and why?


5.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


6.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


7.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any.

Gilthead Bream 





8.	What is your view on introducing MCRS for gilthead bream into the Netting Permit Conditions?


9.	What is your view on applying the MCRS to:





a) the net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary as proposed in Topic 1; or
b) to the whole District? 





10.	What in your view should the MCRS for gilthead bream be and why?


11.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


12.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


13.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any.
Do you have any other comments relating to topic 5?

Topic 6: Soak Times for Nets (at sea)

This is the final topic in this formal netting consultation.

Lost, discarded, and abandoned gear is a significant environmental concern to many, and the B&PSC has been informed that there has been an increase in reports relating to this issue. Abandoned, lost, or discarded fishing gear is associated with sensitive species entanglements and ghost fishing, and tackling this issue is recognised in the draft Bass and Crab and Lobster Fisheries Management Plans.
The B&PSC has recognised that Officers will explore funding opportunities to help with retrieval and disposal and the Members of the B&PSC have agreed that it would be appropriate for D&S IFCA to address the issue through the Netting Permit Conditions. 





*	The B&PSC is proposing to introduce a maximum soak time for nets.





If the Permit Holder, who is operating the net is identifiable, it would be their responsibility to retrieve the net. The national roll out of vessel monitoring will assist monitoring and enforcement of any such measure applied to Category One Netting Permit Conditions.

Topic 6: Your Response – Maximum Soak Times for Nets 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed introduction of maximum soak times for nets at sea?


2.	What is your view on what would be the maximum soak time for nets and why?


3.	What is your view on applying this permit condition to both the commercial and recreational netting sector?


4.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


5.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


6.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


7.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 6?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any

What do we do with your information – Privacy Policy.
We protect any personal data that you may provide. Any personal data submitted in this information collecting process will not be shared with other organisations or placed in the public domain. The content of responses will be summarised and anonymised where appropriate for documenting in reports that will be presented to the Byelaw & Permitting Sub-Committee and published on our website.
D&S IFCA has a privacy policy which can be found by visiting our website (home page) www.devonandsevernifca.gov.uk 





*	You can change your preferences at any time.


*	We have a duty to consult with D&S IFCA Permit Holders.


*	You can manage your preferences by contacting D&S IFCA. 





Background Reports & Papers (Links) and keeping you informed.
Reports and Officers’ papers of most significance to this review of the Netting Permit Conditions are available on D&S IFCA’s website: 





*	The Authority Meetings Tab


*	Section B of the D&S IFCA Website Resource Library





We regularly post information about our work on our website/Facebook. Direct communication is often the best way to help you stay informed about our work and to highlight the opportunities for you to have your say on a range of topics or issues. If you are not already on our mailing list, then you can get yourself added by contacting D&S IFCA. You will then be directly notified of all our consultations.
End. 


  


  _____  



[1] A bass authorisation for netting from the Marine Management Organisation is required.


	


Devon and Severn Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority 
Brixham Laboratory 
Freshwater Quarry 
Brixham
Devon
TQ5 8BA

Want to change how you receive these emails?
You can update your preferences or unsubscribe from this list.

  	




















This email was sent to jeremy_mantle@hotmail.com 
why did I get this?    unsubscribe from this list    update subscription preferences 
Devon & Severn IFCA · Brixham Laboratory · Freshwater Quarry · Brixham, Devon TQ5 8BA · United Kingdom 
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Consultation response on Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Chris Cheeseman

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear IFCA








Thank you for sending details of this consultation.












I am a recreational angler and my netting permit covers the use of either of two small sand eel nets, one 10m long and the other 20m long with graduated mesh size.  These are used exclusively in the River Avon estuary at Bantham.  I only take what I need when using a net to obtain sand eels for bait, no more than 100 eels, weighing in total a maximum of approximately 500g, for each fishing session.  The surplus, if there is any, is returned immediately.  This year I made only six visits to fish, either from the shore or by boat just off shore outside the nursery area.  As far as I can see from the details you have provided, the proposed changes will not impact in any way on my recreational activity.  I would support all of them.   












I am a staunch supporter of any measures to conserve our often over-exploited fish stocks, having campaigned for years for the introduction of bass conservation measures.  Regrettably, I often see people flouting the rules, in particular ignoring the rule on minimum landing size (which I believe should be increased to 45cm to allow them more time to breed) and catching bass from boats inside the nursery areas, claiming that they are fishing for other species.  This seems to be a very grey area in the legislation.  It is also not uncommon to see small fleets of fishermen on jet skis targetting bass shoals in Bigbury Bay, obviously for commercial gain.  The conservation measures for bass in the recent past were beginning to produce a turn around in the population of the species.  However, we are starting to see evidence that they are being over exploited again.  It is reassuring to see that you are trying to keep the conservation measures fit for purpose but there are still some other issues which require your attention.












With kind regards,












Chris Cheeseman



















Dr C L Cheeseman





St Annes





Brownshill





Stroud





Glos





GL6 8AP
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Strong Objection to Proposed Amendments to Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Louis Hogan

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear D&S IFCA,





I hope this email finds you well. I am writing in response to the formal public consultation on proposed amendments to existing Commercial and Recreational Netting Permit Conditions. After carefully reviewing the details provided in your letter dated December 1, 2023, I feel compelled to express my strong disagreement with certain proposed changes, particularly those related to commercial fishermen using nets in the Salcombe-Kingsbridge Estuary.





As a resident of Kingsbridge and an avid enthusiast of recreational fishing, I believe in the importance of responsible and sustainable practices to ensure the well-being of our marine environment. While I appreciate the need for effective management measures, I am apprehensive about some of the proposed changes, specifically the opening of a six-month fixed net fishery within the Salcombe-Kingsbridge Estuary. As you well know, this area holds significant value as a nursery ground for Seabass. I am aware already of the unlawful netting that occurs in the Estuary from your own findings presented at the South Devon AONB's Estuary Forum and so believe allowing further netting may exacerbate the effects of this activity. As you also know, netting activities, if not regulated properly, can lead to unintended consequences, adversely affecting the marine life in the estuary - I am very much AGAINST the opening of a six-month fixed next fishery with the Salcombe-Kingsbridge Estuary.





I urge you to reconsider the proposed changes and take into account the potential negative consequences on the Salcombe Estuary's nursery ground for Seabass, and whether these changes contradict the goals and objectives laid out in your BASS Compliance Direction of which I overwhelmingly support. 





I have always appreciated the invaluable work of the D&S IFCA, however this proposed amendment is very disappointing to read and I very much hope it does not go through.





Thank you, 





Louis Hogan





And as requested:





1.	What interest do you (or your organisation) have in netting activity and this review? - I work in marine conservation and have a deep interest in preserving and improving the South West's marine ecosystem. 





	How were you made aware of this formal public consultation? - I frequently look on your official website for updates. 
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Review of the Devon and Severn IFCA's Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Harbour Master

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Good morning,





 





In response to this consultation I have no objections to the proposals.





 





Kindest regards





 





Georgina  





 





Capt.Georgina Carlo-Paat MBE











Ilfracombe Harbour Master





Mobile:     07775 532606





Landline: 01271 862108





 





 





This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they are addressed. If you have received this e-mail in error please notify North Devon Council ICT Unit. E-mail is inherently insecure without specific security measures being taken. In essence we cannot guarantee the safe and private delivery of all e-mail, both outbound and inbound, due to the complexity and nature of the networks that it may utilise. Please bear this in mind when sending critical or sensitive information. The views in this message are personal and are not necessarily those of North Devon Council. Senders and recipients of email should be aware that under UK Data Protection and Freedom of Information legislation these contents may have to be disclosed in response to a request. Under the Regulation of Investigatory Powers Act 2000, Lawful Business Practice Regulations, any e-mail sent to or from this address may be accessed by someone other than the recipient for system management and security purposes. The statutory name of this council is North Devon District Council. 
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Topic 2: and 4: A Prohibition of Commercial and  Netting - Emsstrom Angling Zone

		From

		Peter Grimsey

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Olga





 





1.	I am a sports diver who has dived on the Emsstrom four or five times this year, and at least once a year in the previous five years.


2.	I will benefit from the ban. Any netting abandoned on the wreck is a hazard to divers particularly in the low visibility that occurs around the Emsstrom. It will also make it a more interesting dive site with more chance of taking home the odd crab or lobster. 


3.	There are several abandoned pots on the Emsstrom that are filled with crabs and lobsters but I don’t think any nets are currently snagged on the wreck.


4.	In the relatively short time since the wreck sank it has attracted good numbers of crab, lobster, conger eel and pollock and the numbers are increasing. Many of the crabs and lobsters are considerably older than the wreck itself and I have seen several berried crabs an lobster on the wreck so it is now becoming a breeding ground.  There are also lots of small scallops around the wreck. Whilst most of the scallops are bellow legal size, they are growing each year. It is also starting to gather fan coral and plumose anemone. The tides and the plankton that occur in the area this provide plenty of nutrition for the marine life that make their home on the wreck, but this is also the reason that the underwater visibility is generally poor.


5.	It would be great if all commercial fishing could be banned around the wreck but that is probably too much to ask. I would also be interested in helping to retrieve the abandoned pots and lines that form a hazard to divers and marine life, but the pots are too heavy to lift without a winch.





 





Hope that helps





 





Peter Grimsey
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Salcombe Estuary.

		From

		Owen Perkins

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I wish to object most strongly to the proposal to allow netting in the Salcombe Estuary for the following reasons:





The estuary is a bass nursery. There is no possible way that netting and a bass nursery can be compatible.


I believe a similar fishery was stopped in the Exe estuary as it was seen that mullet were being used as a cover for catching, mainly juvenile, bass.





There is a growing population of gilt head bream in Salcombe which would be seriously threatened if this proposal were to go ahead.





Bass are a protected species. Even if this proposal is aimed at catching mullet, there is little doubt that bass would be caught in large numbers causing significant damage to the population of juvenile bass.





Owen Perkins
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Netting!!!

		From

		Phil Mingo

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Hi all





As a local to Kingsbridge estuary, I am horrified to hear that they may reintroduce netting of any kind back into the estuary. As a keen shore angler, I personally fish for mullet, bream, ray, flounder and bass depending on season. I also primarily fish catch and release, only retaining a few bream for the table.





I have seen a steady increase in bass numbers in the estuary since the ban was introduced. Also the number of bream and their size has increased.


Also this year large number of immature bream. A great sign that the ecological system is good at this time.





The numbers of mullet have also increased and there generally of a better size.





I along with many anglers have seen what happens to the entire stock of fish within the estuary once the netting takes place, legal or illegal. It simply plummets!!





If the area is deemed a "bass nursery " how in this world can netting be reintroduced. We all know that the commercial boys say that they are fishing for mullet but in reality it's the bass that make the money! I understand that they need to make a living but the amount of money that 100 anglers put into the local economy a week fishing the estuary, buying bait, tackle, food for the trip and so on would far outway the short term peak the commercials would create. 





In short, no fish in the estuary system would be devastating for hundreds of anglers who come from far and wide to fish with friends and family. Compared to the benefit half a dozen commercial people lining their pockets in the short term.





I truly hope that the Angling Trust and oghers can ensure that no netting takes place in our amazing estuary ever again. 





Phil Mingo 
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Proposed salcombe estuary commercial netting

		From

		Michael Fox

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir/Madam


I hereby writing this email to express my concerns and anger about the proposed commercial netting in the salcombe estuary. 


I, as a recreational angler enjoy fishing the estuary and it is a marine habit for many different species.


I find it hard to believe that in this day and age,you would even be contemplating going ahead with these proposals. 


Unfortunately netting is not a selective way of targeting a certain species and will wipe out the whole river of most fish.


It is not just commercial fisherman who should be allowed to decide what happens to fishing within certain areas/boundaries, all for the sake of making a few extra pounds.


I hope ,you as a governing body can take into consideration the opinions of recreational anglers when this vote is made.


Kind Regards 


Michael Fox 
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Salcombe fishery

		From

		Keith Bunney

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



As a recreational angler of the Salcombe estuary I find the proposed changes to allow netting to take place in the estuary to be a worrying backward step in terms of fish stock and habitat protection. 


I would like to be informed of any future consultation,  meetings,  forums and would hope the process takes on board recreational anglers views .


Regards


Keith Bunney 
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Consultation Response to Kingsbridge Estuary Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		scott.smy

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Good Afternoon,





I am writing to you to lodge my formal objection to the consultation that is currently taking place to change netting permit conditions in the Kingsbridge Estuary. I do not agree that netting should once again be allowed to take place legally in this environment. 





Having fished the said Estuary for in excess of 20 years for both Flounder in the Winter and Gilthead Bream in the Summer, there has been a marked reduction in both species over the years.





Allowing netting to occur legally in the Estuary will have a disastrous effect on this vitally important marine habitat and lead to the decimation of stocks of Flounder, Mullet and Bream. Most anglers I know now return most of the fish they catch in order to maintain what few fish stocks are left. To see netting legally allowed would undo any progress made in terms of trying to maintain such stocks. The entire Kingsbridge Estuary should be dedicated as a marine conservation zone, operating on a catch and release basis only. This would be very much supported by myself and fellow anglers.





Regards








Scott Smy











Sent from my Galaxy
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Netting in kingsbridge 

		From

		Keith Wheeler

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I think it is appalling that they are thinking about netting the Eastrys  I know they have to make a living but come on lads it’s a big ocean out there let the fish breed and let us shore fishermen have some fun 


Sent from my iPhone
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Proposals for changes in netting laws on the Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Dominic Garnett

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Hello there, 
I would just like to express my views on the proposed changes coming in. I am a recreational sea angler and journalist. 

Personally, I am baffled as to why you would let nets back into the estuary. This has been a success story- as have the other nursery areas and net free zones in Devon. The evidence is clear that these zones work. I've gone from catching very little, to catching far more bass, flounder and other species in recent years. Why jeopardise that?  




What really angers a lot of us in the recreational sector is that netsmen and commercial fishers seem to hold sway in way that is vastly inflated when you look at their value and the hard facts. Recreational angling is worth FIVE times the commercial sector nationally. In the case of bass, we are worth twenty times the commercial sector.  Is it really too much to ask that we at least protect areas where fish spawn and migrate? 






Nets are indiscriminate. They not only catch the desired species, but are also a threat to other species, including those that have been in sharp decline.  

I would urge you to keep the Salcombe estuary a fully protected area. Making it a 100% catch and release fishery would be even better. Having decent fish stocks brings countless anglers to Devon every year- I know this personally, as someone who both fishes and who promotes fishing through various articles, blogs and online content. Why do we continue to prioritise the minority (the commercial sector) when the clear benefits are with recreational fishing? We are more numerous, more profitable and more sustainable - and that is not an opinion, but hard fact. 

Please keep our estuaries protected from nets! This really should not be too much to ask- and allowing them back could have a far greater long term cost than you realise. Bass, in particular, are slow-growing and only just recovering after decades of mismanagement. Populations are also highly localised and not easy to replace where exploited. Why not give them maximum protection where we can?  

Thank you for listening, 

Dominic Garnett 
(Devon-based fishing guide and Angling Times journalist)  
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Proposed changes within Salcombe estuary

		From

		Tony Morris

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



From Tony Morris-Wembury


I am a recreational angler who responsibly fishes with a rod and line in the Salcombe estuary


I would like to comment that I find it incredible that you would even consider allowing commercial or recreational netting to be carried out in the Salcombe estuary at a time when there is huge concern over stock levels of all species but especially those of the bass in this nursery. There is no doubt that netting will kill fish and even with your quoted mortality rate it will still have a hugely negative effect. 


As guardians of nature I would expect that the thought of netting in this SSI/Nursery would be instantly dismissed by yourselves.


As a responsible angler who does all I can to protect fish stocks I disagree strongly with the proposed changes and hope beyond all hope that the proposed change is dismissed.


Thanks 


Tony
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Response to public consultation

		From

		John Smithson

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir/Madam,





As a keen angler who is concerned with the conservation of vulnerable fish stocks in the estuaries and rivers of Devon, I would like to object strongly to the proposed reintroduction of netting in certain areas. Not only would this damage fragile saltwater species (bass, mullet), but it would surely also endanger the precious few salmon and sea trout which are still present.





I am also puzzled by the concept of 'recreational netting'. What can that mean? It can't be for sport, or to provide food for the individual's family. Would this not just be an invitation to all and sundry to net the estuaries and dispose of the fish on the black market?





Yours sincerely,





Dr John Smithson
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RE: Review of the Devon and Severn IFCA's Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Harbourmaster

		To

		Consultation; Harbourmaster

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; harbourmaster@dartharbour.org



Good afternoon





 





The majority of these changes have minimal impact on Dart Harbour, other than Topic 6, so I will only provide a response to this part.





 





Best regards





Paul





 





Topic 6: Your Response – Maximum Soak Times for Nets 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed introduction of maximum soak times for nets at sea?  Dart Harbour regularly finds ghost nets in the Dart Estuary, which can damage moorings, cause additional workload and disposal costs, and cause injuries to wildlife.


2.	What is your view on what would be the maximum soak time for nets and why? Dart Harbour does not have the expertise to answer this question.


3.	What is your view on applying this permit condition to both the commercial and recreational netting sector? It would seem appropriate to apply it equally to both sectors – from the Harbour’s point of view if any net could be identified regardless of sectors then it would aid our enforcement. 


4.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?  Small positive impact due to reduced workload and disposal costs.


5.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?  Dart Harbour does not have the expertise to answer this question.


6.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?  If this measure reduces quantities of ghost nets, then there would be a significant environmental impact, both from reduction in tangling, but also a reduction in microplastic.


7.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 6?





 





 





Paul Britton





Harbourmaster & CEO





 











Dart Harbour & Navigation Authority





6 Oxford Street, Dartmouth, Devon, TQ6 9AL, 01803 832337





www.dartharbour.org        Harbour Guide  
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Review of the Netting Permit Conditions

Formal Public Consultation Proposals





*	Amendments to Commercial Permit Conditions (Category One)


*	Amendments to Recreational Permit Conditions (Category Two)






What is this about?

D&S IFCA is inviting you to respond to the formal public consultation on proposed amendments to existing commercial and recreational Netting Permit Conditions. To make changes to the Permit Conditions, D&S IFCA must follow a process that includes formal public consultation.
We are directly contacting everyone on our (email) mailing list to lay out how to respond. We are also  writing to permit holders that have not provided us with an email address. Your view is important, and we also encourage you to forward this information or to notify others that may have an interest in the formal public consultation. 
All stakeholders (for example fishermen with permits, recreational anglers, organisations, or anyone with an interest in the marine environment) can respond to each part of this formal public consultation (sections 1, 2 and 3) even if they do not conduct commercial or recreational netting within the D&S IFCA’s District.  Information is available on the D&S IFCA’s website to support this formal public consultation together with details on how you can respond. The formal public consultation begins on 1st December 2023 and will end on 19th January 2024. This circular includes a privacy notice relating to the protection of personal information.

Summary of Proposed Changes

Each of the proposed changes are explained in more detail within this circular; however in summary, the formal public consultation focuses on the following:

Proposed Changes: Commercial fishermen using nets. 





*	The opening of a six-month fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary (subject to range of management measures).


*	The prohibition of commercial netting in the area defined as the Emsstrom Angling Code of Conduct, in the Torbay area.  





Proposed Changes: Recreational fishermen using nets. 





*	This includes a series of changes including the introduction of bag limits, an increase in the authorised net length, and requirements relating to combining nets (from a single vessel).


*	The prohibition of recreational netting in the area defined in the Emsstrom Angling Code of Conduct, in the Torbay area.  





 
Other Content - Seeking Your Views:

This formal public consultation will also gather your views on the following: 





*	Maximum soak times for nets at sea to address the issue of abandoned or lost gear.


*	The introduction of Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes for selected finfish species.





The Process for Change

The Permit Conditions are flexible and can be amended by following the process set out in the Netting Permit Byelaw. The D&S IFCA’s Byelaw and Permitting Sub-Committee (B&PSC) has the responsibility of reviewing the management of fishing activities and byelaw permit conditions. A list of B&PSC Members can be found on D&S IFCA’s website or by clicking here.

Information provided to the B&PSC

During this review, the B&PSC has been presented with information and evidence, including the documented findings of previous engagement work (pre-consultation responses gathered from 19th May 2023 to 30th June 2023). At Sub-Committee meetings held in public on 31st August 2023 and 16th November 2023, Members of the B&PSC determined what would be proposed in the formal public consultation that may result in changes to the Netting Permit Conditions. Officers’ papers, reports and the minutes from B&PSC meetings are published on D&S IFCA’s website (Authority Meetings Tab and Section B of the website Resource Library).
The findings of this formal public consultation will be documented and discussed by the Members of the B&PSC before any changes are made to the Netting Permit Conditions.  If changes are agreed, by the B&PSC they will come into force during 2024.

Your Response

We have included some prompts to help you set out your response, but this is not a questionnaire. Your response can be as detailed as you wish and relate to all or any of the proposed changes. We very much encourage you to explain the reasons for your views and provide supporting information, if you have any, so that all the information can be considered in the decision-making process.
Responses sent by email or letters are preferred, however you can also telephone us or meet with us in person if you prefer.
It is useful for us if every response contains the following information: 





A.	Your name and contact details (if not already on our mailing list).


B.	What interest do you (or your organisation) have in netting activity and this review?


C.	How were you made aware of this formal public consultation? (e.g., by this circular, D&S IFCA’s website, D&S IFCA Facebook, from someone else, or other source).





Sending in your response/contacting us 





1.	Contact us via email – consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk


2.	Write to us: D&S IFCA, Brixham Laboratory, Freshwater Quarry, Brixham, TQ5 8BA.


3.	Call us to find out more about the formal consultation – 01803 854648 (Extension 856)





*	This information gathering exercise begins on 1st December 2023 and ends on 19th January 2024.






The Proposed Changes – Detailed Information

The proposed changes are split into three sections and are accompanied with the B&PSC’s rationale for change. The first section focusses on commercial netting, the second section relates to recreational netting, and the final section is to seek your views on potential changes, that are not as yet clearly defined, but may be introduced and potentially apply to both fishing sectors.

Section 1: Changes Relevant to Commercial Netting Activity (Category One Netting Permits)

Topic 1: The opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary

The Salcombe Estuary is located on the south coast of Devon, between Bolt Head and Prawle Point. The Salcombe Estuary is a ria (having very little freshwater input). The current Netting Permit Conditions (introduced in 2018) define the extent of this estuary and to the landward of the closing line (Splatcove Point to Limebury Point) no fixed or drift netting is permitted.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing the opening of a fixed net fishery to target grey mullet species, with a bycatch of bass, gilthead bream and a few other fish species. The bycatch of bass can only be landed in January.
The Members of the B&PSC are aware that Salcombe Estuary is a bass nursery area (active between 30th April and 1st January), and that other legislation is applicable including a requirement for commercial fishermen to have an authorisation from the Marine Management Organisation to catch, retain, and land bass.  National legislation prohibits any bass to be taken commercially or recreationally in February and March.

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The rationale of the B&PSC Members for the opening of a fixed net fishery within the Salcombe Estuary is as follows: 





*	That the B&PSC considers that a mortality rate of 18.8% of bass, caught during the netting trials within Salcombe Estuary is acceptable.





  





*	That the B&PSC recognises a reported decline in profitability in pot fisheries.





  





*	That the B&PSC supports providing opportunities for commercial fishermen to diversify and boost their winter income by participating in a limited netting fishery within the Salcombe Estuary.





  





*	That the B&PSC recognises that sea trout are present at an unknown scale, for feeding purposes, in the Salcombe Estuary but it is not a known migratory route.






The Proposed Management Measures (A to J): 





A.	The maximum size of vessel shall be six metres in overall length.


B.	The net fishery will be open from 1st October to 31st March.


C.	The net fishery will include the whole of Salcombe Estuary within the current estuary closing line.


D.	Bass caught in fixed nets within Salcombe Estuary during January can be landed[1] providing the bass is above 42cm in length.


E.	A maximum of two nets can be fished from a permitted vessel in the Salcombe Estuary.


F.	Each net shall not exceed 200 metres in length.


G.	The minimum mesh size for each net is 100 mm.


H.	The maximum soak time for each net is 60 minutes.


I.	All vessels must have a IVMS unit fitted that is fully functioning at all times.


J.	All nets must be tagged (potentially blue tooth sensors placed on each end of the nets).





Note: D&S IFCA’s Officers have been tasked to test the performance of electronic tags in an estuary setting and will report this information to the B&PSC.
The Members of the B&PSC are also seeking your views on their proposal to introduce minimum conservation reference sizes (MCRS) for mullet species and gilthead bream, which is detailed in section 3 (topic 5).

Topic 1: Your Response – Fixed netting in the Salcombe Estuary:

You can choose how to set out your response; however, the following questions (any or all) act as prompts and may help you set out your response and may help Officers to collate your views. Please provide any information that may support your view. 





1.	What is your specific interest in Salcombe Estuary?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively) financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively), by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 1?





Topic 2: A Prohibition of Commercial Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone

The MV Emsstrom is a 77m vessel which sank in 2013 approximately 2.5 nautical miles east - northeast of Hopes Nose, Torquay in 23m of water. In recognition of the significance of the MV Emsstrom to the local recreational sea angling (RSA) community, the Authority established this site as one of the Angling Zones using the boundaries set up by the original exclusion zone. The code of conduct introduced voluntary restrictions to exclude recreational and commercial netting and potting, leaving the relatively small area open to anglers and divers.  Members of the B&PSC are aware that, despite the voluntary code of conduct, commercial netting activity is now taking place on the wreck.
Members of the B&PSC are proposing that all netting activity (commercial and recreational) is prohibited in the area defined as the Emsstrom Wreck Angling Zone. This would be reflected in the Netting Permit Conditions. The co-ordinates of the site as are as follows:

50° 28.17’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.76’ W
50° 28.03’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.97’ W
 
B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The B&PSC has taken the view that it is not economically vital to the commercial sector to continue netting on the wreck. The voluntary code is not being recognised and therefore the voluntary measures should be replaced with enforceable measures as conditions in the Netting Permit Conditions.

Topic 2: Your Response – A Prohibition of Commercial Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone:

The questions below may help you with your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed prohibition of commercial netting in the Emsstom Angling Zone?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 2?





Section 2: Changes Relevant to Recreational Netting Activity (Category Two Netting Permits)

Topic 3: Net length (at sea), Bag Limits and Combining Nets

The current recreational netting permits authorise the use of one net at sea that must not exceed 25 metres in length, which must be clearly marked and tagged. The recreational netting permit conditions also include bag limits for shellfish species (lobster, spiny lobster, edible crab, and spider crab). Recreational netters can take sand eel at sea and in an estuary (a single seine net of 20 metres in length is authorised within an estuary), but there is no bag limit in place for sand eel.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing to increase the length of net that can be used at sea from 25 metres to 50 metres. The recreational netting permit conditions will clarify that the length of net excludes any attachments. The Members of the B&PSC are proposing to introduce bag limits for sand eel and selected finfish species to add to the shellfish bag limits that are already in place. The bag limits will apply per permit holder, per calendar day.
Some recreational netters work with others that also have a recreational netting permit, such as friends or family members and operate from the same vessel. It is possible for recreational netters to work together on a single vessel. It is possible to join nets together to make longer lengths, providing all recreational permit holders are present and tags are used as required. D&S IFCA has produced Policy & Clarification documentation relating to the use of multiple recreational netting permits on a single vessel.
The Members of the B&PSC are proposing that recreational netters should be able to work nets together from a single vessel and combine the nets; however, this would be limited to a maximum joined length of 100 metres.

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

At the time of writing, there are 64 Category Two (recreational) permits that are valid. The Members of the B&PSC recognise that the needs of commercial and recreational netters are different and the existing measures for recreational netters are relatively restrictive. The current bag limit for shellfish was an Authority decision and based on a reasonable take for personal consumption. The level of crab and lobster that can be removed each calendar day has been applied across other recreational permits – potting and diving. The proposed Mobile Fishing Permit Byelaw (currently undergoing quality assurance) includes a recreational bag limit for sand eel taken by a sand eel trawl of 15kg per calendar day, and  this is  an opportunity to be consistent by amending the recreational netting permit conditions. The Members of the B&PSC also recognise that the number of plaice and rays being proposed as a bag limit aligns with the level set in the Skerries Bank Angling Code of Conduct.
Regarding groups of species, the B&PSC has accepted that a tighter definition of species is not required, for example, sole will include dover sole, lemon sole, and sand sole. The same approach applies for ray species. Members recognised that national restrictions for small eyed ray are only applicable to commercial fishers. The B&PSC considers the proposals to represent a balanced package of management measures for those conducting netting on a recreational basis.

Topic 3: The Proposed Management Measures: 





A.	A maximum length of net of 50 metres per permit holder.


B.	Combined nets will be a maximum of 100 metres in total length.


C.	10 plaice per permit holder, per calendar day.


D.	3 rays (any species) per permit holder, per calendar day.


E.	5 sole (any species) per permit holder, per calendar day.


F.	A limit of 15kg for sand eel per permit holder, per calendar day.





(The Permit Conditions will be amended to clarify that net lengths do not include attachments)

Topic 3: Your Response – Net length (at sea), Bag Limits and Combining Nets

The following questions may help you set out your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed management measures for recreational netting?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 3?





Topic 4: A Prohibition of Recreational Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone

The MV Emsstrom is a 77m vessel which sank in 2013 approximately 2.5 nautical miles east - northeast of Hopes Nose, Torquay in 23m of water. In recognition of the significance of the MV Emsstrom to the local recreational sea angling (RSA) community the Authority established this site as one of the Angling Zones using the boundaries set up by the original exclusion zone. The code of conduct introduced voluntary restrictions to exclude recreational and commercial netting and potting, leaving the relatively small area open to anglers and divers.   Members of the B&PSC are aware that, despite the voluntary code of conduct, commercial netting activity is now taking place on the wreck.
Members of the B&PSC are proposing that all netting activity (recreational and commercial) is prohibited in the area defined as the Emsstrom Wreck Angling Zone. This would be reflected in the Netting Permit Conditions. The co-ordinates of the site as are as follows:
50° 28.17’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.76’ W
50° 28.03’ N    003° 24.86’ W             50° 28.10’ N    003° 24.97’ W

B&PSC’s Rationale for Change

The voluntary code is not being adhered to and therefore the voluntary measures should be replaced with enforceable measures as conditions in the Netting Permit Conditions. The Members of the B&PSC have taken the view that if the site is potentially restricted to commercial netting, the same should apply to the recreational netting sector.

Topic 4: Your Response – A Prohibition of Recreational Netting – Emsstrom Angling Zone:

The questions below may help you with your response and may help Officers to collate your views. 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed prohibition of recreational netting in the Emsstom Angling Zone?


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 4?






Section 3: Seeking Your Views – MCRS and Soak Times of Nets (at sea)

The introduction of additional Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes (MCRS) and a maximum soak time of nets (at sea) could be applied to both commercial and recreational netting permits. The Members of the B&PSC are seeking your views on both topics. The inclusion of MCRS for the species set out below could be limited to the proposed commercial netting within the Salcombe Estuary or potentially applied across the whole District.

Topic 5: Introducing Additional Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes

The current Netting Permit Conditions do include Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes (MCRS) for a range of shellfish species and include a MCRS for bass (42cm). In determining the proposal to open a commercial fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary, the Members of the B&PSC are proposing to implement a MCRS for grey mullet species and gilthead bream. A MCRS could be limited to the Salcombe Estuary or applied District wide.
There are different MCRS for finfish that apply around the coast and in different IFCA districts. The Byelaws (restrictions) that apply are of different ages, with some inherited from preceding Sea Fisheries Committees. The evidence used to introduce the different MCRS also varies.
D&S IFCA Officers will gather evidence relating to sexual maturity and examine the different approaches used to determine the most appropriate MCRS and report this to the B&PSC. However, your view is welcomed as set out in the questions below.
 
Topic 5: Your Response – MCRS for Grey Mullet Species & Gilthead Bream

Grey Mullet Species 





1.	What is your view on introducing MCRS for grey mullet species in the Netting Permit Conditions?


2.	What is your view on applying the MCRS to:





a) the net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary as proposed in Topic 1; or
b) the whole District? 





3.	What is your view on applying a generic MCRS for grey mullet or applying different MCRSs for each of the grey mullet species? (thin lipped, thick lipped and golden grey mullet).





4.	What in your view should the size or sizes be and why?





5.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?





6.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





7.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any.

Gilthead Bream 





8.	What is your view on introducing MCRS for gilthead bream into the Netting Permit Conditions?





9.	What is your view on applying the MCRS to:





a) the net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary as proposed in Topic 1; or
b) to the whole District? 





10.	What in your view should the MCRS for gilthead bream be and why?





11.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?





12.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





13.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any.
Do you have any other comments relating to topic 5?

Topic 6: Soak Times for Nets (at sea)

This is the final topic in this formal netting consultation.

Lost, discarded, and abandoned gear is a significant environmental concern to many, and the B&PSC has been informed that there has been an increase in reports relating to this issue. Abandoned, lost, or discarded fishing gear is associated with sensitive species entanglements and ghost fishing, and tackling this issue is recognised in the draft Bass and Crab and Lobster Fisheries Management Plans.
The B&PSC has recognised that Officers will explore funding opportunities to help with retrieval and disposal and the Members of the B&PSC have agreed that it would be appropriate for D&S IFCA to address the issue through the Netting Permit Conditions. 





*	The B&PSC is proposing to introduce a maximum soak time for nets.





If the Permit Holder, who is operating the net is identifiable, it would be their responsibility to retrieve the net. The national roll out of vessel monitoring will assist monitoring and enforcement of any such measure applied to Category One Netting Permit Conditions.

Topic 6: Your Response – Maximum Soak Times for Nets 





1.	What is your specific interest in the proposed introduction of maximum soak times for nets at sea?


2.	What is your view on what would be the maximum soak time for nets and why?


3.	What is your view on applying this permit condition to both the commercial and recreational netting sector?


4.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively), financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why?


5.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


6.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why?


7.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 6?





Please provide any supporting information or evidence if you have any

What do we do with your information – Privacy Policy.
We protect any personal data that you may provide. Any personal data submitted in this information collecting process will not be shared with other organisations or placed in the public domain. The content of responses will be summarised and anonymised where appropriate for documenting in reports that will be presented to the Byelaw & Permitting Sub-Committee and published on our website.
D&S IFCA has a privacy policy which can be found by visiting our website (home page) www.devonandsevernifca.gov.uk 





*	You can change your preferences at any time.


*	We have a duty to consult with D&S IFCA Permit Holders.


*	You can manage your preferences by contacting D&S IFCA. 





Background Reports & Papers (Links) and keeping you informed.
Reports and Officers’ papers of most significance to this review of the Netting Permit Conditions are available on D&S IFCA’s website: 





*	The Authority Meetings Tab


*	Section B of the D&S IFCA Website Resource Library





We regularly post information about our work on our website/Facebook. Direct communication is often the best way to help you stay informed about our work and to highlight the opportunities for you to have your say on a range of topics or issues. If you are not already on our mailing list, then you can get yourself added by contacting D&S IFCA. You will then be directly notified of all our consultations.
End. 





  





  _____  



[1] A bass authorisation for netting from the Marine Management Organisation is required.
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Changes to netting permit conditions Salcombe estuary.

		From

		Devon Ben

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I wish to strongly oppose any netting within this area, it's a crazy idea in what is one of the few nursery areas for fish of all species, not to mention the inevitable bycatch of migratory Salmonids.


Regards


Ben Marr
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029 - T1 - D Patrick - Brix SAC.msg
Proposed fixed net fishery within the Salcombe estuary.

		From

		Daniel Patrick

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir/Madam.





I am the secretary for the Brixham Sea Angling Club.


I also fish the Salcombe ria system weekly, and have done for the last 35 years, as did my father.


Stocks within the system are already far lower then even a decade ago. As a club we run competitions and events on the estuary throughout the year, as do so many other clubs and organisations. The estuary is a fragile eco system, and a Bass nursery area. Also the notion that it does not hold Salmonoids is simply not true. There are and always have been good numbers of sea trout that come into the system to feed throughout the late winter and early spring.


The netting beyond the Salcombe bar already has a massive impact on stocks of Gilthead bream, and Bass within the estuary. Numbers are already way down on previous years. 


When netting was banned within the system in 2018 it was for good reason. At that time the commercials fisherman were specifically targeting the high value fish, and this is the only reason they want to reinstate this so called 'mullet' fishery. 


Netting within the estuary will completely finish it off fish stocks wise. It feels almost criminal that someone could allow this when so many are fighting so hard to create conservation areas to protect fish stocks.





Regards.





Daniel Patrick (Brixham Angling Club Secretary).


Sent from Outlook for Android
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		From

		Mike George

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I am concerned in hearing of the cha gesture to the netting legislation in the Salcombe &Kingsbridge estuary, this is only my personal opinion but any change or increase will lead also to the illegal netting as any suspicious activity is likely to be ignored due to the increas in so called legitimate fisherman.These are important  nurses ares to so many different species of which the stocks struggle so as to impact on these areas will create many issues.Look what has happened  to the Teign estuary, as a once recreational angler of some 30 years the lack of fish has been apparent so let's not allow this in these South Hams estuaries.Many Thanks Mike George
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026 - T1 - B Drew Teign SAS.msg
Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Bobby Drew

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear IFCA , As Chairman of Teignmouth Sea Angling Society I speak on behalf of 90 members that strongly object netting to be allowed in any estuary / river including the Salcombe estuary, during pretty much every week of the year one of our members are fishing this estuary. We are very strong influencers in catch and release fishing and we take extra care when fishing for the special fish in Salcombe estuary, being 32 years of age I can already tell you I have seen the decrease of certain species in the estuary, to allow it to be netted again is absolutely crazy and it will cause a massive upset.


 Regards 


Bobby Drew 


Chairman Teignmouth SAS












Regards,





Bobby Drew





 





 





Civil Solutions Ltd
Heltor Business Park
Old Newton Rd
Heathfield
Newton Abbot
TQ12 6RN


Tel. 01626 202 480
Fax. 01626 202 483

info@civilsolutionsltd.co.uk
www.civilsolutionsltd.co.uk www.twitter.com/CivilSolutionsLtd



Free Delivery...

All of our deliveries
to the local area are free,
irrespective of the amount
that we deliver.
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Responce public consultation on proposed amendments to existing Commercial and Recreational netting.

		From

		Hooper, Stuart

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Hi,





I would like to object to the proposal, any commercial netting with estuaries.





I don't see why this is acceptable, if fishermen are unable to find a viable stock to fish then they need to look for an alternative source of income.





Depleting estuary stocks cannot be sustained , removing breeding stock from such an area would be in my view irresponsible & Immoral.





Thank you,



Stuart Hooper 


PL5 4LQ 











Sent from Outlook for Android





  _____  



The information and documents sent in this email from a Pennon Group Plc company are sent in confidence and are intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above. Please note that the contents may contain privileged, personal and/or confidential information and are not to be disclosed to any person other than the addressee. If you are not the intended recipient, you are notified that any use, dissemination, distribution or copying of the information and documents contained in this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please return it and any copies immediately without reading any attachment and confirm that immediately upon returning the email, you will delete all copies on your system and network. 





If you wish to view our full Privacy Notice, please visit our website. Alternatively, you may request an electronic or paper copy by emailing pressoffice@pennon-group.co.uk.





Pennon Group Plc - Registered in England & Wales (Company No: 02366640) 


Registered Office:
Peninsula House
Rydon Lane
Exeter
Devon EX2 7HR 
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		From

		Ricky Cox

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Mr R Cox


8 Stoke Road


Maidencombe 





To Whom it may concern;





I write regarding your recent email about your new netting proposals for recreational fishers. I have to say I am yet again disappointed in your failure to support commercial inshore fishermen . I have 3 inshore vessels used for different fishing methods . They have to be insured ,  checked by MCA , licenced and have permits . I have to undergo various courses , meet medical criteria and have monitoring equipment fitted to them all . So now you are saying any joe blogs can shoot more nets alongside mine in any vessel without a licence , certificates, medical or tracker and land small eyed rays which I am unable to retain . This is an utter joke . I already have issues with unlicensed boats hauling and stealing pots in the summer now I have to compete for space for my nets with recreational fishers who are inexperienced and more likely to lose or leave gear to ghost fish . Lyme Bay is  an area which is used by static and mobile fishers , letting recreational guys use longer nets is only going to cause friction among the trawlers. We currently have a WhatsApp group where we can now post positions of static gear to try and minimise gear loss and ghost fishing . Why are you considering more pressure on fish stocks inshore ? I am already competing with 14m / 300hp boats trawling and scalloping right up to the beach now anyone can shoot more nets and keep fish I have to return it beggars belief this is even being considered . As for the allowance of mullet fishing in Salcombe , yes this is good as allows the small micro fishers another option but only Salcombe ? Why could I not fish the Teign within a few winter months with net length limits and maybe limited permit allocations ? We the lawful licenced fishers would then police the estuaries from illegal poachers . Small scale fishers like myself are generally passionate about the environment and fish sustainably but are now considered as rapists of the seas by governing bodies.  How  many commercial fishers sit on your committee? 


Yours a legitimate, licenced disillusioned fisherman .
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Re the the proposal for 6 month fixed netting Salcombe estuary 

		From

		Richard Waldock

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I am writing to object to the proposition of a 6 month fixed netting period in the salcombe estuary. 





I am local to the area and have a boat moored in the Estuary. I am a keen fisherman and have fished for bass in the area for over 10 years. Each year it is evident that numbers are decreasing. Bass caught in and around the Estuary are often small undersized fish. The impact on stocks is likely to be significant. This will have a knock on impact on visiting recreational anglers and locals such as myself. 





I am amazed in the current climate that this is being considered with ever decreasing biodiversity in our seas and on our land. It is highly likely that if granted we will look back at the decision in the future with regret.  Commercial fishermen’s livelihoods are of course important but compromising a bass nursery area can’t be the answer.





Dr Richard Waldock 
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Netting Salcombe estuary 

		From

		Nicholas Perring

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		Janet Parker

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; parker_janet2@sky.com



These proposals will have a devastating and long lasting impact on fish stocks. If a sustainable policy was introduced outside of the estuary there would be no need to remove the estuary stocks/nursery size fish.I strongly disagree with these proposals as a lifelong recreational angler.I understand the right for people to earn a living but not at any cost.I consider recreation interests equally as important as commercial needs and wholeheartedly hope these proposals do not come to fruition,regards, n,Perring. 





Sent from Samsung Galaxy-A21 Powered by Three
Sent from Outlook for Android
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Public consultation - changes to netting permit condition

		From

		bradley4ne

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear colleague.












Please find attached response from the Cornwall Bass Investigations Group to the public consultation on netting permit changes.












Kind regards,












Robin Bradley
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D&SIFCA netting consultation - CBIG.pdf

D&SIFCA public consultation - changes to netting permit conditions
Cornwall Bass Investigations Group
Dear colleague,

We are writing to submit a response to the formal consultation on proposed changes
to D&SIFCA’s netting permit conditions. Our comments are restricted to:

“The opening of a six-month fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary (subject to
range of management measures”.

The Cornwall Bass Investigations Group have carried out juvenile bass surveys in
Cornish estuaries since 1994. Our aim is to monitor the strength of each successive
year class, and it's first-winter survival, to provide information for the management of
bass stocks and research in bass recruitment. Our views, therefore, centre on how
the proposed changes might affect these.

Bass tagged in the D&SIFCA study * showed a high degree of site residency to the
Salcombe-Kingsbridge Bass Nursery Area (BNA) for most of the year, implying high
exposure to the kind of small-scale estuary-based netting activity proposed here.

Byelaw & Permitting Subcommittee members appear to accept that 18.8% netting
mortality ' for bass is acceptable. We do not, especially since most of the dead fish
will have to be thrown away because bass can only be retained for one (i.e. January)
of the six months of this proposed fishery. The retention of bass may not even be
allowed in January if BNA restrictions are made year-round in the Bass Fisheries
Management Plan (BFMP) when published. But, as the D&SIFCA study
acknowledges, the mortality rate is likely to be substantially higher than this in real-
world conditions. This mortality rate is also dependent on strict compliance with the
conditions of the fishery (e.g. soak time); how good will this be? Previous netting in
this estuary is known to have occurred at night, when fish are less likely to see the
net, resulting in higher catches, and therefore mortality, than was found during the
D&SIFCA study.

The loss of bass will be significant. Although this will be greatest during January,
when bass could be retained as bycatch, losses will occur throughout the six-month
period due to netting mortality. Up to 17 vessels (<6m limit) would be able to carry
out netting, and each will be able to deploy 2 x 200m nets. Presumably each net
could be redeployed again as soon it has been cleared, multiple times per day.

Bass losses will include juveniles since, as the D&SIFCA study showed, 12% of the
bass caught using a 100mm net were undersized (<42cm). This could be even
higher, depending on how the net is set. The importance of maximising bass
recruitment, in order to boost stocks, is now widely recognised; according to ICES
stock information these are currently below MSY Btrigger.

! Understanding Mortality of European Sea Bass (Dicentrarchus labrax) in Small-Scale
Inshore Netting







BNAs were set up to protect juvenile bass. If implemented, these proposals would
set a precedent for other areas, and undo all the progress made in this regard, just
when measures to increase the protection of juvenile bass are being considered.
D&SIFCA'’s netting policy would be out of step, and not well aligned with the BFMP
(in particular goal 7: ongoing protection of the juvenile and spawning bass stock),
including considering a prohibition of fixed netting in BNAs.

Bycatch of other species is also a concern. Birds in particular (but potentially seals

as well) are at risk of entanglement with nets. This is likely to be increased when
netting is conducted at night.

For the above reasons, we would be very concerned if these changes were
implemented.

8.12.23
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Opening netting on estuaries 

		From

		Pete Wilkins

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		wilkins43@btinternet.com

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; wilkins43@btinternet.com









I am shocked to hear that you are even thinking about this.


The estuaries must remain net free, none of the fish that we have around the coast and rivers are on the increase why are we even thinking of doing this.


All nursery areas should remain net free, if we are considering changing it it should be to increase the areas not reduce.


Mullet, bass and gilthead are slow growing fish, a the recreational sector also target them and are generally released to be caught again another day.





The value to the local economy is far greater by having an increase of these fish. I I have been a bass and mullet fisherman for many years and although some smaller fish are on the increase large specimens are in decline.





Salmon and sea trout are also in decline, we must leave the nursery areas net free to try and increase the numbers of these fish.





Are you thinking of this because of the illegal netting that has taken place because of the lack of staff to catch the offenders.





I was involved in getting all netting banned of the river exe, where if you recall hours of your time and money with maff and the environment agency was spent in trying to enforce it this proposal will only increase the costs of checking what type in net is being used is it illegal compared to what we have now.





I hope you will reconsider and start to increase netting bans not increase.





Kind regards


Pete Wilkins 


1 Eureka Terrace Honiton Devon EX141DY 
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Salcombe estuary - changes to netting permit conditions

		From

		Will Gornall

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Hi





Re public consultation for changes to netting permits in the Salcome Estuary. 





Having fished this estuary for many years (single kayak fishing) there is a very notable decline in the species, volumes and maturity of fish here. Can you evidence there are more fish now than when there was previous netting permission? If this is not possible, it would be a hideous shame to allow netting again in the AONB with reduced fish stock and changing eco systems. 





Evidence improvement or withdraw the change. 





Many thanks





Will Gornall
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Public consultation in regard to the change to the netting permit condition of the Salcombe estuary 

		From

		Dean

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Good evening 





I’d like to lodge my disagreement with the changes to the above permit to allow commercial netting in the Salcombe estuary. 





I believe this would be severely detrimental to the local fish stocks not only within the estuary itself but also the wider coastline due to the dangers posed by ‘ghost nets’ 





I’ve been a recreational angler for over ten years and I’ve seen a marked decline in the numbers and size of fish caught in that time. 


Generally speaking I operate on a catch and release basis out of my interest for conservation. 


I strongly oppose allowing commercial fishermen to used fixed nets in any area due to its indiscriminate nature. 





You don’t have to be a marine biologist to know that estuaries are critical spawning areas and a ‘safe harbour’ for many species of fish and no matter how strictly you regulate this method of fishing you will never eliminate the indiscriminate nature of this method of netting. 


I also believe that there is a human greed factor that must be considered this will also have a bearing on fish stocks. Commercial fishermen are in it for the money not in the interests of the biodiversity of the estuary. They pillage the sea like it’s a bottomless pit of profit with no regard for the sustainability of the area.





Thank you





Kind regards





Dean Anderson





5 meadow way


Plymouth


PL7 4JB
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MCRS and Salcombe estuary netting consultation

		From

		Dave Step

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



1.	MCRS





Surely the MCRS for any species must be, as an absolute minimum, the length at which a species has been able to spawn on at least one occasion. 





 





2.	Salcombe estuary:





I’ve had a look at the MMO landing data for mullet in the area which appears to be the target species should this estuary net fishery go ahead. Page 3 of the report states categorically “The fishery would predominately target grey mullet species . . . . . That’s unequivocal. The netters will be targeting mullet.. 

I’ve gone back to 2016 and looked at mullet landed into the ports of Plymouth, Salcombe and Dartmouth, which are referred to in the report. I’ve looked at the landing data for the 7 years from 2016 to 2022 inc. in an attempt to iron out any anomalies.

I further narrowed this down to the 6 months from October to end March for each year. This is the proposed period for the estuary fishery to be open. I looked at the landings of mullet which were caught using only gill nets as the proposed fishery is for nets.

In that seven-year period a total of 8.88 tonnes of mullet were landed into these ports according to the MMO. These mullet were sold for £31,268 which works out at around £3.50 per kilo or £3500 per tonne.

That averages out at 1.269 tonnes for each 6 month period or a first sale value total of £4440. Given that 47 boats are involved in the proposed fishery this comes out at an average income from mullet of less than £95 per vessel for the six months period. That isn’t anywhere near a livelihood for a single vessel for a day but there’s more.

What this data does not consider is the value of fish that the vessels would have caught anyway by not fishing in the estuary but continuing to fish on the open coast. Then there’s the cost of fuel, maintenance and perhaps crew’s wages to take out.

Targeting mullet simply doesn’t appear to be anywhere remotely close to a viable fishery and indicates that mullet are likely not to be the target species. Netters simply won’t bother to target something of such low value. Targeting bass and/or gilts is a much more lucrative proposition. Given the lack of enforcement which relates to the bass fishery, (bycatch only when everyone knows that bass are targeted by netters. These landings are easily identified in the landing data), I fear the worse should this fishery be sanctioned. I can find no good reason why it should be. It is simply commercial fishermen who have wiped out brown crab wishing to target other species but in a protected area.





 





Kind regards





 





D.Step





 





 





 





 





Sent from Mail for Windows
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