Formal Consultation Responses – 226 to 240, not all in number order.
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FW: Salcombe

		From

		Dave Tribe

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		Tribe, Dave

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; davetribe@blueyonder.co.uk



Dear All 





 





I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed netting within the Salcombe – Kingsbridge estuary. There is absolutely no reasonable argument for allowing netting within the estuary and causing the inevitable ecological disaster. I cannot understand anyone believing otherwise. The Angling trust (amongst others), have a detailed response to the proposal and I wholeheartedly agree with every point they raise. I also wish to reiterate the fact that Bass stocks in particular are dangerously lower than they once were and need protection from commercial fisherman. It’s well known that Bass follow the Mullet shoals and any nets placed to target Mullet WILL catch as many Bass. 





 





I also want to add my own thoughts to try and strengthen the opposition.  





 





I am 63 and I’ve been an Angler all my life. I’ve tried virtually every aspect of fishing available to us within the UK and Ireland but it’s sea fishing that has long been my passion. This has evolved to predominantly Bass lure fishing since the Mid 1980s. My passion for this aspect of fishing has taken me all over the south west of England, into Wales and over to Ireland on many Occasions. I spend thousands of pounds every year on travel, accommodation and restaurants. Doing a rough mental tally, I suspect my collection of lure fishing equipment would cost close to five thousand pounds to replace and it’s forever expanding as the methods and equipment evolve. My point is that I am not alone. Pre Covid, I fished the Bass festival Wexford with anglers from all over Europe (entirely a catch and release competition), and its brilliant to see so many people willing to invest time and money to pursue their Hobby. Almost all of us flatten the barbs on hooks so fish can be released with the minimum of fuss and the welfare of the fish is paramount. Most sport anglers know that bass are a slow growing species and do everything possible to preserve the stock for the future. Once the fish are gone (the inevitable consequence of netting), they are going to be gone for many years. Bass fishing with lures IS undoubtedly the fastest growing method of sea fishing in the UK and will remain so as long as we have fish to chase. With the internet being such an excellent source of information, many anglers look at how others are fishing and take inspiration from the likes of Henry Gilbey and Mark Cowling (both of whom are based in the south west), and will travel to fish somewhere that holds the fish they seek. Overall I truly believe that likeminded anglers contribute vastly more to the economy than would the very short lived gains for the few fisherman that want to net the Estuary. 





With this thought in mind, I believe that rather than allow the destruction of the fishery in the Salcombe Kingsbridge estuary (for what we all know will be a short lived benefit to a very few people), it might be better to take a step back and see if the local community as a whole would be better served if the area were promoted as an angling venue. The emphasis being on catch and release sustainable angling. The area has a huge advantage over others by being sheltered from the worst of the elements and holds a variety of fish not just Bass. There are an array of bays and inlets with localized tidal movements which are magnets to all species of fish. Within the surrounding area is a ready supply of accommodation and restaurants all of which would benefit financially from visiting anglers. The only thing that is difficult is parking and a lot of the access to the water is restricted. If you got the community on board (I maybe dreaming but angling only parking spaces), things could work. 





I would also like to say that although this is written from a Bass anglers viewpoint, I have also spent many hours chasing the illusive Mullet. Again, the bigger fish are a draw to the Mullet enthusiast and are another species that need time to reach a good size. Time that they won’t have the moment a net hits the water. The other fish that is gaining a lot of interest is the gilt-head bream. These are already within the Estuary and again would be at risk if this netting is allowed. 





 





Please kick this proposal for netting straight into the bin where it belongs. Start looking at the bigger picture and the greater gains that are available for such a small amount of input. 





 





Kind regards 





 





David Tribe.





 





NB Please use my personal email davetribe@blueyonder.co.uk for any correspondence 





 





 





CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is confidential and is intended only for the individual(s) or entities named. It may also be privileged or otherwise protected by work product or other legal rules. If you have received it by mistake, please let us know immediately by e-mail reply and delete it from your system. You may not copy this message or disclose its contents to anyone. 
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Fw: Review of Netting Permit Conditions

		From

		Johnathan Dornom

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk









Hi


Please see attached my response to the consultation.  Apologies that is has not got to you earlier but it has taken me some time to put together.  





Regards


Jon
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J Dornom Response to Netting Consultation.docx

Review of the D&S IFCA Netting Permit Conditions Consultation


From:  Jon Dornom, Commercial Fishermen Salcombe.


I currently hold commercial netting permits for two fishing vessels, Chartreuse SE4 and Tenacious DH95, a commercial potting permit for Tenacious DH95 and Mobile Fishing Permits for Tenacious (at sea) and Chartreuse (estuary) from D&S IFCA.


My response to the consultation:


Opening a fixed net fishery in Salcombe Estuary


I support the rationale for change listed in the documents. The only change or addition would be that potting opportunities are severely depleted over winter months due to weather and having an ability to make up a small amount of income from netting is a rationale for change.


The Salcombe estuary is not a migratory route for salmonids and is therefore different from any other estuary in Devon. Whilst sea trout may feed in the estuary, they are not prolific. The study undertaken by myself and D&S IFCA caught one very small sea trout which immediately fell out through the large mesh size of the net.  Bass would only be retained for one month of the year and with the survival rate determined by the research of over 80% any bass caught in other months would have a very good chance of surviving.  Working out of Salcombe over the winter months is difficult.  There are many days during this time where I can’t go to sea, either because I wouldn’t be able to cross the Bar at the mouth of the estuary or the sea conditions would be too challenging to fish.  I am a sixth generation fisherman and unlike many who I am sure have responded to the consultation I have an in-depth knowledge of the difficulties faced by the inshore fishing fleet operating out of Salcombe and an in-depth knowledge of the estuary itself.  I can assure the IFCA that I have no intention of raping and pillaging the estuary of all fish.  


The management measures described in the consultation have been discussed at length at the IFCA meetings and I believe they show that this would be a highly restricted/regulated fishery – much more so than any other fishery in the D&S IFCA district, and probably in any other IFCA District. I therefore support all the management measure to allow this limited fishery in the Salcombe Estuary. 


In response to some of the questions asked in the consultation:


1. As mentioned, I am a sixth generation of fishermen from Salcombe.  The needs of the inshore fishermen are such that with changes in catches of different species, fishermen need to diversify to be able to maintain a living wage. Fishermen cannot easily find other work to make up an income. Fishing is all they know.  Having an opportunity to fish in the estuary for a few months of the year would help support fishermen’s incomes.  It is not as though they will make a great return but it would help support fishermen over the difficult winter months when fishing opportunities are reduced due to the weather. I believe it is part of the IFCA’s role to support a viable fishing industry. Currently there is no balance between commercial and recreational fishing in the Salcombe Estuary.  There is no mention in the consultation document on the heritage benefits/impacts.  The estuary has been an area, for hundreds of years, where some form of netting has taken place – the town of Salcombe was built up on fishing and developed over time to support other fisheries.  Allowing some form of netting will see some return to the heritage traditions of the estuary and at such a low level will not impact the stocks or environment.


2. Having the opportunity to fish in the estuary will provide a financial benefit to the few fishermen likely to take up the opportunity.  The activity would only be able to take place on certain tides and states of the tide I have estimated the following economic benefit:





For the month of January (in 2024 for reference, and when bass retention may be possible) there would be 6-8 days where netting could take place when the tides would be workable irrespective of the weather conditions (which may reduce the days further if bad).        


I have estimated from my experience and knowledge of netting that I might catch 4-6 boxes of fish per day, approximately 30kg per box – so a total 150kg. This would be a good (maximum) catch and would like comprise of:


3 trays grey mullet (90kg) @£3-£4 per kg 			= £300


1 tray bass (30kg) @ £5-£7 per kg				= £180


 A number (approx. 12) of gilthead bream (10kg) @ £5-£7 per kg	= £  60


							Total:   	   £540


This amount would be shared 3 ways – one share for the boat and one share each for the two crew on board.  Therefor £180 per crew member. If this was undertaken on the maximum number of 8 days his would equal £1440 per crew for the month.  





For the other 5 months where bass will not be retained the estimated landings would be:


3 trays grey mullet (90kg) @£3-£4 per kg 			= £300


A number (approx. 12) of gilthead bream (10kg) @ £5-£7 per kg	= £  60


Total:   	   £360


This amount would be shared 3 ways – one share for the boat and one share each for the two crew on board.  Therefor £120 per crew member. If this was undertaken on the maximum number of 8 days his would equal £960 per crew for the month.  





These figures show how the net fishery could support a few fishermen over the winter months when there is a reduced income from other fisheries. 


I would be happy to submit returns on the fish caught if the catch app returns are not thought to be sufficient so that accurate figures of fish landed per boat can show the level and frequency of activity.


3. The recreational angling fraternity will no doubt be opposed to the measure. I am sure you have received hundreds of objections - from the Angling Trust, other angling NGOs, boating groups and individual anglers many of which, I am sure, do not fish in the Salcombe estuary but are totally opposed to netting in any form anywhere.  Recreational angling takes place from boats and from the shore daily in the Salcombe estuary.  There is no policing of the anglers and their catch.  This is a major flaw in the management of fish stocks. 


4. In terms of the environment and fish stocks there have been sensationalist arguments being thrown about – even on spotlight by the wildlife Trust.  Dolphins and porpoises are not seen in the Salcombe Estuary and definitely not caught.  This sensationalism serves only to make the general public hate commercial fishermen and we are seen as villains.  There is no balance in these arguments which I guess is their intention. The management measures proposed will restrict the length and number of nets, soak time in the water, be monitored electronically both in terms of position and net deployed. Having such restrictions will prevent environmental damage.  There have been reports that this netting will catch flounder which is not true. These nets do not target flounder- they are designed to catch mullet, gilthead bream and when possible, bass.  During two years of research only one founder was caught and it was returned to the estuary showing that this is not a species targeted by the netting in the estuary.  The recreational angling groups and individuals will no doubt discuss how important flounders are for them and their competitions.  Flounders are therefore for their catching only and the only impact on them will be from the recreational anglers.  If the anglers are so concerned about flounder stocks, they should stop targeting them in their competitions. The same applies to all other important recreational species (as they call them).  If the net fishery is allowed, there will be catches of mullet and gilthead bream and some bass when permitted but these will not be huge catches.  As seen by D&S IFCA in their report on landings of mullet have decreased in the district due to the restrictions placed on estuary fishing and before the netting byelaw came into being due to the concern about the methods used in the estuary which caused fishermen to stop fishing in the estuaries in case they were fishing illegally. The decline in mullet catches do not indicate decline in the stock. A paper produced at the IFCA Byelaw and Permitting Sub-committee how that catches of mullet into Salcombe were very low pre netting Byelaw and this will include catches from within and outside the estuary so it shows that the catches will not be huge and very unlikely to impact mullet stocks.


The research I undertook with IFCA officers targeted bass to be able to measure their survivability and tag them.  The netting undertaken was to target bass in both years and then mullet in addition in the second year.  This has given a skewed view on the number of bass that would be caught in a restricted net fishery in the Estuary in months when bass would not be targeted.  The Angling Trust response that I have seen on their website has not recognised the intention of targeting of bass for the research undertaken and therefore why the number of bass caught was high.


5. Other comments I would like to make relate the recreational angling sector. There has been a lot of comments to me personally and in the media and I am sure in the responses to this consultation relating to how opening up a net fishery will destroy the estuary, will kill all the fish and should not be allowed to happen. I have read the Angling Trust response on their website which is again sensationalist, mostly without supporting evidence and contains misinformation. There are comments made within his response relating to their intention to demonstrate that the key industries dependent on the estuary are tourism and associated recreational activity.  They have completely ignored the fact the Salcombe is an important inshore fishing port – created out of fishing and it continues today with over 20 commercial fishing boats operating out of the port.  It is as though the Angling Trust wish to completely ignore the commercial fishing industry and how important it still is to the town.  Visitors to the town do enjoy the fact that fishing boats still operate out of the town and the crab fest has risen out of the town’s people recognising the importance of the fishing industry. I was disappointed to see that the Angling Trust even use a clip from the Crab fest to accuse me of being the cause of the decline in crab stocks and completely misquoting the number of pots I work per day.  The Angling Trist obviously do not concern themselves with trying to understand fishing stock changes apart from blaming the inshore fishermen.  


Another point I would like to raise in the status of the estuary as a bass nursery area.  Currently recreational anglers fish all year in the estuary from the shore and boats catching and keeping bass – often in numbers exceeding the catch of 2 per person per day.  I believe that when bass nursery areas were brought in it considers the impact of recreational anglers in bass nursery areas and recommend that bass are not targeted at all.  This is even written on the bass anglers sport fishing society website where it says that it is expected that shore anglers will respect the need for regulations in bass nursery area and either not fish in nursery areas all, or return to the sea any bass caught within them.  It would be good if D&S IFCA could look to manage the activity of recreational anglers.





Emmstrom Angling Zone


I have no interest in the Angling zone but have heard the discussions at the Byelaw and Permitting sub-committee meetings and would support the measures outlined for recreational and commercial netting.





Recreational Netting


I have no interest in recreational netting but again have heard the discussions at meetings and would support the measure outlined. 





Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes


Grey Mullet species


There have been discussions about the size of sexual maturity of mullet species at IFCA meetings. Currently I don’t think there are minimum conservation references sizes nationally although some IFCAs have landing sizes.  I believe the three species have different sizes of sexual maturity. If the netting in Salcombe estuary was introduced I wouldn’t be opposed to a minimum conservation reference size.  However, as the catches will be relatively small and there is no current size restriction, I think that maybe a size of 42cm for all species would provide some protection for a proportion of spawning fish especially the thick and thin-lipped mullet (and would be more than currently in place) and greater than that for golden grey (which are a smaller species) and be aligned with bass, which would make it easy for fishers to comply with a size measure. This would add a further restriction to the fishery and may reduce concerns by other sectors.


If the netting in the Salcombe estuary is not supported and introduced I do not believe that a minimum conservation size should be introduced across the district as the catches of mullet inshore are relatively low and I have not seen any evidence that stocks are in decline. If a minimum size was introduced district wide it would further finically impact inshore netters’ opportunities which I do not believe would meet the IFCA’s responsibility to have a viable inshore industry and support smaller scale inshore fishermen. Also why penalise only netters by a minimum size across the district? – it should be all fishing methods and not just netting.





Gilthead bream


I do not agree with a minimum conservation reference size for gilthead bream either in Salcombe Estuary or district wide.  Catches are very low and I have not seen any evidence on what the district landings are from all fishing methods including angling and that stocks are in such a condition and overfished that would require management measures.  Gilthead bream make up a small part of small scale inshore netting and should not be restricted further by a size limit.  Any measure introduced on this species will further limit opportunities for the small inshore vessels that have small catches of this species.  Netting for mullet and gilthead bream support the inshore fishermen, very few if any rely solely on this fishing – it is additional support when other fishing (the main fisheries such as crab) is not possible e.g. over winter when going to sea is difficult and some netting inshore may be possible with the right tide and sea conditions.  I do not support even further restrictions district wide on small scale fishermen. 





Soak times


I think this is a tricky issue to manage.  Any responsible good fishermen would only set nets when they know the weather conditions to be such that they can retrieve within 3-4 days.  I certainly would review weather/tide conditions before I set a net.  If there is a problem for a fisherman to retrieve their nets then they should inform the IFCA of this and retrieve it at the next opportunity.  Having a specific restriction on the number of days a net is set will take a great deal of monitoring and in my opinion is not workable when there are other fisheries that are of greater risk and need monitoring more closely.  I think the focus needs to be on clearly marking nets so that the fishermen with permits can be easily identifiable.  Perhaps within the permit conditions there should be something that requires netters to inform the IFCA is they cannot haul their net and give information as to the next time they can get to the net to haul it.  Also encouraging people to report abandoned nets would be good so that the IFCA can then investigate this.  The consultation mentions there have been an increase in the number of reports of abandoned nets but I am not aware how this compares to other infringements in the district and the level of risk.  Another issue would be the management of fyke nets which are often hauled in the same way as pots – i.e. hauled then reset, which may mean they are out for long periods of time and monitoring how long they are out without being hauled will be very time consuming and I am aware of the limited number of enforcement officers at the IFCA to do this work.
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		From

		TRACY PROCTOR

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk









------ Original Message ------
From: Email Administrator<postmaster@btinternet.com>
To: peteheadon@btinternet.com
Sent: Sunday, 14 Jan, 24 At 12:47
Subject: Email System Error - Returned Email with Subject: Fixed net fishing of Salcombe estuary

Your message was not delivered because the Domain Name System
(DNS) for the destination computer is not configured correctly.
The following is a list of reasons why this error message could
have been generated.  If you do not understand the explanations
listed here, please contact your system administrator for help.

     - The host does not have any mail exchanger (MX) or
       address (A) records in the DNS.

     - The host has valid MX records, but none of the mail
       exchangers listed have valid A records.

     - There was a transient error with the DNS that caused
       one of the above to appear to be true.

You may want to try sending your message again to see if the
problem was only temporary.

     DNS for host devonandsevernifc.gov.uk is mis-configured.

The following recipients did not receive this message:

     <consultation@devonandsevernifc.gov.uk>








Part 1

Part 1

Reporting-MTA: dns; sa-prd-fep-049.btmx-prd.synchronoss.net

Arrival-Date: Sun, 14 Jan 2024 12:47:19 +0000

Received-From-MTA: dns; sa-prd-rgout-004.btmx-prd.synchronoss.net (10.2.38.7)



Final-Recipient: RFC822; <consultation@devonandsevernifc.gov.uk>

Action: failed

Status: 5.4.4

Remote-MTA: dns; devonandsevernifc.gov.uk
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Fixed net fishing of Salcombe estuary


			From


			TRACY PROCTOR


			To


			consultation@devonandsevernifc.gov.uk


			Recipients


			consultation@devonandsevernifc.gov.uk





Dear Sir Madam, 
                                 I am sending this email in objection to the detrimental effects this proposed fishery would have on not only my source of enjoyment and well-being but countless other stakeholders whom use this body of water.  
I am 57 and recently (last couple of years) started to enjoy a return to fishing after about a 30 year absence from the sport. 
I fish almost exclusively the salcombe estuary due the locality,  and quite healthy presence of various species that can be caught here. 
Times have somewhat changed since how things were 30 years ago.  Today most anglers I meet are committed to looking after the sport which provides a release from modern day life and want to and in my experiences protect things for the future Catch and release is both promoted and more often than not carried out by the majority of anglers whom fish this estuary. 
I release nearly all my fish only taking the occasional one that won't return to the water.  
Having fished the  river Dart 30 years ago fishing was great almost being guaranteed thornbacks and dabs on every visit 
They were then netted and from what I remember an almost instant decline in catch rates ( one of my reasons for leaving the sport).  I personally don't think the river has ever recovered, fishing a couple of times of late with not much success. 
Back then I used to spend money on bait, tackle, Ferry trips and visits to the local shops for food and drink etc in Dartmouth itself. 
I'm now thinking that this could all happen to Salcombe and would have long term,  economic effects not only to the local fishing fraternity whom care very much about this safe haven for many species of fish,  but also the money bouught in from tourism ( people travel from far and wide especially for the gilthead bream).
This is where I will end my message but hope mistakes from the past, are not repeated for short term gain of a few and not long term forsight  and gain for the many .
     Kind regards Pete Headon ( presently at Blanksmill bay) catching very little at present. 
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Proposed monofilament netting in the Salcombe Estuary

		From

		BRIAN COLLICK

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



To the committee of the Devon and IFCA,





 





I have been a very keen sea angler for over 60 years fishing all over Cornwall for various species of fish. In recent years I have fished the more accessible venues namely the estuaries and beaches. The fish I target are bass, all species of mullet and gilt head bream, all reside in the Salcombe estuary.





I am totally amazed to find that the Devon and Severn IFCA are even considering allowing the return of monofilament netting targeting mullet in the Salcombe estuary for 6 months of the year.





As you should be fully aware you should know that any monofilament net is not selective in what it catches so it can be rightfully assumed that it will have a bye catch of many species including birds, cetaceans, and many other marine creatures. As far as the fish population is concerned these will be bass, gilt head bream and the 3 mullet species, sea trout and salmon.





In the netting trials that took place in the estuary the bass that were caught had a mortality rate of just over 18% this being under ideal conditions where the bass were removed from the net by cutting the meshes and then reviving in aerated tanks before being returned to the sea.





Does any of your committee think that will actually take place if this fishery is allowed to take place? Any bass caught will be forcibly removed from the net and thrown back, the vast majority of the time they will die within a short space of time.





Bass ,mullet and gilt head bream are all migratory fish and the bass in particular that were tagged in the Dart estuary were found to migrate along the Cornish coast and even as far away as south Wales. The same is probably true for mullet and gilt head bream.





The Salcombe estuary holds two very prestigious angling competitions at different times of the year and the income derived from those competitions far outweighs the income from the proposed mullet fishery. There is very minimal damage done to any species as it is all catch and release angling. If the fish stocks in the estuary diminish then it is very probable that these competitions will cease and thus the revenue affecting the wider community.





If this fishery is approved can the IFCA guarantee that they will have sufficient funds and manpower to monitor the netting at any time of day.  Ensure that there are no illegal nets, the correct number of nets are deployed, the soak time for these nets is maintained and  monitor landings of undersized fish?   





Yours sincerely 





Brian Collick
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Proposed netting in salcombe

		From

		George Kinloch

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Good morning, 





I believe this is the correct email address. 


I have been made aware that there is a consultation on proposed netting in Salcombe estuary. 


I wholeheartedly appose this and feel it's outrageous to even have it considered. 


We are at a point where our fish stocks and health of our oceans are in a terrible state and commercial netting like this is just another nail in the coffin. 


I'm a keen recreational fisherman and fully understand the need for the fishing industry but netting an estuary that should be a safe haven for breeding fish and slow growing species such as mullet is a bad move. For the fish and the reputation of IFCA. 


Please add my objection to the list of people apposing the idea. 





Kind regards, 





George Kinloch 





Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android
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Salcombe Netting

		From

		John Roberts

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir.  A few comments regarding the six month fixed netting in the Salcombe estuary.





1.  Given the dire state of migrating salmonids in the South West it would seem folly to introduce a netting scheme in an estuary close to the Dart and Avon.  There can be no guarantee that salmon and sea trout will not be caught thus adding to depletion of stock caused by a variety of causes from climate change to pollution.





2.  The reduction of migratory fish, bass and mullet in our rivers and seas could have an immediate impact on local economies .  People holiday in the South West to fish our seas lakes and rivers.  Reducing stocks further, by netting, would make the likelihood of holidaying here less likely.





3.  To begin netting in the estuary when fish stocks are under such pressure, is surely an unnecessary further burden





Yours. John Roberts (Chair Avon Fishing Association) 
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Individual response to the FORMAL PUBLIC CONSULTATION - CHANGES TO THE NETTING PERMIT CONDITIONS

		From

		Andrew Davies

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir/Madam,





I am writing to respond the above consultation.  I am a passionate recreational sea angler, with a particular interest in fishing for sea bass.  I often travel to the south hams area for my own fishing.  In addition to this I am the secretary of the Bass Anglers' Sportfishing Society (BASS), and chair of the UK Bass Lure Fishing Society.  In each of these roles I have been amazed at the general shock amongst anglers that this proposal is even being considered.  We are usually having to make an enormous effort to get anglers to engage in these kind of consultations, but on this occasion I am finding anglers contacting us from all over to tell us about the consultation.   Anyway, I digress as this is my personal response - BASS is also preparing a more detailed response on behalf of its members.  My responses are in italic bullet form to the proposed changes from the formal public consultation proposals below.





Proposed Changes: Commercial fishermen using nets.





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





*	I completely object to this element of the proposal.    It is short sighted and unsustainable.  Given that seabass made up over 50% of the catches in the trials, and can only be landed for 1 month of the proposed 6 month fishery,  it will result in many dead and injured bass for the other 5 months.  Does the D+S IFCA wish to be responsible for dead fish floating around in the harbour for 5 months of the year?  I'm certain that this will not be popular with the general public.  


*	I believe that the trails were statistically insignificant.  there is not enough data to conclude that there will be ~20% mortality, and this was only achieved under 'laboratory' conditions.  Even if this number was correct, I believe it is still too high and furthermore ignores the cumulative effect on bass which become entangled in nets on more than one occasion.


*	The nature of an estuary environment makes it somewhat unfair to use nets to me.  


*	My overriding opinion, is that this proposal has been made by those with commercial fishing interests, to exploit the window in January when bass may be landed.  It is technically illegal to target bass with nets in the UK and in Europe, however it has become common practice to use the "unavoidable bycatch loophole"  to target bass with nets during this period  (there are countless examples where net catches have been 100% bass, and repeated by the same boats every year further west in Cornwall. In this respect the apparent excuse of targeting mullet is simply a diversionary tactic from the commercial fishermen  


*	 I don't believe that the amount of mullet landed will be economically viable, and even if it were it will be short lived as they will be wiped out in one season.


*	I object to use of nets for fishing full stop.  It is damaging to the environment and I believe will be phased out in my lifetime.  Hook and line is the future for fish such as bass and pollack.


*	Regarding the points about pot fisheries and boosting income - I refute these. frankly the commercial fishermen, IFCAs , MMO and DEFRA have facilitated overfishing for years and more sustainable practices before would have avoided this situation.  I read that one of the commercial fishermen in the area is using 1200 pots, and these have been bought with government grants???  They have themselves to blame for declining profitability and diversification therefore should look away from commercial fishing entirely.





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





*	I fully support this proposal, use of nets near wrecks is deplorable and unsustainable.  It will inevitably lead to more "ghost nets" in the Torbay area which should be avoided at all costs.









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). 





*	I fully support bag limits, but fail to understand any rationale for  15kg - What would a recreational fishermen do with 15kg?  This feels like a commercial amount of sandeels which may be sold as bait.  





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





*	I fully support this proposal, use of nets near wrecks is deplorable and unsustainable.  It will inevitably lead to more "ghost nets" in the Torbay area which should be avoided at all costs.





Other Content  





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





*	this is moot if enforcement stays as it is.  Netting will be carried out at night.  





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






*	I fully support this and it is surprising that there are not MCRS already for mullet and bream.









Kind Regards






Andy Davies 
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Review of Netting permit conditions

		From

		Tom Pace

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



To D&SIFCA





I am emailing you regarding the consultation on the proposed changes to the netting permit conditions.  Whilst I welcome the prohibition of commercial netting around the Emsstrom I am wholly against the idea of a six month fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary.  Regarding the netting in the Salcombe estuary my main problem is that how can a bass nursery area can be opened up to commercial netting due to the decline of another fishery (the decline in brown crab stock, likely from commercial overharvest).  Is this not fishing to the bottom? I understand the IFCA have to tread the line between all stakeholders but this seems a backwards step especially since Bass have only just started to show signs of recovery since large declines in the past decade.  I understand mortality studies have been undertaken but question the accumulated nature of the mortality rate.  Also sea trout a highly endangered species is ;likely to be caught as bycatch in this proposed fishery.  My interest in this fishery is from a recreational standpoint being a keen spearfisher and committee member of the Exeter Spearfishing Club and also member of the British Spearfishing Club, whilst I do not regularly dive around Salcombe (I am East Devon based) I am concerned about the future of our shared fish stocks and do not want a new commercial fishery opened in a nursery area and potentially lead to more of the same.  I was made aware of this consultation via the DSIFCA facebook page.





Kind Regards





Tom Pace


26 Dukes Rd, Budleigh Salterton, Devon, EX9 6QL


07871818131
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OBJECTION to the proposal to open a six-month fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary

		From

		David Kelley

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I am a recreational angler, enjoyer of the estuary (in my kayak) and have been involved in research into bass conservation and sustainability over several decades.  I am also local to the estuary and a member of BASS and the Angling Trust.





 






Whilst I recognise the importance of a healthy and sustainable local commercial fishery and the wider benefits it can bring, I OBJECT to this proposal to allow netting in the Kingsbridge estuary because:





1 it is contrary to current trends, best practice and fund of knowledge, including the draft bass FMP, which recognise that estuaries provide major nurseries and protection for several species of fish, other creatures (e.g. seahorses) and organisms and that they have diverse intertidal and sub-tidal flora and invertebrate fauna and should receive the highest form of protection from disturbance and exploitation, hence why the trend is – and has been for some time - to eliminate commercial netting of any sort in estuaries because it is indiscriminate and damaging.  





2 it contradicts all existing protection policies and plans applicable to the Kingsbridge estuary





Estuaries are sensitive, delicate habitats and ecosystems, hence why they attract high levels of protection from exploitation and damage. The Kingsbridge estuary is designated a Bass Nursery Area, a Site of Special Scientific Interest and an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, with an associated Estuaries Management Plan.  This proposal contradicts the aims of all three. For example, the latter plan says it will ‘support commercial fishing ‘.. based on sound science, environmental sustainability and sensitivity of local site and wildlife.’  The proposal satisfies none of those bases.





3 it is based on rationales that don’t stand up to scrutiny.





3.1 The perceived decline in profitability of the pot fishery, one of the justifications for this proposal, is at least in part due to over-exploitation and referenced as such nationally in the Crab & Lobster FMP.  So, the proposed solution is to facilitate exploitation of another fish!  As mullet aggregate in large shoals and their movements are predictable, netting on this allowed scale will decimate local stocks in no time at all.  So what happens when the mullet are diminished and profitability declines?  Turn to another fish to exploit?  This is no way to shape a policy of any sort.  Furthermore, is there any independent evidence to back up the premise that the pot fishery has declined in profitability and any independent research as to why?  Is it overall profitability that has declined or is it profitability per operator or per pot – both indicative of over-exploitation?





3.2 A mortality rate of 18.8% of bass is most definitely not acceptable, especially as all will be discarded other than in (currently) January.  It also assumes strict compliance with the conditions of the fishery, such as soak time.  I am surprised (from my own experience with licensed research netting) that with a soak time of up to sixty minutes mortality rates haven’t been found to be higher and I would expect them to be much higher in sea trout which do not fare well when caught in a net even for just a few minutes, let alone sixty.  Moreover, any netting at night is likely to increase the mortality rate, as would regular repeat netting, on which there are no restrictions proposed. 





4 it has questionable aims





The aim of this proposal might seem surprising to some.  Mullet are low value fish, not in much demand (except perhaps, for pot bait), whilst the likely bycatch species of bass, bream and sea trout (and others) are most definitely high value and in demand.  Could it be that access to the likely bycatch is the main motive behind this proposal?





5 it will be difficult to enforce compliance and may encourage illegal netting





Resources for enforcement vary from thin to non-existent.  With no netting allowed in the estuary, enforcement is much easier as any netting can be assumed to be illegal and reported.  With some netting permitted, illegal netters may be encouraged and any associated illegal netting becomes far harder to police.





6 it benefits a few at a cost to many





The proposals will likely deter recreational anglers, who contribute considerable sums to the local economy in a more widely distributed manner than is the case with commercial fisherman.





  



David Kelley



 



Brook End


East Allington


Nr Totnes


Devon


TQ9 7RW
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Review of netting permit conditions - response from Dr Keith Hiscock MBE

		From

		Keith Hiscock

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Thankyou for contacting me regarding proposed changes to netting permit conditions. 


  


I attach my response. 


  


Keith 





Dr Keith Hiscock MBE
Marine Ecology, Conservation & Photography
01752 406697
07833133403
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D&SIFCA_proposed_changes_to_Permit_conditions.pdf




To: Devon & Severn IFCA 



Subject: Review of netting permit conditions 



Date: 15th January 2024 



Thankyou for the opportunity to comment on proposed changes to permit conditions. Your consultation document is 



well laid-out and clear. 



My field of interest is marine biodiversity conservation. I support sustainable fishing but believe in minimizing ‘co-



lateral damage’ to non-target species and, in some locations with sensitive habitats and species, preventing any 



damage whatsoever from certain sorts of fishing gear. Of massive concern is that this proposal follows an earlier 



consultation, where the feedback was overwhelmingly in support of continuing protection of the estuaries. 



I have no financial interest in commercial fishing. 



I was informed of the consultation by e-mail as I am a permit holder (for shellfish). 



I was the lead ecologist in the survey of Salcombe Harbour and Kingsbridge Estuary for the Nature Conservancy 



Council in 1986 and have re-read the survey report before commenting on the proposed changes to permit 



conditions.  



I am Vice-Chair of the Wembury Marine Conservation Area Advisory Group and support the response drafted by the 



Chairman Dr Paul Naylor. I especially support the comment that “A major justification behind the hard-won protection 



for estuaries from netting is that they are valuable nursey habitats for commercial fish species. Damaging them for the 



sake of short-term commercial gain is therefore counter productive in the longer term. We are very worried about 



where application of this harmful logic could lead.” 



With regard to the specific proposals being considered: 



Use of fixed nets (commercial and recreational). Whilst nets deployed over level sediment seabeds are unlikely to 



have a harmful impact on seabed wildlife biodiversity, there are other issues which predicate against permitting 



netting in the Salcombe Harbour area: 



• Non-commercial species may be caught (diving seabirds, seals, wrasse etc.) and, if netting is permitted, an 



inventory needs to be maintained of such bycatch to determine if permits might be rescinded. 



• The primary activities in Salcombe Harbour are recreational and tourism. Deployment of fixed nets (even in 



winter and for limited time periods) is incompatible. 



• Nets would need to be deployed responsibly to avoid loss of those nets which may lead to them becoming 



entangled with reefs and their attached biota and carry on ‘ghost fishing’. The fishing industry does not have 



a good track-record of responsible deployment and seems to abandon lost nets. 



• Whilst recognizing the decline in profitability of pot fisheries [inferring that alternative fisheries need to be 



pursued], effort may be better spent working towards a sustainable potting industry.  



• What about other industries incomes that will be threatened by this proposal? 



I see that bycatch of bass can only be landed in January and I question the likelihood of discard of viable fish outside 



of that month. Bycatch should be declared but discarding good quality fish seems perverse. 



If deployment of nets in Salcombe Harbour is permitted in response to collapse of other fisheries, perhaps there 



should be an undertaking that netting in the harbour will cease on the recovery of the other fisheries.  



The prohibition of recreational and commercial netting in the area defined in the Emsstrom Angling Code of 



Conduct, in the Torbay area. Setting aside the ‘angling reason’, fixed nets should not be deployed on or near to 



wrecks as they are liable to become snagged and become agents of ‘ghost fishing’. Also, recreational diving occurs on 



the wreck and deployed or lost nets create a danger of entanglement of recreational divers. 



Maximum soak time for nets. The proposals have the potential to significantly reduce risk of entanglement and 



unwanted catch. It is important that the owners of nets tag them and, if they are lost, take responsibility for finding 



and removing them to avoid ‘ghost fishing’. I appreciate that this point is included (“…. operating the net is 











identifiable, it would be their responsibility to retrieve the net”). Enforcement may, as always, be a problem as might 



any viewpoint that ‘it’s no use to us any more, just leave it’ – significant sanctions would be needed. 



Dr Keith Hiscock MBE 



Marine Ecology, Conservation and Photography 



6 Railway Cottages 



Oreston 



Plymouth PL9 7PX 



07833133403 
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Netting proposal in Salcombe estuary

		From

		John Stevens

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Proposal for the opening of a 6 month fixed net fishery within Salcombe estuary





 





I am a retired fisheries biologist who grew up in the Salcombe area and who has worked on marine biological and fisheries issues both in England and Australia. I was made aware of this consultation both through the IFCA website and the local Salcombe community.  





I consider the proposal to allow commercial netting in the Salcombe estuary to be totally inappropriate for reasons laid out below.





The proposed fishery states that it will target grey mullet with a bycatch of bass, gilthead bream and a few other species. The August report of the B&PSC details results of gillnet fishing and electronic tagging of juvenile bass carried out by researchers working from a commercial vessel in the Salcombe estuary in January 2022 & 2023. Catches of bass and mullet were very variable and averaged about 50% bass and 50% grey mullet. The proportion of bass was as high as 85% in some sets. If these experimental catches were representative of what commercial fishers might expect then bass could hardly be considered a bycatch species. The mortality rate of bass was stated as 18% but the report states this would almost certainly be higher under commercial conditions. Maximum net soak times of 60 mins would very likely be exceeded with time taken to clear the nets when large catches of these schooling species were made. Mortality rates of bass would be even higher under these conditions. Sub-lethal effects of net capture such as reduced growth rates and reproductive potential also need to be considered.





Market landings of grey mullet are currently small and the species commands a relatively low price. Large catches could easily flood the market. While the stock status of grey mullet is currently of low concern the species slow growth, late maturity and high longevity mean that the species could locally be fished down fairly quickly. The mullet’s schooling behaviour would mean it could be easily targeted. Grey mullet also utilise the Salcombe estuary as a nursery area so juveniles would likely be subject to similar mortality rates as juvenile bass. If mullet are the target species why were mortality experiments on juveniles not carried out at the same time as bass? While not of great commercial value mullet is highly valued as a recreational species.





Bass are a slow growing, late maturing and long-lived species.  The stock status of bass is of concern due to overfishing and some recent poor recruitment years. This has led to increased restrictions on both the commercial and recreational sectors for both of which this is a highly valued species. Bass use estuaries as nursery areas where the juveniles remain for the first 4-5 years of their life. The juveniles often form dense schools particularly when feeding. The Salcombe estuary was designated as a bass nursery area in 2018. Devon and Severn IFCA along with Plymouth University has been involved in several recent research projects on bass and the effects of commercial netting on this species. This netting proposal put up by the B&PSC seems contrary to the objectives of IFCA with regard to management of bass stocks.





Gilthead bream is primarily a Mediterranean species which in recent decades has become increasingly common in southern English waters. Egg and larval fish tows along with adults with ripe gonads strongly suggest the species is spawning locally. Little or nothing is known of stock size or life-history parameters in English waters. The species is of high commercial value and is increasingly targeted locally, often on what appear to be spawning aggregations in Autumn. Nothing is known of the sustainability of these catches. Gilthead are also a valued recreational species with the Salcombe-Kingsbridge estuary one of the major fishing locations.





Other species likely to be captured by the proposed fishery include flatfish (notably flounder and plaice) and rays. The Salcombe-Kingsbridge estuary is an important over-wintering area for a variety of seabirds, including diving species. Gill nets would pose a threat to seabirds; seals also are becoming more common in the estuary.





The Salcombe-Kingsbridge estuary is a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSI) within an Area Of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB). SSI’s allow commercial fishing but state that it should be carried out in a sustainable way which is questionable in this proposed fishery. While there are a number of gear controls suggested it is hard to see how these can be enforced in practice given the lack of resources faced by local authorities. There is currently poor enforcement of recreational angling in the estuary and of illegal net fishing.





The situation leading to this proposed fishery is fairly apparent. In recent years ‘super-crabbers’ have been setting thousands of pots per day in the Channel without any controls on their operation. This lack of management has led to declines in brown crab catches and resulted in activation of latent gillnet effort on crab boats that also hold netting licenses. Some crab fishers are also looking for alternate fisheries from which to supplement their incomes. Surely the focus needs to be on controlling effort in the crab fishery?





In summary, I see this proposed fishery as a very retrospective step. It goes against the good work done by IFCA (in co-operation with other organisations) on bass and on attempting to reduce gillnet fishing in favor of more sustainable and selective methods. This proposed fishery would also open the door for similar fisheries in other bass nursery areas.  Fisheries management needs to be proactive rather than reactive. Due to over-exploitation, reactive management measures are now urgently required in the brown crab fishery.





Yours sincerely,





Dr John Stevens





johndstevenscsiro@gmail.com
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Response to consultation on the opening of the Salcombe Estuary to netting. (Changes to the netting permit conditions)

		From

		Tom Fowler

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir/Madam,





Please find attached my consultation response to the proposal to open Salcombe Estuary to netting.





In summary, I object to the the proposal.





Regards





Tom







Salcombe netting objection.doc
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Mr T Fowler











Meadow View,












New Road











Mockbeggar











BH24 3NJ



THE OPENING OF A FIXED NET FISHERY IN THE SALCOMBE ESTUARY - OBJECTION


Dear Sir/Madam,



I am writing to you to express my concern at the proposal to open up the Salcombe Estuary to commercial netting.


I, and various generations of my family, have been a regular visitor to the Salcombe Estuary for many years now and choose this area over the other tourist centres in the South Devon Area of Outstanding Beauty for its wildlife and fishing. The area is still a sanctuary for fish and marine animals, despite the pressures of modern society.



Having lived in and around Poole and Christchurch harbours, and seeing how netting has negatively impacted fish stocks in this area, I was dismayed to see that netting was proposed to be allowed in the sanctuary of Salcombe. I am also aware of the issues of “by-catch” regularly reported to the IFCA and other authorities, in the Hamble estuary, all allowed under the guise of targetting mullet.



It seems very short-sighted to allow netting in such an important bass nursery area. Bass and Guilt-head bream fishing brings many people to Salcombe and I know that my couple of additional fishing visits (outside of those with my family) will contribute many hundreds of pounds to the local economy. I have also introduced a number of other anglers who also now visit the area on a regular basis and will contribute much more to the economy than a small number of commercial fishermen.



The idea that a small number of commercial fishermen can be allowed to net, with the inevitable by-catch and death of Bass, and other species, seems nonsensical. Why is there a close season for bass, and a very limited take for pleasure anglers, if (in a very optimistic case) 1 in 5 bass will die if caught as “by-catch”? Do you really believe that commercial fisherman will take the same care of non-profit fish as that in the survey? And as for the protected shad species, there is no way that they would only have a 20% death rate as the shed their scales even with the most careful handling.



There is also, of course the possibility, that by opening up the net fishery, more illegal. fishing could occur, as it will be impossible for IFCA to police all the activities with limited resources. Sea-trout, whether on migration or feeding, will be caught and there will be significant financial pressure on commercial fisherman to keep any they catch. 



Just because pot fishing may becoming unprofitable does not make it acceptable to harm the balance of Salcombe estuary by allowing fixed nets to be deployed.



In summary, I object to the proposal to allowing fixed net-fishing in Salcombe estuary as it will have a negative impact on fish numbers, which in turn will also impact on tourist numbers to the area and have significant financial impacts for the area.



Regards



Tom Fowler



tom_r_fowler@yahoo.co.uk
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Salcombe estuary

		From

		angelakinnish

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



John Shapland





79 Victoria Street





Barnstaple





North Devon





EX32 9JD





14th January 2024,





Dear D&S IFCA,





I have been reading on various media (Facebook, NMC, Angling Trust & B.A.S.S pages) and have also seen on Westcountry News about the outrageous proposal to re-open a selective fishery to target mullets and gilthead bream in the Salcombe estuary.





I feel this would be a disastrous decision as mullet are a site dependant species returning to the same grounds possibly year after year and often moving in and out of estuaries with the tides. They would be an easy target for nets, and I fear areas would become fished out and likely to take years to recover, or maybe never, if netting continued.





Rather worryingly is the legal keeping size of mullets, a ridiculous size of 330mm could be retained. A fish of about 1 ½ to 1 ¾ lb ! Still years away from sexual maturity and about half the weight, they really could disappear.





I recently saw a photo of an illegal net recovery made by Cattewater harbour commissioners on the 05/01/24, and I noted the entangled bass looked borderline or undersize. It was very well illustrated by the photo that they would be a large part of the by-catch in the proposed selected net fishery in Salcombe. I wonder how many survive after catch and release from netting, with the same being said for dolphin and porpoise, also highlighted on the Westcountry news by Devon Wildlife Trust.





I’m not much of a gilthead bream angler but have heard that the Salcombe estuary is a hotspot for them and I’m sure the species brings revenue to the area with visiting anglers. I fear anglers may stop coming to the area if the stocks of bream are depleted. It would be reminiscent of the flounder fishery with stocks taking a worrying dive over the last decade. Friends of mine used to travel down for the weekend to fish for Flounder but not for years now. Fuel, accommodation, time and effort with sadly not much in the way of rewards.





Lastly I fear if the net ban were to be lifted in the Salcombe estuary and commercial fishers get their foot in the door, where would it stop? I’m sure they would want to get in on other D&S net free zones reversing all the good that has been done over the recent years.





Thanks for taking the time to read my email and please continue to keep up the good work and fight for our inshore waters and keep the nets out.





Yours Sincerely 





John Shapland
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Proposed Netting Salcombe Estuary

		From

		parker_janet2@sky.com

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Good Morning





My name is Alex Parker with over 50 years of angling experience, I am a member of of the D.O.E.S.A.C. (Plymouth) I carry out the role of secretary for my own club & also Chairman of the Wyvern Region of the Angling Trust.





Being a keen Sea Angler & nature lover, I love to fish & walk the fantastic natural ria of the Salcombe / Kingsbridge estuary, Like many others I was shocked & dismayed at the proposed netting of the estuary, I should also like to point out that like many other RSA's, all anglig is carried out on a catch & release basis.





When fished on a neep tide the estuary gives safe & sheltered fishing to anglers along it's shores, no fish would result, in fishing the open coast hence putting them at risk, ultimately resulting in the older generation & Juniors not partaking in the sport, it is also a known fact that angling is an outlet for those that suffer with mental Health issues.





The allowance of netting would have a devastating affect on fish stocks in the estuary, not only taking the targeted Mullet, but many other species Bass, Gilthead bream, Trigger fish, flounder along with many other species that can be caught within the Salcombe Estuary.





Nets not set properly (not taught) would act as tangle nets & would catch lots of fish not targeted also a large amount of wildlife would also be at risk to Otters, Seals, diving birds to name a few,  these are always present as part of the estuaries habitat.





Eel Grass along with 2 types of British sea horses that are resident in the Estuary would also be put at risk.





A  acceptable mortality rate for bass of 18.8% for bass has been quoted, not sure were this figure has come from but I question these statistics surely fish returned from a live fishery would not have the same care & treatment they deserve which no doubt result in Fin, Gill & scale damage on return.





Due to the estuary being a natural ria, water temperatures are warmer than other river / estuaries & it has been proven that it is a holding ground for bass.





A large number of gilthead bream enter the estuary during March time, netting would result have a detrimental affect on the future of the species in the area.





The Salcombe Estuary is the UK's biggest venue for the founder & specimen fish, following the decimation of the species by netting on the River Teign & Poole Harbour.





It is very annoying that all this has come about, because the commercial sector cannot sustainably manage there own fishery, not long ago the person / persons making the proposal stated that the brown crab fishery was sustainable, now it is not, how long before if allowed would the netting become unsustainable.





As you can see from the above I am 100% against the proposal.





Kind Regards





Alex 
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Netting the Salcombe and Kingsbridge Estuary

		From

		charles schaefer

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I would like to add my views and concerns to the above consultation.





 





As a retired fishing tackle shop manager and a keen fisherman and a life long resident of the South Hams, I am absolutely appalled at the suggestion of allowing commercial netting in the Salcombe and Kingsbridge Estuary.  





 





The confines of the estuary and use of monofilament gill nets across creeks and narrow channels will have a devastating effect on the fish that live in the estuary.  It is a Bass nursery area which should be protected at all times, particularly with the commercial pressure on that fish and is also a very important habitat for gilthead bream, flounder, trout and mullet etc. Not withstanding other wildlife which could be affected as a bycatch and immature fish below the legal limit.  In my view these fish are worth more alive commercially than dead long term, due to anglers who visit the area and spend money locally.





 





Yours sincerely





 





Mr C E Schaefer





West Charleton





Kingsbridge
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