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Objection(s) to the Fixed Netting Proposal within Salcombe/Kingsbridge Estuary

		From

		Marc cowling

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		dartmoor@duchyofcornwall.org

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; dartmoor@duchyofcornwall.org



Good afternoon Sir/Madam,





I am writing to object, very strongly, in relation to the B&PSC faction of the D&S IFCA and their proposal to instate/establish a 6 month Fixed Netting Fishery within the idyllic and unique Salcombe/Kingsbridge Estuary/Ria.





My details and interest are:





- My name is Marc Cowling.


- My contact number is: 07787 844332 


- I am a Full-Time, Professional Bass Lure Fishing Guide (South Devon Bass Guide) who practices 100% Catch and Release for Bass and any other species we encounter - something is stipulated in my Terms & Conditions that you can find here: Prices – South Devon Bass Guide


- I found out about the B&PSC Fixed Netting Proposal from a member of The Bass Anglers' Sportfishing Society.








Firstly, the reason that I find this proposal most distasteful is that although the supposed 'target species' would be Mullet, from my experience of fishing and guiding within all of the estuarine systems (bar the River Erme) in south Devon, is that in laying any fixed net, let alone something measuring 200m, it would effectively 'clean out' not only the Mullet, but also every other fish species swimming in the vicinity - be it Bass, Gilthead Bream, Flounder, Plaice, Conger, Ray, Mackerel, etc.. It is totally unacceptable to be this indiscriminate.





That this proposal has even made it to a public consultation is disturbing. And if it were ultimately approved by the D&S IFCA I have no doubt that it would set a very, very dangerous precedent to every other By-Catch Committee in the land, who would look to exploit and decimate the populations of 'popular food fish' (namely the Bass, Ray, Plaice and Gilthead Bream) with the poor Flounder and Mullet no doubt ending up as 'pot bait' or in the bin... That these practices would be occurring at night, and well away from any real scrutiny in regard to the 60 minute soak time tells you that the mullet are not the intended target... 





Secondly, the social and economic value that recreational fishing within The Salcombe/Kingsbridge Estuary provides and supports cannot be over-emphasised. Clearly, I have a vested interest here, and although I spend a small percentage of my total time fishing and guiding my clients within the ria, I would not want to see the fishing potential within such a beautiful area destroyed just to line the pockets of a few commercial interests - indeed, it is staggeringly short-sighted on so many levels. The bait anglers, who travel from all over the UK to fish for the Flounder and Gilthead Bream within what is the UK's premier venue for these species, and who purchase bait, tackle, food and drink would no longer come if this proposal where to be approved. And as for my clients (who also travel from all four corners of the UK and The EU) - they would no doubt have to seriously consider whether it would be worth them travelling to the area should a fishery of this kind be on my doorstep (I'm positive that many of them would have emailed their displeasure).





To conclude, please do not allow this proposal to be sanctioned. It smacks in the face of the recently released Bass Fisheries Management Plan and the whole concept of Bass Nursery Areas. Furthermore, and most importantly, it would financially suit only a tiny minority of people in Salcombe, and as well as killing practically every species of fish swimming within the ria, it would deter hundreds, if not thousands of anglers travelling to the area to fish, stay (in BBs and Hotels) and spend their money locally. 





Many thanks and kind regards





Marc





Marc Cowling


South Devon Bass Guide


T: 07787 844332


W: South Devon Bass Guide





		


South Devon Bass Guide
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Re: Public Consultation - Amendments to Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Andy Rye

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sirs,





With reference to the above Consultation, I welcome the opportunity to contribute where my views as follows.





I am a keen sea angler where I fish the Salcombe estuary on a regular basis. This bylaw change would have a very negative affect on not only my own fishing experience, but also the livelihoods of the local businesses that I support.





Little serious thought appears to have been given to the positive social and economic impacts that sea angling has on local businesses in the area. This will only deteriorate should netting be permitted. I am aware of at least one business that delivers significant sea angling derived tourist revenue by providing year-round guiding services and accommodation.





Is the DSIFCA able to quantify or even considered the rate per kilo versus mortality ratio that his guided customers and rank and file sea anglers deliver to the local economy?





I am wholly against the permitting of gill nets in the Salcombe Estuary. Regardless of both the seasonal aspects and the physical limitations proposed I.e. soak times etc, I consider that gill nets and commercial fishing has no place in a conservation area such as the Salcombe Estuary.





The bass nursery areas were introduced for a reason where I think it is fair to say that there is universal cross stakeholder support for those measures. That the DSIFCA is now considering reversing the policy, even partially, and with it the patently predictable negative consequences would take the management of our fisheries in completely the wrong direction.





Yours Sincerely





Andy Rye





 





 





Andy Rye
Senior Engineer

andy.rye@gallifordtry.co.uk
M: 07885 466057





	Galliford Try
Unit D Plymouth Trade Park,
Macadam Road, Plymouth PL4 0RU
Gallifordtry.co.uk











 





 











DISCLAIMER: This email, together with any attachments, is for the exclusive and confidential use of the addressee(s) and may contain legally privileged information. Any other distribution, use or reproduction without the sender's prior consent is unauthorised and strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in error please notify the sender by telephone, fax or email immediately and destroy the message without making any copies. For details on how we process and safeguard electronic communications, including the use of any personal data disclosed by the sender, refer to our Privacy Notice 
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IFCA proposed Byelaw

		From

		Ben Lucas

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I am writing in response to the IFCA proposed Byelaw to allow commercial netting of the Sulcombe Estuary.






Please do not allow this to happen, as a recreational angler I know the value and importance of estuaries as nursing grounds for bass and Gilthead bream stocks.These fish are extremely vulnerable to overfishing and it seems to be an act of madness to allow netting to resume. 







Yours sincerely 






Ben Lucas
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netting in Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Melv Johnson

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir,





 





In my opinion netting in Salcombe Estuary should not be even entertained, it will decimate the fish population and would be overall unsustainable, policing this area is unviable too especially at night, therefore I am totally against this proposal





 





Regards





 





Melv Johnson 





 





Sent from Mail for Windows
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Review of Netting Permissions - Dart and Salcombe Estuaries

		From

		Justin Lascelles | Combe Estate

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



 





Dear Sir or Madam





 





I write in response to the consultation regarding the above proposals.





 





In particular I am concerned regarding the proposal to allow a permissive six month fixed net fishery in the Dart and Salcombe Estuaries.





 





My name is Justin Lascelles, of Pathfields, Greenhead, Sidbury Devon EX10 0RH.





 





I am a recreational angler and have an interest in marine conservation.





 





I am a Chartered Surveyor and Estate Manager by profession.





 





My email address is supplied.





 





I heard of this proposal and consultation through my membership of the Angling Trust.





 





I strongly object to the proposed establishment of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary for the following reasons:-





 





The Salcombe Estuary has been a Bass Nursey Area for many years since the mid nineties.  The improvement in bass stocks as a result of the establishment of these protected zones is well documented.  As a result, we as recreational anglers who target Bass (primarily on a catch and release basis) have seen such an improvement in our sport and catch rates not just in the BNA’s but also on the open coast.





 





It is essential that all current protections that exist remain in place.  The BNA’s not only benefit Bass but a myriad of other estuarine flora and fauna.





 





To allow netting in these protected areas will decimate the bass stocks as well as other none target species such as gilthead bream, flounder, rays, seahorses, seals and seabirds through not just bycatch but also the inherent disruption that setting and hauling nets has on a previously un netted environment.





 





The stated mortality rates in trials of circa 18% of by catch is simply a case of misleading data.  Whilst the mortality rate may well have been in this ball park during the trial one has to understand that this was carried out under very different conditions to what would happen on a commercial boat with time and tide pressure involved.  Unwanted fish are usually pulled from the net in the most time efficient manner possible and tossed over the side of the vessel.





 





Undoubtedly in a commercial environment the mortality would be much higher.  I understand that the incidence of damaged fish in the trial was circa 80% and whilst returned alive – who knows how many subsequently succumbed to their injuries?





 





As a recreational angler I take joy in exploring the estuaries trying to locate Bass, Mullet, Flounder and Gilthead Bream, the stocks of all which could be decimated by this proposal.





 





Recreational sea angling gets people out into the open air, nurtures and builds knowledge of the local environment and provides huge benefits to the physical and mental health of its participants.





 





In addition the value to the local economy is enormous.  Many travel to the Salcombe Estuary each year to try to target the fish found therein.  I myself would spend circa £1000 per annum on bed and breakfast, food, guide fees and incidental supplies on my trips to fish for bass.





 





Should a fixed net fishery be established I will be less inclined to try my luck in this area in the knowledge that I am not only competing against mother nature and the wits of the fish I am after, but also many thousands of metres of monofilament gill nets stretched across the creeks and channels.





 





The effect on the mental and physical health of the many thousands of local anglers , not to mention the local economy would far outweigh any financial benefit to the few commercial fishermen who intend to exploit this fishery.





 





It is astounding that in good conscience, IFCA would allow such a proposal to go ahead simply to benefit a small number of commercial fisherman who have already exhausted, through exploitation, the brown crab fishery and are looking to move on to another potentially lucrative but ultimately unsustainable fishery.





 





I cannot see any benefit nor good reason to allow this fixed net fishery, I can only see the potential decimation and disruption of fish stocks and what is a cherished environment which has thus far been very well protected.





 





I implore Devon and Severn IFCA to not allow the proposed fixed net fishery to come into existence.





 





Yours sincerely





 





Justin Lascelles





 





07538882694





 





justinlascelles@combeestate.com





 





 





 





Justin Lascelles MRICS FAAV





Estate Manager





 





On behalf of Combe Estate





 





                                                         











 





          





 





CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This email is confidential and may also be privileged.   If you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender IMMEDIATELY.   You  should not copy the email or use it for any purpose or disclose its contents to any other person. 





GENERAL STATEMENT: Any statements made or intentions expressed in this communication may not necessarily reflect the views of Combe Estate.   Be advised that no content herein may be held upon Combe Estate unless confirmed by issuance of a formal contractual document.
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Proposed netting for Mullet in the Salcombe Estuary. 

		From

		Paul Harris

		To

		Paul Harris

		Recipients

		paulharris@furzehill.net



To whom it may concern,





Please find attached a letter from Salcombe and District Sea Anglers Association objecting to the proposed changes to the Bylaws that will allow netting for Mullet. 





For and behalf of the Committee.  





﻿ 













IMG_20240108_0001.pdf

IMG_20240108_0001.pdf

FAO. D&S IFCA, Brixham Laboratory, Freshwater Quarry, Brixham, TQ5 8BA. 5" January

2024

Ref. Proposed netting for Mullet in the Salcombe Estuary.

To whom it may concern.

We write on behalf of the Salcombe and District Sea Anglers Association to express our utter
concern and dismay at the proposals as above and protest in the strongest possible terms
against them.

Our principle objections are as follows.

More Bass than Mullet were caught during the trial, the initial mortality rate being
18% which rises to 50% when the fish are caught for a second time. The Salcombe
Estuary has been a Bass sanctuary since the early 90’s.

Salmon and Sea Trout are present in the estuary.

A Mullet takes 12 years to reach maturity, this means that once adult fish have been
caught, a significant and rapid decline in the head of fish will take place.

As a bycatch, Gilthead Bream, Black Bream, Sea Trout, Bass, Plaice, Flounder and
Shad populations will also see numbers reduced unnecessarily and permanently.

All of the bycatch fish and Mullet spawn over the winter period when netting is
proposed, thereby reducing populations even further.

Bearing in mind all of the above, the claim that the netting is “sustainable” is
preposterous and lacks any scientific evidence!







e There is no practical way of monitoring, controlling, managing or policing any of this
operation which suggests up to 17 x 6 metre boats with 2 x 200 metres of net each
will be allowed. Or indeed the poorly defined soak times.

e There are no size limits mentioned for the “target” species.

o Netting of creeks/inlets close to the shore will destroy the Sea Grass beds which are
home to the UK’s two species of Sea Horse.

e Any increase in the numbers of people present in the estuary overnight will
encourage theft and criminal damage by criminals hiding in plain sight.

e All of the commercial fishermen who belong to our Association are incensed by these
poorly thought out proposals!

e We believe that the Duchy bylaw preventing any netting inside of the line between

the Queens Head and Rickham Sands remains in place.

As a group, we are a mixture of enthusiastic amateurs and professionals who acknowledge
the sheer privilege of being able to do what we do, in one of the most beautiful places in the
UK.

We understand the need for everyone to earn a decent living, but not when it destroys the
ecology, habitat and fauna/flora upon which so many others and creatures depend!

Yours faithfully.

For and behalf of the S.A.D.S.A.A Committee.
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Salcombe Kingsbridge Estuary Fishing Net Use Consultation Response

		From

		Paul Vann

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Response of Kingsbridge Climate Action to the Proposed Permitting of Fishing Net Use in the Salcombe Kingsbridge Estuary  





 





To: consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk 





 





Summary Response: Kingsbridge Climate Action* is totally opposed to this proposed permitting of fish net use because of its potential (highly likely if it were to go ahead) significant and lasting impact on wildlife in and around the Estuary. 





 





Full Response: 





 





The Salcombe Kingsbridge Estuary is a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and National Nature Reserve (NNR) with important marine and intertidal habitats and rare marine species and is an important fish nursery.  





 





In this latter context (ie its important fish nursery role), it is noted that a recent IFCA action removed an illegal fishing net at Bowcombe Creek which had killed 47 Grey Mullet and 17 Sea Bass with most of the latter being below legally catchable size. 





 





It is understood that Grey Mullet are long-lived and slow maturing with stock levels uncertain so that net fishing brings a significant risk of overfishing of this species. 





 





Sea Bass are known to be a significantly depleted species with studies going on to see what can be done to grow numbers. They are also slow maturing and, when given the chance, long-lived. The Estuary is a recognised important nursery area for Sea Bass, further evidenced by the illegal netting incident details noted above. 





 





Bycatch issues depleting other fish species in the SSSI/NNR will also arise along with risk to a range of other estuary wildlife including that in and around the estuary’s sea-grass beds - as well as the climate change addressing sea-grass itself which is only just showing encouraging signs of recovery. There is therefore clear potential for wider deterioration of/damage to the SSSI, NNR and wider roles of the estuary. 





 





In conclusion, for the above wide-ranging reasons, Kingsbridge Climate Action is totally opposed to this proposed permitting of fish net use in the estuary. 





 





 





*Kingsbridge Climate Action is a local community-focused group working with a wide range of other local groups to tackle the climate and nature emergency in and around Kingsbridge and beyond, when and where appropriate. 
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FORMAL PUBLIC CONSULTATION – CHANGES TO THE NETTING PERMIT CONDITIONS Salcombe Estuary (Ria)

		From

		Jon Perry (FHSW)

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Please find attached my detailed objections to the proposed changes.





 





Best wishes





 





Jon Perry





  _____  





This email and any files with it are confidential and intended solely for the use of the recipient to whom it is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient then copying, distribution or other use of the information contained is strictly prohibited and you should not rely on it. If you have received this email in error please let the sender know immediately and delete it from your system(s). Internet emails are not necessarily secure. While we take every care, University of Plymouth accepts no responsibility for viruses and it is your responsibility to scan emails and their attachments. University of Plymouth does not accept responsibility for any changes made after it was sent. Nothing in this email or its attachments constitutes an order for goods or services unless accompanied by an official order form. 
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This is my response to the public consultation on proposed amendments to existing commercial and


recreational netting permit conditions.


I am angler and I have regularly fished for mullet and Bass in the Salcombe estuary and adjoining open coast, and a I am a Devon resident.


I was made aware of the consultation by a friend, but please add


me to your mailing list.


My response is as follows Topic 1 The opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary


1. The rationale for encouraging the commercial exploitation of grey mullet because of falling


profitability of pot fisheries is flawed, firstly to replace one declining fishery, damaged due to over exploitation with a mullet fishery is clearly a ridiculous thing to do. Mullet are slow growing fish and will not produce a sustainable fishery. Should we not learn the lesson of the damage done to  the local population of crustaceans by over fishing with pots and protect the remaining species. 


2. My personal interest in the Salcombe Estuary is that I fish for mullet and Bass on a catch and release basis throughout the Salcombe and Kingsbridge area.


2. Personal impact of these changes: commercial exploitation of mullet invariably leads


to stock reduction, which will make me less likely to visit the area.


3. Impact of the changes on commercial/recreational angling:


Commercial exploitation of mullet quickly leads to stock reduction – this type of fishing will more than likely be a typical beer money operation carried out by a small number of people supplementing their income whilst causing irreparable damage to the natural ecosystem of which mullet are an integral part and will not provide long-term sustainable income for


the commercial sector. This type of damage is well documented in other areas such as Poole in Dorset, which has the greatest landings of mullet of any UK port, landings decreased by over 50% in 5 years (2009 – 2014). I used to fish this Area as an angler on a catch and release basis but this is now pointless as the fish have completely vanished.


 Note that I do not make this objection on the basis that it will impact me personally in the pursuit of a hobby. It has been well established that angling sport fisheries generate significant income nationally and locally. A report compiled by the Angling Trust indicates that data shows that recreational sea angling generates 1.32 billion pounds annually in the UK. The Center for Economics and the Management of Aquatic Resources commissioned by MAFF figures show that recreational sea angling generates vastly greater income for business that inshore netting. This income from Angling and angling related tourism will be damaged by netting of Mullet in the Salcombe Estuary. Also there is likely to be a significant by-catch of bass and I wonder if this is an additional reason for wanting this fishery as Bass are a higher value species and better protected than Mullet.


Commercial netting of mullet will reduce the stock and reduce the attractiveness of


the estuary as an angling venue. Recreational fishing for mullet is becoming more


popular, particularly by fly fishing; a reduction in available stocks will mean fewer


anglers visiting the area and a negative impact on the local economy.


4. Impact on natural environment and fish stocks:





Mullet are an important part of the ecosystem locally. Them provide prey for other species


The proposal would have a negative impact as the fishery would be open during a


time (Oct – March) that mullet gather in large shoals that are easy to target by


netting. There is the threat that local populations could be wiped out.


 Grey Mullet species are particularly vulnerable to commercial fishing pressure


because they are slow growing and slow to mature.


Thicklip Grey Mullet are listed as a fish to avoid by the Marine Conservation Society.


Topic 5 MCRS for Grey Mullet Species


1. I would support introducing an MCRS for grey mullet species.


2. The MCRS should apply across the whole district (b).


3. I support applying a generic MCRS for mullet as individual species can be hard to


identify.


4. The minimum size for grey mullet species should be 47cm. At that length only 50% of


female fish have reached sexual maturity (Kennedy M. and P. Fitzmaurice [1969]. Age


and Growth of Thick-lipped Grey mullet in Irish Waters. Journal of the Marine Biological


Association of the United Kingdom. 49 [3], 683-699).


5. A 47cm (or above) MCRS for mullet would have a positive impact on mullet populations,


meaning that I am personally more likely to fish for them.


6. A MCRS will increase mullet numbers, making them a more attractive target species for


recreational anglers, leading to more visits to the IFCA area and increased spending in


local communities.


7. Applying an MCRS to Grey Mullet will have a positive impact on the species and on the


wider environment; young mullet are a major prey species of estuarine habitats.
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Salcombe Estuary consultation

		From

		Brian Calvert

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sirs.


 


Please find attached my response to the above consultation which ends on 19 January. I have been unable to find an email address for the B&PSC so I would be grateful if you could copy the attached to Dr Emma Bean, who I understand is Chair of B&PSC.


 


Yours faithfully


 


Brian Calvert
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Devon & Severn IFCA							24a Perry Road


Brixham Laboratory								Buckden


Freshwater Quay								Cambs PE19 5XG


Brixham TQ5 8BA								Tel: 01480 810676


Consultation prior to 19 January 2024: Topic 1: The proposed opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary





Note: I am a recreational, rod & line angler principally fly fishing, having visited south Devon for over 20 years and fished the Salcombe estuary for some 6 years as a member of parties of up to eight anglers.





The following observations are intended as a response to the above consultation.


1. What has changed in the past 4+ years since the welcome introduction of bass protection areas in the area? Do your stock measurement arrangements confirm that bass numbers have increased substantially and then stabilised in that time? Are bass no longer in need of the protection of nursery areas? Or is it a case of individual greed overriding environmental good practice?


 


It is obvious that a single four-year period of protection is unlikely to achieve the environmental targets which were the basis of current measures. There is obviously a need for basic principles to apply and to avoid the ‘flip-flopping’ which this proposal implies.  I suspect that the esteem in which B&PSC is held will depend on the outcome of this consultation.





2. Our visits to fish the Salcombe estuary involve substantial expenditure in the area (travel, accommodation, food, shopping, boat hire, tackle etc.) which will be lost to the community if, as is likely, our group moves elsewhere as a result of adoption of this proposal. This may be multiplied many times by other visiting anglers to the financial detriment of the community.





3. I suggest that the stated 18% bass mortality rate in trial netting is a substantial underestimate of that likely in real, winter, cold weather fishing conditions.  In any event a one-in-five mortality rate is unacceptably high and would likely result in a significant medium term decline in bass numbers.





4. Little mention is made in the August minutes of B&PSC of the inevitable by-catch associated with netting. Has this been considered in relation to flatfish, gilt head bream and other species?





5. I note that the “decline in profitability in pot fisheries” appears to be a ‘reported’ decline. Is this backed up by scientific accounting or is it merely an observation by pot fishermen?





6. Has consideration been given to the medium and longer term sustainability of netting in the estuary? What netting pressure could the estuary support? How would it be monitored, surely not by fishermen themselves? Who would pay for it? Did past bass numbers decline as a result of netting, leading to the current regulatory situation?





In conclusion, the consultation needs to consider why the current arrangements were introduced and, if nothing has changed, then maintain the status quo and reject these calls for change from a minority.





Brian Calvert
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Kingsbridge Estuary Netting

		From

		James Evans

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir/Madam,





I'm sure this email will add to the collection that share the opinion that allowing netting in the Estuary is a disgraceful decision. The relatively healthy Bass stock within the estuary is a sign of the success of the estuary being a designated nursery area, not a sign that it will be immune to the pressure of commercial netting. It begs belief that the commercial interest thats driving this decision is prevailing over common and scientific sense. There is no justification for allowing commercial netting, it will destroy Bass/Bream stocks in a few years, and what for? Short term financial gain? It's 2024, surely we can do better than this? 





This won't be the last you hear from me if this proposal is allowed to go ahead. 





James Evans, MSc Food and Water Security 
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Consultation re changes to netting permit conditions

		From

		Philip Stuckey

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Hello,












In response to the public consultation on proposed amendments to existing commercial and recreational netting permit conditions.





 





I am responding to the consultation because I am angler, a member of the National Mullet Club, regularly fish for mullet in the Salcombe estuary and adjoining open coast, and a Devon resident.





 





I was made aware of the consultation via mullet angling post on Facebook, but please add me to your mailing list.





 





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





 





The rationale for encouraging the commercial exploitation of grey mullet because of falling profitability of pot fisheries is flawed: mullet are slow growing fish.





 





1.     My interest in the Salcombe Estuary: I fish for mullet on a catch and release basis throughout the Salcombe and Kingsbridge area. 





 





2.     Personal impact of these changes: commercial exploitation of mullet invariably leads to stock reduction, which will make me less likely to visit the area.





 





3.     Impact of the changes on commercial/recreational angling: 





·      Commercial exploitation of mullet quickly leads to stock reduction – this is likely to be a boom-and-bust fishery that does not provide long-term sustainable income for the commercial sector. At Poole in Dorset, which has the greatest landings of mullet of any UK port, landings decreased by over 50% in 5 years (2009 – 2014). I lived in Dorset and fished Poole Harbour from 1990 until 2017; during that period, I suffered a drastic decline in angling catches of mullet and witnessed the virtual disappearance of the species.





·      There is likely to be a significant by-catch of bass





·      Commercial netting of mullet will reduce the stock and reduce the attractiveness of the estuary as an angling venue. Recreational fishing for mullet is becoming more popular, particularly by fly fishing; a reduction in available stocks will mean fewer anglers visiting the area and a negative impact on the local economy.





 





4.     Impact on natural environment and fish stocks: 





·      The proposal will have a negative impact as the fishery would be open during a time (Oct – March) that mullet gather in large shoals that are easy to target by netting. There is the threat that local populations could be wiped out.





·      Grey Mullet species are particularly vulnerable to commercial fishing pressure because they are slow growing and slow to mature.





·      Thicklip Grey Mullet are listed as a fish to avoid by the Marine Conservation Society.





 





Topic 5 MCRS for Grey Mullet Species 





 





1.     I would support introducing an MCRS for grey mullet species.





 





2.     The MCRS should apply across the whole district (b).





 





3.     I support applying a generic MCRS for mullet as individual species can be hard to identify.





 





4.     The minimum size for grey mullet species should be 47cm. At that length only 50% of female fish have reached sexual maturity (Kennedy M. and P. Fitzmaurice [1969]. Age and Growth of Thick-lipped Grey mullet in Irish Waters. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom. 49 [3], 683-699).





 





5.     A 47cm (or above) MCRS for mullet would have a positive impact on mullet populations, meaning that I am personally more likely to fish for them.





 





6.     A MCRS will increase mullet numbers, making them a more attractive target species for recreational anglers, leading to more visits to the IFCA area and increased spending in local communities.





 





7.     Applying an MCRS to Grey Mullet will have a positive impact on the species and on the wider environment; young mullet are a major prey species of estuarine habitats.












Regards












PHIL STUCKEY
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Proposed netting within the Salcombe estuary 

		From

		Ian Ingram

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



To whom it may concern,


As a former commercial fisherman who used to specialise in hand-line fishing for bass I would like to voice my concerns at this proposal. Bass stocks are still under great pressure and have not shown any real signs of recovery. If this fishery were opened up it would be open to abuse from anyone involved in the fishery. There are already far too many loopholes that are exploited to the full when it comes to bass netting in general. I do question if your IFCA even has the jurisdiction to even debate relaxing any restrictions with regards to BNAs? 


 These fish along with all other species that live within the estuary systems are a national resource owned by all not the few.


I now fish recreationally and help monitor bass stocks in Cornwall as a member of Cornwall bass investigation group and am also a member of BASS.


Ian Ingram 


Bos Avon


Cowlands Creek


Truro


Cornwalls


TR3 6AT 


zinc64@live.com


07896111203


Sent from my iPad
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