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Salcombe Estuary Netting Consultation

		From

		Peter Phillips

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		dartmoor@duchyofcornwall.org

		Recipients

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



I am writing to add my voice to the many objections to the proposal by D&S IFCA/B&SPC to allow a new winter months fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary.  Rather than explaining my reasons over several pages, I would simply endorse those detailed objections that have already been raised by the Angling Trust, the Bass Anglers Sportfishing Society, and the Devon Wildlife Trust.





The Salcombe Estuary is a unique gem of a year round fishery for recreational anglers such as myself, from both shore and boat.  It attracts a very large number of anglers from throughout Devon and Cornwall, and indeed many from much further afield who stay in the area for fishing holidays.  It is well known for both the variety and the potential specimen size of the fish it holds.  As well as the grey mullet that will ostensibly be targeted by the nets, anglers come to catch fish such as bass, flounders, thornback ray and plaice.  The issue re the shocking impact on bass stocks has already been highlighted exhaustively, but I am concerned that the nets, whilst normally relatively near the surface, will also at times catch the bottom feeding species e.g. on low spring tides when the nets are much neared the sea bed.





However, there is one further species for which the Salcombe estuary, along with the Fal estuary in Cornwall, is a national stronghold and this is the highly prized Gilthead Bream.  The fish are definitely present during October to December because anglers catch them, and they may be present throughout the winter.  They frequent the same areas as grey mullet and indeed often swim with them.  These superb fish, which exist only in relatively small numbers outside the two estuary systems mentioned, would inevitably be caught by the nets.  As a valuable table fish, one could speculate as to the fate of those 'inadvertently' taken.





Finally I would point out that, ironically, we shore anglers have for many years been returning almost all the fish we catch there in a shared effort to ensure sustainability.  Of course commercial fishermen need to make a living in the winter. Nevertheless it is obvious that up to seventeen boats regularly netting the estuary would, in a short space of time, severely deplete its stocks and they would be unable to 'self replenish'.  When they're gone, they're gone.





To implement this calamitous proposal in order to create a little extra winter income for a handful of individuals would be utter folly.





Yours faithfully,





Peter Phillips


Former Hon Sec, Plymouth Sea Anglers Club


Former Hon Sec, Specimen Angling Group of Plymouth
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Proposed netting in Salcombe estuary

		From

		Richard Flage

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



 





 





Sent from Mail for Windows





Dear Sirs,





 





I am writing to you to express my concern and objection to the netting proposals put forward by the B&PSC in the Salcombe estuary.





It is deeply disappointing that such a critical, unique and sensitive habitat – a magnificent national flagship for our wonderful estuarine fauna and flora – would be damaged and denigrated by the brutally indiscriminate use of commercial netting practices for a significant period of the year.





My major concerns include the following:





 





1: Slow growing species such as mullet, bass and overwintering guilthead bream would be targeted in a vital nursery habitat ( the 18.8% mortality rate is doubtful based on the nature of the study used).





 





2:Netting in Poole Harbour has been disastrous for fish populations such as flounder;





 





3: Many anglers speak highly of Salcombe thus attracting visitors who would doubtless be put off if netting practices were in operation. Not great for the wider local economy. I fear approval would set an ugly precedent for netting in other estuaries.





 





4: This is a scientifically important and ecologically sensitive area for sea grass, sea horses and marine mammals which would undoubtedly suffer as a result of netting.





 





5: It appears the decline in fishing for crab due to overfishing has put the spotlight on mullet as the next target to be exploited. This vulnerable species is a fantastic sportfish and backbone of the growing British salt water fly fishing scene. Approached with imagination and vision, this sporting species should be the focus of a vibrant sport fishing market and economy, rather than low grade food tasting of mud and contaminated by heavy metals.





 





6: the virtually unanimous support for ongoing protection of estuaries ( and rias) of the Devon and Severn region in the prior consultation. The huge bulk of objection by anglers, conservationists, ecologists ,etc surely cannot be ignored.





 





Thankyou for reading my concerns. I’m sure many others have expressed the same or similar points. But to an angler and conservationist such as myself these issues are deeply important – especially when wildlife is nationally in decline due to so many environmental pressures. This is a wonderful habitat and must be treasured and treated with skill and sensitivity.





 





Your Sincerely





 





Richard Flage





 





Caradon House





Higher Road





Pensilva





Liskeard 





Cornwall.
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Salcombe estuary proposal

		From

		Bert Rodgers

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



To whom it concerns,





 





I am strongly opposed to the opening of a six-month fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary. I enjoy the estuary for its’ marine life and the indiscriminate netting will devastate fish populations that use the estuary as a habitat. The short-term profits of a few fishermen should not be prioritised over the health of the estuary and the wellbeing of locals and tourists who enjoy its’ beauty. I would ask that you heed the advice of wildlife professionals on this matter. I was made aware on the D&SIFCA site.





 





My contact details are:





Bert Rodgers





bert.rodgers05@gmail.com





45 Chandlers Walk





EX2 8BA












Please take my objection into consideration.
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Review of the Devon and Severn IFCA's Netting Permit Condition - Consultation Response

		From

		Nigel Mortimer

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		Roger English; Vanessa Gray

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; roger.english@southdevon-nl.org.uk; vanessa.gray@southdevon-nl.org.uk



Dear D&S IFCA





 





I am writing in response to your current consultation above.





 





I have been asked to prepare these comments below as the Estuaries Officer of the South Devon National Landscape Estuaries Partnership and on behalf of the South Devon National Landscape – they do not necessarily represent the views of the Estuaries Partnership partners or the membership of our local estuary forums*. I have a role in the sustainable and conservation management of the South Devon NL estuaries. *I coordinate the South Devon [AONB} Estuaries Management Plan and the local estuary Forums. Our local Estuary Forums are well attended and supported by D&S IFCA staff, and I endeavour to forward all consultations such as this to the forums’ memberships. 





 





I have been made aware of your consultation via your email of 1st December 2023. 





 





Topic 1: The opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe [-Kingsbridge] Estuary





 





I am very against this proposal for a number of reasons (not in any order of significance);





 





·                 Allowing netting within one estuary, when it is prohibited in its neighbours,  will surely throw in significant levels of confusion about where and when netting is legal and particularly whether sightings of netting should be reported? D&S IFCA staff appeal for our estuary forum members to report suspected illegal fishing at all of our meetings, encouraging local ‘eyes and ears’ monitoring, and it has been suggested that this information has been useful … any level of confusion about where, when and how netting might be legal can only help to discourage this and make it difficult to manage.
[If there was any likely chance of this proposal coming to pass, I would strongly suggest that it would be restricted to daylight and Harbour Office working hours only – a lot of netting is suggested to take place at night further throwing confusion over what might or might not be illegal, and especially with the history of illegal netting across our local estuaries.]







·                 Particularly for grey mullet species (plural), I have been led to believe that these are slow to mature and reproduce species so would be slow to recover from any level of overfishing, damage from netting & handling etc. This was something that IFCA staff themselves where very concerned about and argued when grey mullet were being targeted and netted illegally in the outer mouth of the Avon Estuary a few years ago.
It has been suggested by local reported research that grey mullet and sea bass have some fidelity to their ‘home waters’, so any significant impact on the local populations of these fish would likely also have a more lasting impact upon their recovery and the populations of those other animals that depend upon them.
[I would also question the palatability of estuarine grey mullet considering that they eat mudflat diatoms and allegedly taste very muddy too – maybe not a sound argument for not netting but I have to wonder!]







·                 With the very positive recent growth of dwarf seagrasses within the Salcombe-Kingsbridge estuary over the last very few years (pers obs & subject of formal EA survey – report in progress), I would be very concerned about any further disturbance of the intertidal mudflats (mSSSI Feature of Interest) where the dwarf seagrasses do now or indeed may grow and expand to in the future. Dwarf seagrasses do dieback in the winter months but we presently do not know how important the integrity of the upper mudflats is, in terms of the seagrasses’ subsurface rhizome network or the surface seedbank, to the next year’s health and growth of dwarf seagrass meadow? Also, an ecosystem that we [again rather perversely] are formally highlighting for its importance as a nursery for commercially important fish.
Localised disturbance may include vessel strikes or grounding, propellor cutting or wash, netting drag or ‘anchoring’ impacts where even smaller ‘scars’ may be exacerbated by tidal currents washing out finer sediments. This is an area of conservation management of the estuary that we are actively working on with the Salcombe Harbour Authority (together with the subtidal seagrass meadows and upper foreshore saltmarsh).







·                 As suggested, I do circulate the IFCA’s formal consultations within the relevant local estuary forums - local people make a valid ‘health & wellbeing’ point that they do enjoy seeing the grey mullet feeding at the surface of the water on incoming tides and are concerned that any loss of the population would impact this enjoyment. There is also some level of anxiety of how the nets may affect the safety of boating (including paddle boards etc.) and fish eating wildlife, within the estuary and how the nets could further add to the not insignificant commercial fishery waste (litter) within the estuary at best and continue ghost fishing at worst.







·                 Anglers have suggested that the gilthead bream are considered a ‘good fighting fish’ and are apparently targeted for their sport; they are concerned that their netting could impact on this and further suggest that this could ultimately impact on the spending of the anglers within the local economy. The anglers also suggest that they have little impact upon the fish populations themselves as many of the fish caught are purely for sport and are immediately returned (presumably with some handling impacts but individually and with the opportunity for greater care).







·                 A case is made within the consultation that the by-catch of sea bass would be carefully managed and that local research has demonstrated that a ‘high’ proportion of those caught by netting would be returned successfully (al-be-they with some scales loss, handling stress and bruising). However, again I have to wonder if this doesn’t again throw in some confusion of what numbers of sea bass caught and killed/landed may be acceptable against their catch and landing by angling? ‘We’ highlight the number of sea bass that die within illegal nets but would we really be suggesting that possibly similar numbers caught over a commercial netting season would be acceptable? 
I would also be concerned about the potential by-catch of fish eating birds and other animals that the Salcombe-Kingsbridge Estuary supports particularly in the quieter creeks that might be targeted by netters? The Salcombe-Kingsbridge Estuary is a saltwater dominated estuary, enjoying sheltered water marine conditions and greater visits of marine animals that would normally be highly unusual within typical estuaries – even a basking shark (pers obs) … just the once!







Note, point of accuracy – within some of the background information, it suggests that the Salcombe[-Kingsbridge] Estuary only to be a ‘ria’ (a post-glacial flooded river valley), however, the majority of estuaries within the South West are also rias. The Salcombe Estuary does geographically have a very small freshwater catchment area, hence being very marine dominated (and unusual ecologically) … most days(this is the SW and climate change is changing the intensity of our local rainfall). Technically, the estuary is a classic ‘dendritic ria’.





 





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





 





*	I am not at all convinced by the arguments to increase the net length for recreational fishers and would not support this.




*	I would support a greater bag limit but find the suggested limits for example of 15kg for sand eel per day by recreational fishers very excessive – stuck in a freezer as a once in a lengthy time period to support angling possibly but that per fisher per day? I don’t have a better suggestion and would have to suggest that the IFCA Conservation staff are able to suggest a more realistic bag limit based on likely recreational fishers’ individual needs.




*	I am not sure this is completely relevant here but I would support any measure to limit the impact and disturbance of subtidal seagrass meadow communities such as those along the Millbay of the Salcombe-Kingsbridge Estuary. 





 





Topic 6: Soak Times for Nets (at sea)





 





*	I would welcome these measures to promote conservation, more sustainable fisheries and less damage to the marine environment through lost net breakdown pollution and impacts such as ghost fishing 





 





With best wishes





 





Nigel





 





Nigel Mortimer       
Estuaries Officer - South Devon National Landscape
Nigel.Mortimer@SouthDevon-NL.org.uk





Follaton House, Plymouth Rd, Totnes, Devon, TQ9 5NE





' 01803 229335
È 07971 544010 (NB not 24/7)
¿  www.SouthDevon-NL.org.uk
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Salcombe estuary netting

		From

		Toby Coe

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Good afternoon, 





 





I have been meaning to get in touch about the proposed changes to allow commercial netting in the Salcombe estuary. While I am sure that this proposal is in response to sustained pressure from the commercial fishing sector, as a passionate angler as well as a fisheries scientist, I cannot understand how this proposal is being given any serious consideration. 





 





Netting within the Salcombe estuary would catch a wide range of species, many of which (particularly gilthead bream, bass and flounder) are prime targets for recreational anglers. As I’m sure you are aware, the value of the recreational angling sector is significant and supports 15,000 jobs. While this is not as large a number as the commercial fishing sector supports, it would still be shameful to see an area of real recreational fishing importance severely impacted so a small number of commercial fishermen can make a short-term gain. 





 





The impact on important recreational species aside, at a wider level I cannot see how allowing commercial netting can possibly be aligned with the objectives outlined in the draft bass Fisheries Management Plan. Specifically, I would welcome your thoughts on how commercial netting in the Salcombe estuary will not impact the following:





*	Point 7 of the 9 goals of bass FMP, which is “Protecting juvenile and spawning bass”


*	The action to “review (sic.) the practice of shallow inshore and shore-based netting to determine whether additional protections are needed to prevent migratory fish bycatch”


*	The stated purpose of bass nursery areas (of which the Salcombe estuary is one) to “reduce the impact of commercial and recreational fishing in areas where most bass were likely to be below the MCRS”. This is particularly important given the follow up statement that “BNAs are thought to have played an important role in protecting the bass stock, including by generating changes in size distribution and improving juvenile survival and stock productivity”


*	Goal 7 of the bass FMP, which states that “Although the bass stock has shown signs of recovery in recent years, SSB and the recruitment of juveniles remains a concern. Effective protection of the spawning and juvenile bass stock will enable the stock to replenish most efficiently.”


*	The proposal for achieving goal 7 of the bass FMP which is “Consider prohibiting fixed netting in bass nursery areas and applying BNA rules to shore fishing as well as fishing from vessels.”





 





In my opinion, allowing commercial netting within the Salcombe estuary would be unnecessarily detrimental to recreational angling interests as well as wider commercial and recreational fishing interests for species like bass, by causing an increase in mortality of juvenile bass within the estuary.  





 





I welcome your thoughts on the above. 





 





Kind regards, Toby





 





	


		 


 








Toby Coe PhD, MSc, BA(Hons)
Managing Director





 





Office: +44 (0)1803 866680





Mobile: +44 (0)7403 328132





Email : toby@fishtek.co.uk





 





Fishtek Consulting





Unit 1A Webbers Way





Dartington





Devon





TQ9 6JY
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Proposed Changes to the Netting Permit Conditions - Response to Formal Public Consultation

		From

		Jonathan Ducker

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Jonathan Ducker


Stokeley Coach House


Stokenham


Kingsbridge


Devon


TQ7 2SE








Dear Sir/Madam,





I am writing in response to Devon and Severn IFCA Formal Public Consultations on the proposed changes to the Netting Permit Conditions. 





My response is focused on proposals identified for the Salcombe Estuary and specifically the opening of a six-month fixed net fishery.





My interest is as a local resident and as an environmental professional, as well as having previously worked in fisheries  (Tidal Thames) and for an Estuary Partnership with specific responsibilities to engage a range of stakeholders that included the commercial fishing sector.





I regularly fish 'recreationally' in the Salcombe Estuary and the introduction of netting, targeting grey mullet with a bye catch of bass and gilthead bream, will significantly impact on the environment and the sustainability of these target species by impacting their ability to maintain a viable population in the area. It is for this reason that I strongly oppose the opening of the area to netting.


 


Proposals to open up the Salcombe Estuary to netting is short sighted. It is unrealistic to assume this will have any long-term benefits to the commercial sector beyond a short-term grab to cash in on these species. The decline in profitability of potting is not a justifiable reason for netting to be considered and it is not reasonable to put forward such proposals that clearly will not address any such financial trend although clearly will have a negative impact on the environment. .


   


The economic value of the fish species to be targeted is far higher as a recreational resource than as a commercial payday..


From my own perspective I spend on average c.£1,200 per annum on fishing related activity, targeting bass in the Salcombe Estuary and its immediate environs. As a proportion of this annual amount I would estimate that c.£800 is spent in the Kingsbridge area. 


I am one of many recreational anglers that spend similar amounts of money targeting these species for recreational purposes. The tax paid on fishing equipment and the financial support given to local businesses creates a strong and robust economic argument to reject netting proposals. 





In opening up the Salcombe Estuary to netting there will also be a confirmed negative impact on non-target species, such as sea trout, and high likelihood of mortality of other wildlife caught in these nets. I would strongly advise Devon and Severn IFCA to move towards a precautionary approach, as these netting proposals lack any credible scientific and economic support.


Devon and Severn IFCA should be supporting and working alongside partners to deliver a more sustainably managed marine environment, rather than promoting damaging and unsustainable practices that go against existing measures proposed under initiatives such as the Bass FMP.





To conclude, the damage these netting proposals will have on the environment, alongside the clear and obvious negative impact on economic value of species to be targeted, must be reason to reject proposals to open up the Salcombe Estuary to netting.






Yours faithfully,





Jonathan Ducker CEnv MIEMA 
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CHANGES TO THE NETTING PERMIT CONDITIONS - SALCOMBE

		From

		davelegge64

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I am writing to register my concerns/objections to the netting permit in the Salcombe estuary. 





Its is absurd that the sub committee of the IFCA has proposed the setting up of a fishery on the Salcombe estuary for six months of the year starting in October, primarily as a mullet fishery but with the capture of flounder, gilt head bream and most alarmingly the netting of sea bass during the month of January. January will undoubtedly see an intensification of netting to the detriment to sea bass stocks no doubt lining the pockets of those who have already decimated stock of other fish, eg edible and brown crab where 1200 pots a day were being set which proved to be unsustainable. In addition bass are heavily in spawn during the winter as well as mullet and flounders, netting will prevent or at the very least heavily disrupt the spawning process leading to further depletion.





Its is shameful that lessons are not learnt from other examples of over fishing. For example the stocks of pollock and cod are on the brink of collapse in the Bristol Channel. I have also witnessed the damage done to bass stocks in the Lougher Estuary (West Glamorgan) where two boats have been alllowed to illegally set drift nets, repeated calls to the authorities have resulted in no action, so if illegal activities are not policed I see little hope that the 'legal' netting in the Salcombe estuary will be monitored to ensure the terms of the license are followed, and so called safe guards followed. These are just two examples locally but this scenario is being repeated around the country.





We regularly holiday in the Salcombe area, one of the draws is the fishing, I am sure we are not alone in enjoying this pasttime in the area and are pleased it boosts the economy of the area. If this fishing policy goes ahead I doubt we will be alone in going elsewhere for our holidays.





This is an opportunity to stop the rape of our sea, make the right decision for the environment and ensure a future where generations will be able to enjoy the area and the fishing it currently offers. The proposal MUST be rejected.





Regards





David Legge
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NETTING PROPOSAL WITHIN SALCOMBE ESTUARY

		From

		Matthew Coleman

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



To Whom it may concern, 





I am writing this email with regards to the new proposal of netting within the Salcombe and Kingsbridge Estuary.





I am a local businessman, and an avid recreational angler, and I consider the current proposal for allowing commercial netting within the estuary totally inappropriate; it is not only unethical, but also unsustainable. 





First off, I believe that this proposal should never have got as far as it has. The underlying fact, is that two sub committee members of IFCA will benefit financially if this proposal goes through. For this alone, it seems unethical in the mildest form. 


It seems unprincipled that members of the sub committee are able to exploit their positions to try and push this unscrupulous proposal through.





This is only the underlying factor of this proposal. 





If netting is allowed, and as stated, grey mullet are targeted, the bi-catch of bass, and gilt head bream, not to mention the degradation of sea grass will ultimately be the ones that suffer. 


There is little to no scientific research into gilt head bream, and therefore they should not be commercially targeted. 





As someone whom spends a considerable amount of time fishing with his two young children, I feel that the proposal must be considered totally unacceptable, in order for generations to come to enjoy the location that we are privileged enough to be able to fish in, and preserve fish stocks for these future generations, and the wider angling community.





Yours Sincerely, Matthew Coleman
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Salcombe Netting Proposal

		From

		Keir Sims

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Hello,





My name is Keir Sims, a lifelong resident of South Devon. Having spent my entire life near the sea, my passion for recreational fishing has been a constant since my early years. Nature and water sports, especially within the Salcombe estuary, hold a special place in my heart, making me deeply concerned about the proposed netting conditions. Here's why I strongly oppose them:





1. What is your specific interest in Salcombe Estuary?






I regularly engage in recreational fishing for Bass, Gilthead Bream, Mullet, and Flounder throughout the year within the estuary. Additionally, I enjoy bird watching and participate in water sports like paddleboarding and rowing, consistently paying my harbor fees.






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






I anticipate significant negative impacts on both my recreational fishing and mental well-being due to the proposed netting. The estuary is vital for me throughout the year, offering shelter during winter months and clear waters. If the fishing quality declines, I'll be compelled to seek alternatives, though South Devon lacks a comparable location to Salcombe.






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





Commercially, there may be short-term gains, but the long-term consequences on fish stocks and the estuary's health could be detrimental. Recreational fishing is likely to suffer, with fewer fish available due to netting.






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






The proposed netting poses a threat to the ecosystem, potentially depleting Bass, Mullet, Gilthead Bream, Couches Bream, Flounder, and Sea Trout. I took part in the Bass tagging that was carried out around the south devon estuaries and I know that from this data a lot of the local bass around south devon all turn to the salcombe estuary as their winter grounds. Where the water is warmer as there is less run off from any freshwater to cool the system. Bass in particular spawn over the winter months and hence the close season which used to be from Nov 30th to the 1st of April. Why this has changed this year I don't know but it seems to fit in well with this proposal. Is it really responsible to start killing these fish during their spawning season where they all come to congregate in winter months? 





I believe it is completely impossible to imagine that any fish will be released alive or unharmed from these nets as they will be taken as part of their quota and any other fish will be passed on to the next boat as part of their quota. We are seeing this on the fish markets all the time. 





Mullet, like Bass, undergo spawning around the same time. Consequently, the Mullet population is likely to experience a rapid decline as the proposed netting captures a significant portion of the breeding stock within the Salcombe estuary. It is highly probable that Mullet, akin to Bass, migrate to this estuary for spawning purposes, indicating that their breeding activities are most likely concentrated within this specific estuarine environment.






The timing of the netting during the spawning season raises ethical concerns about the responsible management of fish stocks. The impact extends beyond fish to other inhabitants like seals, otters, and various bird species, endangering their health and any chance to flourish in the ecosystem. 





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






1.	Beyond the ecological consequences, the proposed netting will adversely affect the community surrounding the estuary. Recreational fishermen play a vital role in supporting local businesses in Salcombe, Kingsbridge, Chillington, and East Portlemouth. Their contributions, both through events and economic support, are integral to the community's vitality.





In summary, the proposed netting not only jeopardizes the delicate ecosystem but also has far-reaching consequences for the mental well-being of individuals like myself who hold the Salcombe estuary dear.





Regards,





Keir Sims
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Re: Commercial Netting of Salcombe estuary 

		From

		David Fitzgerald

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk






> ﻿Dear Sirs 


> 


> I would like to add an objection to the proposed netting of the Salcombe estuaries, or any Estury for that matter 


> 


> These waters are crucial to many breeding species and shallow water grasses and kelps which commercial netting would decimate these breeding grounds for Bass already struggling and limited or gilt heads etc 


> 


> The control of fishing in these areas must be limited to line caught fishing to ensure the survival of fish stocks beyond the millennia’ and stop commercial profit being more important than profit or fat bellies ! 


> 


> I trust you wil l make the correct decision, we already catch enough fish more than we need 


> 


> With hope and regards


> 


> David Fitzgerald 


Old Carnarthen Farmhouse


> TR15 3YA 


> 07788301167 


> 


> Sent from my iPhone
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No to netting in the Salcombe / Kingsbridge estuary

		From

		krothwell@sky.com

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk









I need to put down in writing my thoughts and opposition to allowing fixed net fishing in the Salcombe harbour / Kingsbridge estuary for profit.





Firstly Pot fishery :


For quite a number of years now there has been a very lucrative Brown Crab market due primarily to the opening up of the Chinese market. Boat owners have created a problem for themselves by increasing the number of pots considerably to cash in on this bonanza to the detrement of crab stocks with some also investing in larger boats.





Netting in Salcombe harbour:


I have read up on all the arguments for and against resulting in me wondering how this could possibly be considered to be to the benefit, as that is what we all want, to the HARBOUR





The thought that Mullet would be a target species is quite frankly laughable. 


The value of this fish, especially from harbours, is extremely low and anyone who has tasted this fish would understand as they literally taste of mud  they cannot even be used for fish stock , this is from local chefs.


Mullet would be by catch and almost certainly taken out and used in pots for crab.


The target species would certainly be high value  Bass and when you consider the whole of the harbour and estuary is already designated a nursery and over wintering area it would be totally wrong to introduce net fishing.


Other species too would be adversely affected, Flounder, Guilthead bream stocks of which have taken many years to build  but if netting were to be permitted these stocks would soon suffer, a massive step backwards.


The question is , is this the best for the fragile stocks ? Please, this surely cannot be considered.


I have spoken to an interested party who has bought a boat in anticipation of the fishery opening up so I don't think a lack of money is an argument.


Personally I have fished inshore and offshore around Salcombe for 35 / 40  years and like many others operate a catch and release policy trying to ensure stocks aren't adversely affected.


I have in the past  netted sand eel and very often would have Bass , Mullet, Plaice and Sea trout which were always returned unharmed, so yes there are Sea Trout in the harbour plus the amazing presence of Seahorses.





Poaching in the area has increased recently. I honestly believe that even opening the net fishery on a trial basis would encourage more poaching as it would prove extremely difficult to police not knowing who is and who isn't permitted.





In summary, fixed net fishing in the Salcombe Harbour / Kingsbridge estuary cannot not be allowed to go ahead, in fact it should be rigorously protected for future generations to enjoy and not for a very few to profit and ultimately destroy fish stocks and a beautiful marine environment.





Kevin Rothwell




Sent from Sky Yahoo Mail on Android
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Fixed netting in the Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Quentin Huggett

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		sally marine

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; sallymarine7@gmail.com



To whom it may concern.






We would like to object to the proposed licensing of gill netting in the Salcombe Estuary.  Using your template, our objections are are listed below.  Thank you for giving us the opportunity to respond.






Yours sincerely






Dr Quentin Huggett



Ms Sally Marine






56 Embankment Road



Kingsbridge



TQ7 1LA






Contact by email: quentinhuggett@icloud.com









1. What is your specific interest in Salcombe Estuary?






We are residents with concerns for the ecology of Salcombe/Kingsbridge Estuary






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



and why?






We will be negatively impacted because of the degradation to the biodiversity of the marine environment caused by unnecessary by-catch arising from gill netting.






3. In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or



negatively), by this change – how and why?






Both commercial and recreational fishing will be negatively impacted because of the indiscriminate killing of all species that encounter gill nets.






4. In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or



negatively) by this change – how and why?






Fish stocks will be negatively impacted because of the indiscriminate destruction of by catch unintentionally caught in gill nets.  The estuary is an important nursery habitat for all species and they will be negatively affected by gill netting.






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






We have two further comments:






5.1   Illegal gill netting is already a problem in the estuary - a recent example on 22 September last year was discovered in Bowcombe Creek.  The shape and size of the net led the IFCA to conclude that this was illegally set by a commercial fisherman... Quote from IFCA:









There were no identifying features on the net, however based on the size and type of the net, and the fact it was also anchored to a scallop tooth bar, it is thought that the net was set by a commercial fisherman.






Those engaged in illegal netting are known to travel across the Southwest to fish and based on Officers’ experience it is highly likely that the net had been deployed by fishers that were not local to the Salcombe area. 






If gill netting is allowed in the estuary then it will be extremely difficult to distinguish between licensed and illegal nets resulting in a free for all and destruction of the estuary fishery.






5.2  We are members of the Marine Conservation Society and the Salcombe and Kingsbridge Estuary Boat Club.  We want to see the estuary preserved and conserved as a habitat for all creatures and OBJECT IN THE STRONGEST TERMS to the introduction of gill netting in the Estuary.  The argument that it will give fishermen something to do in the winter is not a good enough excuse for the wanton destruction of the estuary ecosystem.






Notes from the Marine Conservation Society









Gillnetting









Gillnetting uses a net, suspended in the water, which is anchored to the seabed. It is kept vertical by buoys, to create a wall of netting that fish swim into and become entangled. The mesh size and length of time the nets are left at sea varies, depending on where they are fishing and what they are targeting.









Impact









The main concern with this method is that it can accidentally catch other animals. It is difficult for animals to sense the nets, meaning that porpoises, turtles and seabirds can become entangled and die if not released in time. This is mainly an issue in areas where gillnets overlap with populations of these species.
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Salcombe Estuary Netting Proposal

		From

		Tim wilkinson

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Hi. I recently heard about the proposal that has been made to introduce netting into the Salcombe Estuary. I understand that you are now consulting stake holders about this proposal. I am a recreational angler, with a special interest in fishing for Bass. At this point I need to mention that I practice catch and release of any Bass that I catch. I was extremely concerned to read that in the information provided that supports the introduction of netting, that the mortality of Bass caught in nets was around 18%. This is very high and the introduction of netting in the estuary will quickly severely reduce Bass stocks. No doubt other fish caught but not targeted (by-catch) will also be badly affected by poor mortality. I am appalled by the prospect of netting being introduced into the Salcombe estuary. I wish to make it known that I disagree with the introduction of netting in the Salcombe estuary and ask that the proposal be rejected.


 


Yours faithfully


 


Tim Wilkinson   
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Proposed allowance of Netting on Salcombe estuary 

		From

		bernard smith

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sirs , 


I wish to object to the proposed netting of Salcombe estuary on the following grounds : -


1. This is a known breeding ground for Bass , and any Bass netted would cause loss to the breeding stock and impact recreational fishing on the South coasts of Devon, Cornwall and all along the Channel. 


2. There would likely be an adverse impact on the Mullet stocks.


3. There would likely be impact on Gilthead and other Bream species. 


4. Netting should not be considered without scientific examination and advice on any impacts on all species present.


5. It is known that the local crab stocks have been decimated by over fishing, if commercial fisherman are allowed to net here , others in other southwest estuaries will want Netting permissions as well.


" it's no good shutting the barn door after the horse has bolted " 





Regards,





Bernard Smith


3 Prisk cottages, 


Treruffe hill,


Redruth 


TR15 2PS 
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Netting at Salcombe estuary

		From

		johnlwhit@btinternet.com

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Further to the Angling Trusts response, I am very concerned about netting in Salcombe estuary and the damage caused to fish stocks, especially those that are/should be protected such as Bass, Mullet and Sea Trout. 

A significant number of fish could be wiped out resulting in the loss of sport for recreational anglers and the knock on effect to tourism income. 

This will especially damage stocks of mullet, which only mature at around 12 years and will be indiscriminately netted and prevented from reproducing. 

John Whittington 







Sent via BT Email App
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FORMAL PUBLIC CONSULTATION – CHANGES TO THE NETTING PERMIT CONDITIONS

		From

		andrewfurzeland793

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Please find attached my comments reference the proposed netting permit and bylaw changes.

Best regards
Andy Furzeland










Devon IFCA Consultation.docx

Devon IFCA Consultation.docx

My interest in this review is that I am a commercial fisherman operating out of Plymouth with a shellfish entitlement on my vessel.


Topic 1 – Fixed Nets Salcombe Estuary.


No Comments.


[bookmark: _Hlk155081829]Topic 2 – Prohibition of Commercial Netting Emsstrom Angling Zone.


No Comments.


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


Topic 3: The Proposed Management Measures:


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


See no reason to increase catching capacity with longer nets per permit, quotas already under strain.


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


Only benefit in joining nets is less markers on the surface, so tend to agree. However, the permit condition of permit holder present needs to be policed.


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


[bookmark: _Hlk155079931]Personal consumption 10 plaice per calendar day, this number is ridiculous, sounds like a seafood feast!!!


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


Personal consumption 3 rays per calendar day, this number is ridiculous, sounds like a seafood feast!!! also Small Eyed Ray is closed to commercial fishers, this should apply to recreational too.


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


Personal consumption 5 Sole per calendar day, this number is ridiculous, sounds like a seafood feast!!!


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


15kgs of sand eel is half a standard large fish box, there is no personal consumption here, only for use as live bait, that’s an awful lot of bait (Thousands of sand eel) for a single angler, for a day’s fishing activity.


Other Comments:


The bag limits above are at commercial levels of “take”, no-one will be able to consume this level of fish in a single day, appreciate that some could be frozen for future use, but the by-law allows for a potential massive “take” each day. For example, 3650 plaice per year, if you can get them every day, unlikely, but very much allowed under this change to the by-law.


There is no mention of bag limits for all other species, Pollack for instance, commercials have no Quota only by-catch. These short nets can be used to specifically target pollack, grey mullet, red mullet and bream species, no mention of bag limits on these either.


For clarity is there no bag limit on species not listed in the by-law words or is the taking of other species totally prohibited and all by-catch must be returned either alive or dead.


It should also be noted that the MMO Bass Guidance 2024 prohibits recreational netting for bass – “No bass can be taken by fixed or drift nets.”


Whilst net mesh sizes are covered in the by-law conditions elsewhere “prohibits the mesh size range 71 to 89mm”, does the “Blue Book” and any “technical measures” issued by the MMO apply to recreational fishers, particularly in relation to mesh size and species that can be caught and the bycatch limits against certain mesh sizes.


I have seen 1 recreational netter working in the Plymouth area with a ray net in the last 12 months, however these bag limits look to be set for particular areas and support certain people around the district to potentially help a few determined recreational netters, the impact of this is that under the by-law, commercial levels of stock removal are possible, this will impact stocks, quota and livelihoods of commercial fishers in those areas. 


Topic 4 – Prohibition of Recreational Netting Emsstrom Angling Zone.


No Comments.


Topic 5: Introducing Additional Minimum Conservation Reference Sizes.


There would appear to be MCRS for Pollack - 300mm, Plaice - 270mm, Sole - 240mm, as listed on the Devon IFCA MCRS, this in line with National MCRS, there is nothing listed for grey mullet or any ray species, Cornwall IFCA MCRS for grey mullet is set at 200mm, which seams quite small, again nothing for any ray species.


Suggestion for MCRS.


· Pollack – increase to 350mm


· Plaice – remain same at 270mm


· Sole – remain same at 240mm


· Gret Mullet – introduce 300mm MCRS


· All species of ray – introduce 550mm nose to tail, no take of Small- eyed ray in line with closed 7e restriction


Topic 6: Soak Times for Nets (at sea).


No self-respecting fisher will leave gear at sea with the intention of losing it, to become ghost gear.


Soak times are important in relation the catch loss/retention, currently I would consider - larger mesh nets for ray above 10” are 2-4 days, 5” nets for sole/plaice are 24 hours, 5”- 6” for Pollack are 24 hours, 4” mullet and bass just overnight, 67mm for red mullet could be a few hours.


Commercial fishers hold many nets of different mesh sizes that target a particular species efficiently and effectively and manage the time between hauls to optimize catch quality, crab/seal or cuttle damaged fish are no value to a commercial operator.


I think it unlikely that any recreational fisher will have the same and hence could be using the wrong net, for the wrong length of soak, leading to wasted targeted catch and unnecessary by-catch. All wasteful and counterproductive for all fishers and stocks.


Immediate reporting of lost gear should be a permit condition for recreational fishers as they are potentially more likely to lack the means to recover fouled gear as many could be hand hauling from small craft. There is already a ‘bad blood’ feeling between commercial netters with environmentalists, recreational anglers, members of the public and so-called social media expert, whereby any remotely fishing related items and deceased marine wildlife (seals, dolphins, birds etc) found on any shoreline has, in their eyes, has to have come from a commercial fishing vessel. These bylaw changes with increased recreational capacity have the potential to further escalate this problem with the support of the of Devon IFCA. 


Policing soak times will be difficult as you need to visit marked gear twice to see if a by-law breach has occurred, what if you were unable to return to gear due to weather conditions, breakdown, etc.
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Consultation ending 19th Jan

		From

		Alastair Brown

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		Alastair Brown

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; alastair.d.brown@me.com



Hi - please see my comments below. 





1.	Your name and contact details (if not already on our mailing list).  Alastair brown. 07712655435


2.	What interest do you (or your organisation) have in netting activity and this review?  I intend to apply for a recreational netting permit, I also Freedive and swim in the salcombe estuary and nets are lethal!!! The netting activity proposes to take yet more fish from sensitive breeding areas and nursery areas - have we no morales left!? This will open the floodgates for every other estuary. 





1.	



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








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





 I strongly disagree that the accuracy of mortality is correct and believe it to be much much higher from first hand fisheries patrol experience. Neither do I find this (absurdly low) mortality rate to be at an acceptable level either, in a bass nursery and one of the few havens left for large breeding bass to ‘fatten up’ before moving offshore to spawn. This is a crass statement to make in both regards. 





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





 Yes - because IFCA have not limited potting activity in a sustainable way and shellfish numbers are collapsing as a result. A decline in ‘profits’ as a result of over fishing should not be an excuse to then pillage and over fish extremely sensitive and protected areas!!! Have you lost your minds, this sound bonkers to be using this as an ‘excuse’! There is a LIMIT to the sustainable  productivity of our local seas and we are already exceeding that limit.  If you want to change something to address this issue then limit the allowable shellfish catch and increase the MCRS for shellfish. 





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





 How you can make this statement is beyond me. The sheer greed and unsound ethics of this statement are that of the daily mail headline. “Natural seasonal changes don’t conflate to a regular income” … yes that’s called farming, ground workers, tree surgeons … the list is endless! Are you going to allow me to cut down a protected forest and farm it to boost my seasonal income!? Absolutely not so why are IFCA even considering allowing this to happen!  Diversify doesn’t mean even more commercial fishing, it means boat trips, sea shanties, tourism exploitation, knitting fisherman’s jumpers and selling them, making products from waste, repairing damage caused by fishing (ghost nets and making them into sunglasses aka waterhaul) less killing and more actual diversifications!!!! 





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





It is a know migratory route if you ask any of the locals!!!!! as they are found upstream from all points of the estuary in the brooks and narrow channels! Perhaps you should consider proving it IS NOT and the SCALE before ‘assuming’ and killing protected species??? A study would be low cost and other interested bodies are already doing them in whitsand bay etc!





1.	What is your specific interest in Salcombe Estuary? Freediving, swimming, paddle boarding, boating, catch and release angling. 


2.	Will you be impacted (positively or negatively) financially or otherwise, by this change – how and why? Very negatively impacted, nets are lethal to free divers - this area is a safe haven for snorkelers and swimmers. Catch of mullet bream and flatfish will be decimated by netting, local shops selling equipment and bait will lose revenue as people won’t continue fishing, local boat yards won’t have as many boats to maintain of the estuary is full of nets pleasure boaters will move elsewhere.


3.	In what ways will the commercial and/or recreational fishing sector be impacted (positively or negatively), by this change – how and why?  Negatively, for both, commercial catches will continue to decline as you rape and pillage the only protected areas that are left for fish to spawn, feed and grow, leaving nothing for our children.


4.	In what ways will the natural environment and/or fish stocks be impacted (positively or negatively) by this change – how and why? Well your first statement that a minimum of 20% of bass will die just by operating a net (and we all know that’s more like 70%) in a bass nursery is totally crackers. The net sizes and bycatch of so many other species will only damage the sustainability of the area and the ecology is bound to be damaged. Bird life will be killed in nets, lost nets will be left, fouled nets will be cut and left behind to cause damage for many years after the commercials have caught and killed all the fish. 


5.	Do you have any other comments relating to topic 1?  I think it will open the floodgates to all other estuaries and protected areas, if you’re going to ‘open them up’ then why have any fisheries protection zones at all? Kill em all as the commercials say. 












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





Totally agree with the enforced ban in this area, it was a haven for divers and anglers and again the commercial boats are spoiling it for the majority. The exclusion zone should be made much bigger in my opinion.  I also feel that many other important sites in the south Devon inshore region should be afforded this protection, and that the IFCA and MMO need to work together to protect the eddy stone reefs in a similar manner. 








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





Totally agree with this, in fact I would insist that any net should be supervised by the parent vessel at all times while it is being soaked, ie within a certain radius so that IFCA and MMO can identify the owner and that way nets won’t get abandoned / lost or damaged by shipping, as usually they are left during inclement weather, if this was enforced fishing vessels would have to be on station or take them in before bad weather. 





The Members of the B&PSC are also seeking your views on their proposal to introduce minimum conservation reference sizes (MCRS) for mullet species and gilthead bream, which is detailed in section 3 (topic 5).  Yes absolutely agree, MCRS should be set for all areas not just the estuary. This should be linked to minimum net mesh sizes and the pollack MCRS is woefully inadequate.






Regards,





Alastair Brown


07712655435
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Salcombe and Kingsbridge netting proposal

		From

		Rick Boulding

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



To whom it may concern,





Please see my attached response to the netting proposal.





Regards





Rick Boulding
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IFCA response.docx

15/01/2024





This response relates to: Changes Relevant to Commercial Netting Activity (Category One Netting Permits); Topic 1: The opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary.





Name: Rick Boulding


Interest in the area: Local resident, conservationist and fisheries scientist


Many others and I are shocked and frankly surprised at the proposal put forward by the Devon and Severn IFCA and are staunchly opposed to a fixed net fishery being allowed within Kingsbridge and Salcombe estuary, SSSI and nature reserve. The proposal poses an unacceptable risk to fish and wildlife which should continue to be protected. Some of my main concerns are outlined below:





· The danger posed to feeding and migrating salmonids, shad and eels. I have personally seen sea trout in the estuary jump clear of the water and people have caught them by accident in the area.





· This proposal has direct negative impacts upon a bass, gilt head bream and flounder nursery area.     





· Unacceptable bycatch mortality and questionable fishing practices regarding soak times and the reality of a fixed net fishery in a nature reserve. Threats to birds and mammals such as otter and seals. 





· Damage to salmonid fish stocks which are already critically threatened in Devon River systems. 





· The danger of nets being dragged and lost which will continue “Ghost fishing” is unacceptable in such a pristine area for a diverse array of wildlife.





If this netting proposal is given the green light, I fear it will open other protected sites to net fisherman and consequently many people including myself will be looking at potential legal action against the Devon and Severn IFCA going forward.  
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Commercial net fishing proposal Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Simon Pratt

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Hi





As an owner of a business - South Hams SUPWALK Adventures - that operates a paddle board tour business on the Kingsbridge to Salcombe Estuary, I would like to object to the proposed commercial net fishery. Our business relies on the pristine nature of this unique and delicate marine nature reserve. Our clients often tell us one of the best things about our tours is seeing the abundance of mullet and sea bass cruising or jumping  out of the water. I can’t imagine the devastating effect commercial net fishing will have on the whole ecosystem of the estuary. 





Whatever safeguards are promised I can foresee cormorants, shags and other diving bird life getting caught up in the nets as well as the danger to seals that hunt in the estuary. Juvenile fish are bound to get caught in the net and non-targeted fish as such as gilt-head bream and the flat fish will also suffer. 





Are we really proposing to introduce commercial fishing onto this Site of Special Scientific Interest? Has a full impact study been carried out on the effect it will have on all the intertidal and sub-tidal flora (for example sea grass and sea squirts) and invertebrate fauna ( including rare tube-living and burrowing worms) the estuary harbours?





Is the Duchy of Cornwall fully aware of this proposal and the potential impact on the biodiversity of the estuary?





Surely the crab fishing fleet has made a killing over the years shipping most of its catch abroad to the far east. It would be criminal to allow them to simple wipe out commercial crab fishing due to over fishing then simply move into the estuary to do the same to fish stocks.





Please, please do not support this proposal.





Your sincerely,





Simon Pratt


Owner of South Hams SUPWALK Adventures


www.supwalk.com
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