Formal Consultation Responses – 161 to 168, not all in number order.








Response 161
Dear Sir or Madam,
In response to the public consultation on proposed amendments to existing commercial and recreational Netting Permit Conditions, I am writing to object to the proposed commercial fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary (Topic 1).
I am a recreational angler and I sometimes fish in South Devon. I heard about this consultation on the angling forum worldseafishing.com and through the Angling Trust.
My reasons for opposing the proposed new net fishery are as follows:
1 - IFCA’s own rationale does not stand up to scrutiny:
·       The 18% bass mortality recorded in trials is unlikely to be replicated under commercial working conditions where mortality is likely to be much higher. Also, given the limited enforcement resources, the temptation will exist for some to take bass and sea trout illegally under cover of the new net fishery.

·       The declining profitability of the pot fishery does not justify opening a new net fishery. On the contrary, it provides an argument against it: we can’t expect the commercial sector to run a net fishery sustainably when they have failed to do it with pots.
 
·       Again, wanting to help commercial fisherman boost their winter income is not enough to justify opening a new fishery. There need to be good reasons to believe that a net fishery can be operated sustainably, however netting in similar places like Teignmouth and Poole has done significant damage to fish populations e.g. flounders.
 
·       Sea trout stocks have plummeted recently. Their presence in the estuary is an argument against netting it. When fishing ‘catch and release’ for trout you need to return them to the water within 15 seconds, so it seems unlikely they will survive being netted.

2 – Commercial netting will harm the local economy
Recreational angling benefits the local economy much more than commercial fishing does. When anglers travel to the coast to go fishing, they spend money on tackle, bait, charter boats, fishing guides, food, drink, accommodation, petrol etc.
The economic value (revenue and jobs) of recreational bass fishing in Sussex has been estimated to be more than 3 times that of the commercial bass fishery, even though the commercial fishery kills 16 times more bass for food than the recreational anglers do (see attached 2014 report from the Blue Marine Foundation).
I typically spend several hundred pounds in Devon for a week’s fishing holiday. Bass fishing seems to have deteriorated over the last few years; a new net fishery in a bass nursery area can only damage it further, making it less likely that I or others will fish there again.

3 – Commercial netting will take away the social, leisure, health and wellbeing benefits that angling provides
Angling is an important leisure activity for hundreds of thousands of people, providing them considerable social, mental and physical benefits (see attached 2022 report from the Angling Trust on the socio-economic value of angling).
Angling can help keep young people out of trouble and make them more likely to respect the environment. That is why it has been used by educational charities to help youngsters who are struggling in school.
These benefits to the wider community will be lost if angling in Salcombe suffers as a result of damage to fish stocks caused by commercial netting.

4 – Commercial netting will have a negative impact on birds and wildlife
The following wild creatures all depend on fish – seals, otters, herons, kingfishers, cormorants. These species all stand to lose out if commercial netting damages fish stocks in the estuary.

All the organisations involved in this proposal (the Devon and Severn Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority, the Marine Management Organisation, the Environment Agency and Natural England) are publicly committed to:
·       Protecting wildllife and the environment
·       Ensuring that economic exploitation is sustainable
·       Looking after the interests of the whole community (see APPENDIX)

For the reasons I have given, I think a new net fishery will be a failure in all these respects.
I very much hope that the IFCA will recognise that the right approach is to look after the fish and other wildlife in Salcombe and to promote the economic and social benefits of recreational sea angling.
Yours sincerely,
Matthew Pierce
APPENDIX – quotes from the websites of public bodies involved in the proposed Salcombe net fishery:
The Devon and Severn Inshore Fisheries and Conservation Authority:
“D&S IFCA will lead, champion and manage a sustainable marine environment and inshore fisheries, by successfully securing the right balance between social, environmental and economic benefits to ensure healthy seas, sustainable fisheries and a viable industry”
The Marine Management Organisation:
“We must protect and enhance nature and our seas and use them wisely for the benefit of society and the economy – we need to deliver win-win outcomes, with a thriving environment supporting a thriving economy.”
The Environment Agency:
“Our priorities are to… protect and improve water, land and biodiversity … improve the way we work as a regulator to protect people and the environment and support sustainable growth”
Natural England:
“We aim for a well-managed Nature Recovery Network across land, water and sea, which creates and protects resilient ecosystems rich in wildlife and natural beauty, enjoyed by people and widely benefiting society”
ENDS===
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Planned netting 

		From

		Robert Jones

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I strongly object to the idea of allowing netting in the Estuaries as planned these areas are frequented by Bass and are also breeding areas and nursery for small bass returning from the main sea. 


It will be argued the netting is not for the Bass but they will appear in huge numbers as by catch a easy get around for landing them.


The areas concerned are rich in other diverse natural creatures and fish the whole idea of netting these areas are clearly bad ecologically and the whole idea should be rejected on both of these bases





Robert Jones  





Sent from my iPad
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Proposed 6 month fixed net fishery in the Salcombe estuary

		From

		jon williams

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



To whom it may concern,






I have become aware that there is currently a Devon & Severn Inshore Fisheries & Conservation Authority (D&SIFCA) consultation relating to permission to allow a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary for mullet, this proposal is to supplement commercial fishermen's income during the winter months when they are unable to go into the open sea and also due to reduced income from their current and past potting activities.






I can only assume that the reduced income from potting is partly down to the overfishing with pots, depleting available crab / lobster stocks to continue the high levels of catch they have been used to.






As the Salcombe Estuary is a recognised bass nursery area, permitting a net fishery for mullet will mean juvenile bass will be caught, the trial assessment suggested an18.8% mortality, this mortality was identified during a monitored trial and I would suggest that any netter, when not monitored, will be reluctant to cut his net to successfully release a juvenile bass alive, and if successful the bass will only be caught again at a later date.






Mullet are a slow growing species (similar to bass) and take up to twelve years to reach maturity, they are relatively loyal to estuaries so any extended period of netting would see the resident stock wiped out, meaning a very short term gain to the commercial fishery but a significantly longer term loss to recreational angling and the associated benefits this brings in revenue to tackle shops, other shops and accommodation facilities.






I have witnessed this at an 'over-wintering' and 'pre-spawning' location near Coverack where huge shoals of mullet gathered, several commercial boats targeted the shoal over two winters, one boat stating he was taking six boxes of mature mullet a day, three winters later there were no mullet left to shoal, this was nine years ago and there are still no mullet there !






It is known that the Salcombe Estuary has a Sea Trout presence although this has never been measured, but again, with permission to have a fixed net fishery, these fish will be caught and are unlikely to survive a release.






Having been a recreation angler for over 50 years (and fished extensively around England (including Devon), Scotland and Ireland), I have seen the damage fixed net fisheries have done to local fish stocks (I was fishing when monofilament gill nets were introduced and were used extensively in estuaries in the 1970's), so strongly oppose this proposal.






I also note that there was an earlier consultation to an earlier review of the byelaw where there was unanimous support for the protection of all estuaries, so why this proposal for Salcombe ?  If allowed, I see it opening the flood gates for other protected estuaries to the detriment of all.






Kind regards






Jonathan Williams






3, Morcoms Row


Penryn


Cornwall


TR10 8HA
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Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Roy Robinson

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I wish to register a formal protest to intentions of netting grey mullet - or any other species - in the estuary as proposed.


There are many reasons but overall such an activity is completely contrary to the policies which are generally required to protect our fauna, flora, rivers, seas and environment generally.





Roy Robinson.   61 Coombeshead Road. TQ12 1Pz





Sent from my iPad
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Netting Salcombe Estuary

		From

		George Peck

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Team





 As a resident in Kingsbridge, I was disappointed to see that commercial netting is to be allowed in the estuary. This after efforts have been made to preserve these waters as a sanctuary for the dwindling stocks of the wide variety of fish present. Of particular concern is the impact this will have on the bass. I cannot see how it will be possible to ensure compliance with the various rules and regulations relating to the licence when I understand there are a significant number of boats licensed to net a relatively small area.  Is there the manpower to do this?  Also, but please correct me if I’m wrong it will be possible  to land bass and sell them in January? If this is the case then I suspect there is a further commercial aspect that has not been made clear.





I am are this goes against the current national guidelines for the preservation of fish stocks and it is surely foolhardy to flout such advice. I am sorry that the crabbing industry is in decline but that is clearly the result of over fishing as evidenced by the huge holding tanks that have changed a local tradition into an international industry.





It will be in no ones interests if Salcombe is perceived to be adding to what is already national concern.





I look forward to hearing from you that the committee responsible for this decision have reconsidered.





Your faithfully





George Peck


TQ7 1NW
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CHANGES TO THE NETTING PERMIT CONDITIONS Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Graeme Taylor

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sirs, 





Topic 1





My concern is seatrout bycatch (although it is not made entirely clear in the report what the primary catch is intended to be!).





Given the rapid & widespread fall in seatrout numbers across the SW in the past 3-5 years I oppose and indeed fail to see the logic in any netting increase in any of our estuaries when it is more than likely that seatrout from adjoining areas may feed there, as your report rightly states. In wider terms there is precious little stock data in the report to suggest that the proposals will have a significant impact on the livelihoods of the unspecified number of commercial fisherman the proposal purports to support. In my opinion it is therefore a wholly inappropriate proposal that flies in the face of years and years of EA best practice in terms of buying out/reducing net catches in our estuaries and river mouths and is likely to further diminish sea trout stocks.





Yours,





Dr. Graeme Taylor,


Plymouth








Member Tavy, Walkham and Plym Fishing Club








