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The opening of a six-month fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary 

		From

		ianpee@virginmedia.com

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Good morning,





 





My plea ref the grant of a fixed net in the Salcombe estuary, is a very simple. NO!!! My reasoning for the answer is concise. 





 





We are in a world where the hand of the human is gradually destroying much of our wildlife heritage. Estuaries and their offshore entrances are already populated with levels of animal kingdom predation we have not seen our lifetime, even extending up our rivers, so we do not need further estuarine predation from humans. Estuaries are a natural haven for wildlife and we need to preserve them. They are bass nurseries that need to be free of human predation for bass to survive. Migrating salmon and sea trout feed here on their way to sea and they need an unimpeded passage on their return. Since estuarine netting was bought out on the Tavy, salmon now enter our river early in the year, rather than on 1st September when the nets had to cease. 





 





IFCA have a difficult role to fulfil, satisfying commercial fisheries whilst managing fish stocks. The balance currently seems in favour of the commercial fishermen, but I believe it should be doing more for conservation. Whilst we seem helpless to control the ravages that of the commercial fisheries on the high sea, IFCA can control coastal netting practices, with a much firmer level of conservation in mind. Currently fixed coastal nets are preventing free movement of coastal fish, including bass and severely compromising the runs of returning salmonids to their spawning rivers. 





 





We no longer see insects on our windscreen when we drive our cars, - why ? Because of widespread use of insecticides in agriculture. Current fishing practices are, like insecticides, having a devastating affect on fish stocks, so we must act to preserve what we have. . We should follow the net buy outs on most estuaries of salmon rivers with the removal of all fixed nets along the coasts running in to any estuary. Estuaries should be designated ‘reserves’, so affording ALL nature that uses them, a safe haven. 





 





I not only object to the Salcombe fixed net but put in a plea that IFCA ban ALL coastal fixed nets to enhance the status of an estuary as a wildlife haven,. 





 





Kind regards,





 





Ian





 





Ian H. Parker, 





Chairman ,





Tavy, Walkham and Plym FC





Home tel: 01752 787058 





Mobile:    07981 148089





e-mail:     ianpee@virginmedia.com 
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Response to D&S IFCA proposal to change netting rules in Salcombe Harbour.

		From

		Richard Elliott

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		anthony.mangnall.mp@parliament.uk

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; anthony.mangnall.mp@parliament.uk



Richard Elliott





Old School House





Salcombe





Devon





TQ8 8DQ












18th January.















Response to D&S IFCA proposal to change netting rules in Salcombe Harbour.















Hello,












I wish to provide my view on the proposal to allow gill netting in Salcombe Harbour. I am a full time Salcombe resident and a regular harbour user. I am a recreational fisher, dinghy sailor/racer and also take advantage of its wonderful natural environment for recreational reasons. 















Introduction















This proposal prioritises the economic interests of a small group of fishers above the economic interests of Salcombe as a whole and above the preservation of Salcombe Harbour's wildlife.












The proposal contains little more than a series of assertions about the likely impact of the resumption of gill netting on fish stocks in the harbour with next to no satisfactory scientific evidence that the end result will not be the wholesale destruction of important fish stocks in the harbour over time.












Thankfully the B&PSC admits in its recent meeting minutes that there will be no effective way to control the activities of fishers once netting gets underway, so at least that is clear.












The key rationale for the resumption of netting is the decline in profitability of the pot fishery. The irony of this rationale is that it is exactly the same combination of factors (narrow economic interest, absence of scientific input and next to no control over the activities of fishers) that has caused the decline of brown crab. The response must not be to rinse and repeat with the next available species!












Furthermore it should be noted by everyone that it is being proposed by a committee that, in most other walks of life, would be deemed wholly inappropriate. Some committee members are local fishers and therefore have a clear conflict of interest in the decision making process. Equally the composition of this committee is not representative of the wider IFCA. This committee needs to remove conflicts of interest and ensure it is more representative before it makes a decision.












While I think it is important that Salcombe has a viable fishing fleet I do not support this proposal.












More detail below.















Environmental Risks















My opposition on environmental grounds is based on the following factors.












1. The proposal is to commence netting with no hard research or data to suggest whether a harvestable surplus of grey mullet is being targeted or whether the population will be systematically decimated. Equally the statement "The committee considers a mortality rate of 18.8% of bass caught is acceptable" is nothing more than a guess and the outcome is not known for either species. Furthermore it is pretty clear that the mortality rate would be higher when netting commercially.





2. By its own admission, given the resources available, there is no effective way of controlling the quantity or species of fish taken from the harbour. 





3. The fishers claim they will be able to target one species over another and will therefore be able to catch mainly grey mullet. This seems unlikely given recent trial netting activities yielded 50% bass. Even if some of the fishers were to be successful in doing so, the fact remains that the lack of controls will mean that economics will dictate which species and what quantity is targeted, and given the absence of any controls over their activities, the D&S IFCA will not know either until it's too late.





4. The august '23 scientific report of the outcome of netting (for tagging purposes) in Jan 22 and Jan 23 yielded an average bass catch of 50%. At least 19% of which will die. There is no evidence provided to suggest that this is a sustainable harvest. Although apparently not even considered by the committee there will inevitably be an impact on the population of gilt head bream and flat fish in the harbour.





5. Salcombe Harbour was designated as a bass nursery only a few years ago and the bass FMP also recognises the importance of protecting bass stocks for the long term. The introduction of gill netting with so little knowledge of the impact is contrary to the objectives of the bass nursery and the FMP. In the recently published minutes the committee accepts that bass need protection in order to allow stocks to recover. This proposal will therefore work against the objectives of the D&S IFCA.





6.  The recent minutes state that the price for bass and grey mullet is about the same. I cannot find any evidence for this being true. Bass can be sold for about twice the price of grey mullet and the market demand is exponentially larger for bass. Given the comparatively lower demand, grey mullet prices will be very sensitive to oversupply. As such there will be a clear economic incentive to target bass over grey mullet.





7. Sea trout numbers are declining in the River Avon (the closest river to Salcombe where sea trout migrate), this proposal accepts that there may be further damage to the sea trout population as a result of gill netting. But there is no data or information to help us understand what the impact will be and so one has to assume the committee's strategy is to hope for the best. Sea trout and other salmonids also require protection and it is the D&S IFCAs responsibility to do so. However this proposal will do exactly the opposite.





8. The largest visible polluter of our coastline is the fishing industry. Visit any nearby beach outside the harbour after a storm and you will find it festooned with fishing gear. The harbour will inevitably suffer more plastic pollution as a result of this proposal. The proposal mentions this risk but offers no method to mitigate it. One must assume therefore that it will not be tackled.





9. October to March are the months when South West Water routinely releases untreated sewage into the harbour. Winter storms overwhelm the drains and, if the proposal goes through, will lead to higher levels of pollution at exactly the time fishers are unable to leave the harbour. Therefore netting will likely be at its most active when the harbour contains large quantities of human faeces alongside the other pollutants that contribute to Salcombe's poor water quality rating. Is your time not better spent figuring out how to improve the environment for those species currently harvested from the harbour?












The majority of fisheries in the UK are overfished, poorly managed and are not on a sustainable footing for the long term. There is nothing different in this proposal and all the evidence suggests that introducing gill netting into Salcombe Harbour will result in overfishing. Given all of the above, committee members should not vote in favour of this proposal








Economic Risks















The fishing industry in Salcombe is small in comparison to the leisure industry. Many more jobs and much more local income depends upon the latter. My opposition on economic grounds is based on the following factors.












1. There are a large number of recreational anglers that visit the town with bass, gilthead bream and flounder being the favoured target species. A decline in these populations, which seems inevitable under this proposal, will lead to fewer anglers visiting and spending money in the town. (Witness the impact of netting on the flounder fishery in Poole).





2. Other harbour users will be required to steer clear of fishing activities (rules of the road). While many recreational users will know the rules, it is inevitable that many will simply be unaware and will come into conflict with those engaged in fishing. Salcombe does not need a reputation for conflict between fishers and recreational users nor is it desirable that visitors feel unwelcome in the harbour. Gill netting will therefore discourage recreational harbour use and visitors will take their boats elsewhere on holiday.





3. Salcombe is a famous and popular dinghy racing destination. Local sailors and visiting competitors provide a lot of income to the town and enjoy the unique challenges of racing here. At certain times of year it will not be possible to set a course that guarantees avoiding fishing activities. Any race where the fleet needs to skirt round nets will be effectively ruined. The likely degradation of the harbour as a racing destination will have a serious economic impact on the town.





4. Salcombe trades on its reputation for being a beautiful harbour where nature abounds (AONB and SSI). A harbour where nature no longer flourishes, due to the food chain impact of netting, will be less attractive to visitors. Equally the threat of the fishing industry's tradition of plastic pollution will do nothing for the harbour's aesthetics. The proposal therefore threatens the economic lifeblood of Salcombe.












The leisure industry in Salcombe is a multi million pound industry. It depends almost entirely on the harbour as a desirable venue for fishing, sailing and leisure. Unless you are planning to extract several hundred thousand kilograms (at current prices) of fish per year from the harbour, the short term interests of a small group of fishers pale into insignificance compared to the interests of the wider economy of the town. 








Summary















To help the local fishing industry the authorities need to take steps to address the root cause of the decline of the brown crab fishery, namely the uncontrolled activities of the super crabbers shooting thousands of pots per day in the channel. This proposal does nothing other than compound the fishing industry's problems over time while damaging a unique environment and threatening the economic well being of many local people.












Given the B&PSC have chosen to put forward this proposal based largely on their opinion rather than hard facts, I will make one assertion of my own. I am certain that, deep down, all the committee members know that there is at least a significant risk that stocks of grey mullet, bass, gilthead bream and flounder in Salcombe Harbour will be decimated by the introduction of gill netting. It would be disingenuous of the B&PSC to deny this inevitable outcome.












Thank you for taking the time to consider my views.












Yours





Richard Elliott
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18th January.



Response to D&S IFCA proposal to change netting
rules in Salcombe Harbour.



Hello,



I wish to provide my view on the proposal to allow gill netting in Salcombe Harbour. I am a
full time Salcombe resident and a regular harbour user. I am a recreational fisher, dinghy
sailor/racer and also take advantage of its wonderful natural environment for recreational
reasons.



Introduction



This proposal prioritises the economic interests of a small group of fishers above the
economic interests of Salcombe as a whole and above the preservation of Salcombe
Harbour's wildlife.



The proposal contains little more than a series of assertions about the likely impact of the
resumption of gill netting on fish stocks in the harbour with next to no satisfactory scientific
evidence that the end result will not be the wholesale destruction of important fish stocks in
the harbour over time.



Thankfully the B&PSC admits in its recent meeting minutes that there will be no effective
way to control the activities of fishers once netting gets underway, so at least that is clear.



The key rationale for the resumption of netting is the decline in profitability of the pot fishery.
The irony of this rationale is that it is exactly the same combination of factors (narrow
economic interest, absence of scientific input and next to no control over the activities of
fishers) that has caused the decline of brown crab. The response must not be to rinse and
repeat with the next available species!



Furthermore it should be noted by everyone that it is being proposed by a committee that, in
most other walks of life, would be deemed wholly inappropriate. Some committee members
are local fishers and therefore have a clear conflict of interest in the decision making
process. Equally the composition of this committee is not representative of the wider IFCA.











This committee needs to remove conflicts of interest and ensure it is more representative
before it makes a decision.



While I think it is important that Salcombe has a viable fishing fleet I do not support this
proposal.



More detail below.



Environmental Risks



My opposition on environmental grounds is based on the following factors.



1. The proposal is to commence netting with no hard research or data to suggest whether a
harvestable surplus of grey mullet is being targeted or whether the population will be
systematically decimated. Equally the statement "The committee considers a mortality rate
of 18.8% of bass caught is acceptable" is nothing more than a guess and the outcome is not
known for either species. Furthermore it is pretty clear that the mortality rate would be higher
when netting commercially.
2. By its own admission, given the resources available, there is no effective way of
controlling the quantity or species of fish taken from the harbour.
3. The fishers claim they will be able to target one species over another and will therefore be
able to catch mainly grey mullet. This seems unlikely given recent trial netting activities
yielded 50% bass. Even if some of the fishers were to be successful in doing so, the fact
remains that the lack of controls will mean that economics will dictate which species and
what quantity is targeted, and given the absence of any controls over their activities, the
D&S IFCA will not know either until it's too late.
4. The august '23 scientific report of the outcome of netting (for tagging purposes) in Jan 22
and Jan 23 yielded an average bass catch of 50%. At least 19% of which will die. There is
no evidence provided to suggest that this is a sustainable harvest. Although apparently not
even considered by the committee there will inevitably be an impact on the population of gilt
head bream and flat fish in the harbour.
5. Salcombe Harbour was designated as a bass nursery only a few years ago and the bass
FMP also recognises the importance of protecting bass stocks for the long term. The
introduction of gill netting with so little knowledge of the impact is contrary to the objectives
of the bass nursery and the FMP. In the recently published minutes the committee accepts
that bass need protection in order to allow stocks to recover. This proposal will therefore
work against the objectives of the D&S IFCA.
6. The recent minutes state that the price for bass and grey mullet is about the same. I
cannot find any evidence for this being true. Bass can be sold for about twice the price of
grey mullet and the market demand is exponentially larger for bass. Given the comparatively
lower demand, grey mullet prices will be very sensitive to oversupply. As such there will be a
clear economic incentive to target bass over grey mullet.
7. Sea trout numbers are declining in the River Avon (the closest river to Salcombe where
sea trout migrate), this proposal accepts that there may be further damage to the sea trout
population as a result of gill netting. But there is no data or information to help us understand
what the impact will be and so one has to assume the committee's strategy is to hope for the











best. Sea trout and other salmonids also require protection and it is the D&S IFCAs
responsibility to do so. However this proposal will do exactly the opposite.
8. The largest visible polluter of our coastline is the fishing industry. Visit any nearby beach
outside the harbour after a storm and you will find it festooned with fishing gear. The harbour
will inevitably suffer more plastic pollution as a result of this proposal. The proposal mentions
this risk but offers no method to mitigate it. One must assume therefore that it will not be
tackled.
9. October to March are the months when South West Water routinely releases untreated
sewage into the harbour. Winter storms overwhelm the drains and, if the proposal goes
through, will lead to higher levels of pollution at exactly the time fishers are unable to leave
the harbour. Therefore netting will likely be at its most active when the harbour contains
large quantities of human faeces alongside the other pollutants that contribute to Salcombe's
poor water quality rating. Is your time not better spent figuring out how to improve the
environment for those species currently harvested from the harbour?



The majority of fisheries in the UK are overfished, poorly managed and are not on a
sustainable footing for the long term. There is nothing different in this proposal and all the
evidence suggests that introducing gill netting into Salcombe Harbour will result in
overfishing. Given all of the above, committee members should not vote in favour of this
proposal



Economic Risks



The fishing industry in Salcombe is small in comparison to the leisure industry. Many more
jobs and much more local income depends upon the latter. My opposition on economic
grounds is based on the following factors.



1. There are a large number of recreational anglers that visit the town with bass, gilthead
bream and flounder being the favoured target species. A decline in these populations, which
seems inevitable under this proposal, will lead to fewer anglers visiting and spending money
in the town. (Witness the impact of netting on the flounder fishery in Poole).
2. Other harbour users will be required to steer clear of fishing activities (rules of the road).
While many recreational users will know the rules, it is inevitable that many will simply be
unaware and will come into conflict with those engaged in fishing. Salcombe does not need
a reputation for conflict between fishers and recreational users nor is it desirable that visitors
feel unwelcome in the harbour. Gill netting will therefore discourage recreational harbour use
and visitors will take their boats elsewhere on holiday.
3. Salcombe is a famous and popular dinghy racing destination. Local sailors and visiting
competitors provide a lot of income to the town and enjoy the unique challenges of racing
here. At certain times of year it will not be possible to set a course that guarantees avoiding
fishing activities. Any race where the fleet needs to skirt round nets will be effectively ruined.
The likely degradation of the harbour as a racing destination will have a serious economic
impact on the town.
4. Salcombe trades on its reputation for being a beautiful harbour where nature abounds
(AONB and SSI). A harbour where nature no longer flourishes, due to the food chain impact
of netting, will be less attractive to visitors. Equally the threat of the fishing industry's tradition











of plastic pollution will do nothing for the harbour's aesthetics. The proposal therefore
threatens the economic lifeblood of Salcombe.



The leisure industry in Salcombe is a multi million pound industry. It depends almost entirely
on the harbour as a desirable venue for fishing, sailing and leisure. Unless you are planning
to extract several hundred thousand kilograms (at current prices) of fish per year from the
harbour, the short term interests of a small group of fishers pale into insignificance compared
to the interests of the wider economy of the town.



Summary



To help the local fishing industry the authorities need to take steps to address the root cause
of the decline of the brown crab fishery, namely the uncontrolled activities of the super
crabbers shooting thousands of pots per day in the channel. This proposal does nothing
other than compound the fishing industry's problems over time while damaging a unique
environment and threatening the economic well being of many local people.



Given the B&PSC have chosen to put forward this proposal based largely on their opinion
rather than hard facts, I will make one assertion of my own. I am certain that, deep down, all
the committee members know that there is at least a significant risk that stocks of grey
mullet, bass, gilthead bream and flounder in Salcombe Harbour will be decimated by the
introduction of gill netting. It would be disingenuous of the B&PSC to deny this inevitable
outcome.



Thank you for taking the time to consider my views.



Yours
Richard Elliott
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Urgent - The opening of a fixed net fishery in the Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Oliver Harfield

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



To whom it concerns,





I write to voice my opposition of this proposal.





I was made aware of this consultation yesterday by a family member Andrew Gough who lives on estuary at Slapton.





I have lots of family in the Salcombe area and fish with them each month for mullet, gilt head bream and bass and have seen the decline of fish stocks to a woeful level in the Teign and along the Dorset estuaries.





Salcombe estuary is bass nursery and we cannot allow these crucial fish stocks to be decimated by untargeted netting.





I have videos of Bluefin tuna in the Salcombe estuary, a sign that the protection the EU gave them has improved their stocks and also a sign of the healthy fish stocks of bream, bass and mullet in the estuary.





How sad if we see dead Bluefin in gill nets after all that hard work to improve their survival… or see their visits to our estuary and coast vanish with fish stocks decimated by gill nets.





Please put a stop to this unsustainable fishing proposal.





Kind regards,








Oliver Harfield


07734 359901
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Kingsbridge and Salcombe estuary netting proposal

		From

		Philip Cooling

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir/Madam





I am writing to express My opposition to the gill netting proposal in the Kingsbridge and Salcombe estuary. 


 As a local resident to the area for 15 years, I really enjoy working and spending leisure time on the estuary. I like to fish, travel to work often by boat and worked in the fishing industry on the Salcombe Crab Quay for Seafocal.


 My reasons for opposing the proposal are as follows:


 Gill netting is indiscriminate as to what it kills.. although I believe the claimed target species are mullet, they hold next to no value in the market and the by-catch of seabass, flat fish bream etc will be devastating to stocks in the area.


 Besides this the incalculable damage to the wildfowl, seals, dolphins and other animals that frequent the estuary.





 I do sincerely hope that the potential damage to wildlife in such a beautiful area is deterrent enough to stop this proposal being agreed, it would only benefit a very small handful of people and considering the current state of fish stocks in the area and globally, would be a devastating blow to us.





 With kind regards 





Philip Cooling





Nowers Cottage


West Alvington


Kingsbridge


TQ7 3PL











Sent from Outlook for Android
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Consultation - Netting permit conditions

		From

		Northern Shores Marine Consultancy Ltd

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk






Good Evening D&S IFCA, 






Ref: Review of Netting Permit conditions. 






I would like to offer my support and endorse the proposed changes which would see the opening of what appears to be a sustainable small scale fishery in the Salcombe estuary. It is a refreshing change to see a positive diversification opportunity explored and developed for the under 10m fishing sector.  






I'm hoping to offer some constructive comment, based on my experience as a commercial fishermen operating in a fixed engine fishery in Yorkshire,  which appears comparable to your proposal.  






From my experience, gradually increasing my mesh size from 100mm mesh to 108mm mesh has reduced my pre-recruit bass bycatch to negligible levels <1%, with no reduction in mullet catches. 






A defined maximum net depth / mesh number would avoid oversize nets 'bellying' and impairing the selectivity of the mesh size. This may be an additional technical consideration the authority wishes to consider as this will be the key driver in bycatch composition and undersize retention.  





The inclusion of an acoustic deterrent pinger on each net  [Fishtek banana or similar] has contributed to our record of no cetacean bycatches since we started using the units in 2017.






Finally, I would recommend capping the scheme with a limited number permits. This could operate under a flexible condition, with the authority able to vary permit number each year in response to environmental changes within the estuary, and would also balance the socio-economic argument between sectors.    









Regards





Northern Shores Marine Consultancy Ltd



Dr James  Wood        



0781 73 77 135






This message has been sent as a part of discussion between Northern Shores Ltd and the addressee whose name is specified above. 



Should you receive this message by mistake, we would be most grateful if you informed us that the message has been sent to you. 



In this case, we also ask that you delete this message from your mailbox, and do not forward it or any part of it to anyone else. 



Thank you for your cooperation and understanding.
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Opening of Fixed Net Fishery in Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Steve Veitch

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir/Madam





I understand there is an opportunity to comment on the above proposals, which I was initially made aware of through local TV coverage, and then through posts by the Angling Trust.





I'm a recreational angler, and have fished around the area of the Salcombe Estuary for over 25 years, and oppose the proposals for the following reasons;





Protection of Vulnerable Fish;  I've always looked upon the estuary as a sanctuary for young fish, in addition to providing shelter for overwintering bigger fish. Much has been talked about and progressed regarding sustainable fishing, with the aim of helping stocks recover back to healthy levels, and in some cases legislation, etc., put in place to support this. This would benefit all fishermen, recreational and commercial, along with the teams of manufacturers, suppliers, etc. supporting us. I believe that permitting netting of the estuary would put us back years, and will be to the unacceptable detriment of fish stocks in the near future, and beyond.





Fish need to be protected within the estuary, and permitted safe access to the estuary.





Reduction of Natural Life in the Area: Over the years we (family and friends) have enjoyed seeing the various aspects of life in the estuary at varying times of the year, including shoals of mullet, small flat fish, a variety of birds, seals, etc., all dependant on the success of each level of the food chain. The proposals would negatively affect this balance (it certainly wont improve it), reducing the rich abundance of life, which could have a direct effect on reducing the number of people (and their money) visiting the area.





Unsustainable Fishing: I understand that this proposal has been suggested due to the decline in profit of the pot fishery, could this decline be due to unsustainable methods? We've been advised that the netting of the estuary would be observed to ensure sustainable methods. It appears that even though the pot fishery was expected to operate sustainably, it hasn't. Therefore the sustainable methods of the netting proposals could easily end up the same way, which would be disastrous.





Bass Mortality Rate / By-Catch: A bass mortality rate of 18.8% has been stated (although reading between the lines this figure is probably higher), and was considered acceptable. I do not know how this can be considered acceptable (what is the acceptable level?). Not only would there be an annual mortality rate, which would occur each year, but there would also be a reduction in bass spawning each year due to the mortality rate, which will increase considerably with time, reducing the current low bass stocks even more.





In addition to this, considering the periods when netting is to be carried out, compared to the periods when bass can be legally kept, there is a clear danger of quantities of bass being killed as a by-catch. Considering also the worth of these fish, there will be the opportunity to sell these fish illegally (walking around Salcombe, etc. you see many signs outside restaurants offering Seabass - a lot more than those offering mullet).





How the Estuary and Surrounding Areas are Perceived: Over the last 25 years, I've attended many fishing events in the area, which have attracted many non-local anglers. The majority have stayed in hotels, Air BnB's, campsites, etc., and all need to eat and drink, generally in the cafes, pubs and restaurants in the area. If the netting proposals go ahead, then word would get around, leading to anglers looking at other areas to visit, where the chance of catching fish hasn't been so 'restricted' (I know I will).





Hopefully my thoughts and comments will be given fair consideration when the proposals are next reviewed.





Regards





Steve Veitch
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Salcombe estuary netting

		From

		steve cowell

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I believe that allowing netting on the Salcombe estuary will have a very detrimental effect on fish stocks in the area. Both bass and mullet have a long period before reaching sexual maturity and any process which reduces the population of juvenile fish such as netting should be avoided at all costs.


I believe that allowing netting is both short-sighted and will have a negative effect on adult fish stocks in the future, and that consideration should be given to more sustainable activities such as 'catch and release' for anglers or line-caught fish for commercial enterprises are the way forward.


Steve Cowell 





Sent from Outlook for Android
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D& IFCA consultation on netting Salcombe Estuary 

		From

		ian lescure

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Sir/Madam





I am writing regarding the proposed netting of Salcombe Estuary.


I will keep this concise.


Everybody knows that if netting were to be allowed in the Salcombe Estuary it would have a devastating impact on all wildlife that uses this habitat. That cannot be denied. I won't bother you with why. It is patently obvious. 


The question that needs to be asked is, are we as a society to allow yet more destruction of a fragile ecosystem?


Hasn't there been enough damage already metered out around the coastline of the UK?


Commercial fishermen would, if allowed take from every single available habitat. History tells us this. The coastal waters have been decimated.


What about the future? What about future generations? Are we to leave them with nothing? And what about wildlife, that does not have a voice of its own? 


For what....a little bit more gain for a handful of commercial fishermen.


The thought is abhorrent.


I trust someone, somewhere will have a little common sense. That someone, somewhere will desist from the lobbying of a handful, in order to benefit not only thousands of anglers up and down the country but people who love and care for nature. And nature itself.


It will be a shameful decision to approve this. We all know that.


There has to be a limit.


Respectfully yours





Ian D Lescure.
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Salcombe Net Fishery Consultation

		From

		David Chapman

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sirs





I write in response to the above, my thoughts are below.  





Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your proposals.  In short, the proposals appear to be insufficiently developed and at odds with current local and national conservation strategies and initiatives.  As such, the opening of a fixed net fishery within Salcombe Estuary is unacceptable.  





Regards, Dave 





A) David Chapman, davidchapman872@gmail.com


B) I actively fish with rod and line off the coast of Devon and in many of the Counties rivers.  I have interests in nature conservation and sustainability.  



C) Another angler notified me of the proposals and consultation.





Topic 1



The potential for large ranging and extremely harmful negative environmental impacts on a wide range of flora and fauna is considerable and seems inevitable given the scope of the proposals. 







Topic 2



The protection of the Emsstrom Angling Zone is welcome as it should help protect fish stocks and biodiversity.  






Topic 3


All measures to protect fish stocks are welcome.  






Topic 4



The protection of the Emsstrom Angling Zone is welcome as it should help protect fish stocks and biodiversity.  All of the other proposals appear at odds with local and national conservation strategies





Topic 5



All measures to protect fish stocks are welcome. 






Topic 6


All measures to reduce lost, discarded, and abandoned fishing gear are welcome.  









David Chapman


07484 198326
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Estuary netting 

		From

		Scott Clarke

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I’d like to formal negative response to netting of any estuary which should be a safe haven for ju inlet fish to grow and breed . I’m currently a member of Honiton sea angling club and Lyme Regis angling club . The countries fishing is at an all time low with massive decrease in all fish species . I come from a country where every species has min size and bag limit for all anglers and a very stricked laws . And this has seen the southern coast of Africa thrive with fish be it commercial or recreational . 





There is more than enough water to net already there should be no commercial fishing other than rod and line within 3-4 miles of the shore and give all fish stocks half a fighting chance . Netting salcombe or any estuary is just barbaric in times of pure survival it would be ok but this is just for more profit as local netters would not need to travel far for rich reward  


Very sad day if this happens 





Kind regards 


Scott clarke 


Sent from my iPhone
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Response to consultation re proposed fixed net fishery in the Salcombe estuary

		From

		karen bevanmogg

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



My name is Dr Karen Bevan-Mogg and I heard about the proposed fixed net fishery through friends in Kingsbridge with whom I kayak, swim and participate in ecological activities like litter clearance in and around the estuary. 





As well as enjoying the estuary myself, I am a GP at Norton Brook Medical Centre in Kingsbridge and am acutely aware of how the health of our estuary and its surrounds influences the health and well-being of our local community. 





The water and shoreline environment provide valuable opportunities for recreation- not just sporting activities like kayaking, SUPing, swimming, boating, but also angling, picnicing, walking and simply sitting, being, quietly enjoying the surroundings and animal life. The joy of seeing fish in the water, the native and migratory birds that feed on them, the otters, the fragile seahorses…These riches and the mental and physical health benefits they bring are priceless and will be threatened by the environmental impact of fixed nets which will alter the balance of species in the estuary. 





Visitors to this area are attracted by an estuary that is thriving, not dying, and our local community relies hugely on this tourism for income and employment. This would suffer if the fishery spoils the estuary wildlife.





While I sympathise with the fishermen’s financial struggles I passionately believe that the estuary habitat and the wider community will be affected in a negative way if the fixed net fishery is established. My understanding of the proposal is that the practice will NOT be sustainable longterm, will damage several fish populations (as well as sea-grass beds) and therefore negatively impact the creatures higher up the food chain. There are bound to be unforeseen consequences too.





We live in an era of rapid species loss and should be aiming to protect our local fragile environments. This proposal is likely to cause harm. Therefore I strongly object and thank you for noting my objection. 





Yours Sincerely,





Dr Karen Bevan-Mogg 
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Salcombe Estuary. My Objection to the Proposal for net fishing .

		From

		David Langton

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir or Madam .


I would like you to take into account my OBJECTION  to the proposal to allow commercial net fishing in the Salcombe Estuary . 


My  objections I raise are below : 


1. Net fishing would severely disrupt and damage the Bass nursery which has been protected for many years .


2. Grey Mullet are very much part of the basic fish stocks which are enjoyed by everyone who sees them in the Estuary . 





Sent from my iPad








image15.emf
321 - T1 - M 

Sharman.msg


321 - T1 - M Sharman.msg
OBJECTION to the new proposals

		From

		Mark Sharman

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I’m shortly due to retire and was looking forward to returning to my childhood joy of fishing.


These proposals are a step backwards and I strongly object 





Please reconsider 





Mark Sharman 


07790614279








Sent from my iPhone
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Consultation on netting Salcombe Estuary

		From

		robin@robinjross.co.uk

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Consultation on netting Salcombe Estuary 


  


  


  


Good afternoon. 


  


  


  


I have lived no more that 10 minutes from the Salcombe Estuary my entire life and I have spent time fishing it since I was at primary school. 


  


During my life the Fish numbers have slowly declined due to many factors. This has been most noticeable over the past 10 years.  I would say the main factor is the pressure put on many fish species by commercial fishing by both offshore and inshore boats.   Many, many by-catch fish perish after being caught by netting even when returned to the water. 


  


The idea of licensing netting on Salcombe Estuary for the benefit of a few commercial fishing boats is horrendous. It would affect hundreds of recreational Anglers due to huge numbers of fish that would be netted and also the loss of by-catch fish that will perish when released from nets, especially when caught multiple times. 


  


Anglers travel to the Salcombe Estuary from all over the UK as the Estuary and coastal fishing can be great. They bring their families very often and they bring a huge amount of revenue to the local economy. 


  


There are so many reasons why netting in Estuaries should never be allowed to take place and every one of the thousands of Recreational Anglers that live or travel to  the South West Estuaries are dead against it. 


  


  


  


Regards 


  


Robin J. Ross 


Woodleigh 


Kingsbridge 


TQ7 4DE 
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Salcombe /Kingsbridge Estuary netting proposal

		From

		Simon

		To

		Neil Townsend; 'BRIAN COLLICK'

		Cc

		dartmoor@duchyofcornwall.org

		Recipients

		N.Townsend@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; jcbricol88@gmail.com; dartmoor@duchyofcornwall.org



Dear Sirs,





 





RE : Salcombe /Kingsbridge Estuary:IFCA Netting Byelaw review.





 





I write to register my objection to the proposals to allow Salcombe/Kingsbridge river and estuary netting.





 





My primary objections are:-





 





·       The estuaries and rivers are a safe haven from the commercial exploitation of the fish stock.





 





·       The estuaries and rivers are a safe haven for the breeding fish stock.





 





·       As indicated there will be a ‘by catch’ loss of bass, the 18 % indicated ‘By Catch Loss’ figures would tend to increase by consequential net injuries.





 





·       If the exiting lock gates are opened in the this small Devon area, it will allow the lobbyists to persuade those with the keys, to open the flood gates to give commercial access all the fish rich breeding rivers in the South West.





 





I trust that you will register my objections.





 





Simon Ward





 





Member of the Redruth Sea Angling Club





 





16/01/2024
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SALCOMBE CONSULTATION

		From

		Peter Daw

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I am a Recreational Sea Angler (RSA) and a member of DOE Angling Club ,Plymouth.





I strongly object to the proposed six month fixed net fishery within the Salcombe estuary.





This estuary is fished during the winter months for flounder which is now recognised nationally where a specimen fish could be caught. This has resulted in a substantial amount of additional revenue being generated for bait, travel, food and accommodation.





The targeting of Guilt Head Bream from Salcombe estuary can new be likened to specimen hunting. This again has contributed immensely to increased revenue.








Having been involved with the Policy Lab/Bass FMP during 2022 I feel that this proposal is in direct opposition the FMP guidelines on conservation and the importance this has on going species sustainability.






I personally don't target mullet.





The decline in any of these species will severely impact the wider economy.





The Salcombe Estuary has protection as a nursery area or protected habitat for a number of species which has greatly enhanced the enjoyment and well being to a large number general public pursuing various activities.





This netting proposal has risen due to the decline in income for the small boat commercial fishing fleet. Their ongoing demands have caused the initial problems and now under the diversification guise want to net the estuary. This action will take place during the neap tides which occur twice a month. Therefore the 18% mortality rate forecast will increase exponentially after numerous fish have been netted on more than one occasion during these intense two weekly tide cycles. 





Diversification needs to be accompanied by a valid business plan along with projected income and sustainability. It has not been shared on how many individuals and by how much they will benefit over what time period.








Regards





Peter Daw
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Strongly opposed to the D&S IFCA proposals for the netting of Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Henry Gilbey

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir/Madam,





I am a full time fishing photojournalist, guide and fishing tackle company consultant. For the best part of thirty years I have travelled around the world and seen all kinds of fishing in all kinds of places. I live in Cornwall and I regularly fish myself in the Salcombe estuary...............





I genuinely cannot recall a more ridiculous and potentially dangerous commercial fishing proposal. I think of all the tourism and localised mental health benefits of a healthy and relatively unspoilt estuary and I then think of these netting proposals and I genuinely want to cry at the short-termism based thinking behind it all. Nobody is going to benefit in the long run. I passionately believe that these IFCA proposals should be thrown out and no netting can possibly be allowed within an estuary like this. 





I would ask you to please reconsider these proposals and be strong in refusing the commercial based interest in these glorious waters. Areas like this need protection from us and our commercial meddling. There are no gains to opening this area up to netting. The damage to fish and wildlife is scary to even contemplate, and the knock-on effects are horrendous. Please do not proceed. 





Yours, Henry Gilbey






Henry Gilbey



Web : www.henry-gilbey.com 



Blog : www.henry-gilbey.com/blog1  
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Threat from development of gill-netting in Salcombe Estuary

		From

		grace

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I am writing to express my concern about the proposed permission for gill-netting in Salcombe Estuary.












Gill-netting has been shown to be very dangerous to many forms of wildlife - sea turtles, seals and of course otters.  These animals, and also birds, can become trapped in the netting and drown.  Often parts of the net break off and then become a floating death trap for such animals which can disperse extremely widely.












I do not have details of any Environmental Impact Assessment which has been carried out but it is imperative that this is done before permission is granted.












I would urge you to re-consider this application.












Grace Yoxon
Director
International Otter Survival Fund
7 Black Park
Broadford 
Isle of Skye  IV49 9DE
Scotland
Tel/FAX:  +44 1471 822 487
Website:  www.otter.org

Watch our short video which will tell you why we are so passionate about otters at https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YsgOoBwYZu4

Join our IOSF mailing list at http://eepurl.com/bLTvv
 
The International Otter Survival Fund - working to conserve the world's otters
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Application for Netting in the Salcombe Estuary.

		From

		Frances King

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sirs





I first heard about this pending application on Spotlight but as I am a member of the Devon Wildlife Trust I am also aware of the concerns they have which I share, therefore, please find below my objections to the above application.





As I understand it at present there is little fishing in the estuary other than individual anglers' line fishing and small scale regulated scallop fishing allowed for 3 months each year.  





However, the application from what I read is seeking far more and in fact appearing to request the start of commercial fishing.





Currently they are asking for bag limits and net lengths which will catch a great deal more and is an immediate worry as, unlike anglers who can put back alive any unwanted fish caught, bag loads and nets dragged can’t do that, which inevitably cause unwanted fish to be thrown back dead; apart from the unethical behaviour of that we do not want to put anymore unnecessary pressure on nature by irresponsible killing. To make this even worse I understand that the area referred to is indiscriminately across the whole of the estuary.





It is already well documented that net dragging does interminable damage to the seabed and it was reported on Spotlight that there are particular concerns for the seabed fish nurseries although there are many other species and life forms on the seabed which also need to be protected.





There is another inherent problem which inevitably will arise from this application being granted which is lost fishing gear.  It is reported time and time again that lost fishing gear causes the most devastating unnecessary loss of sea animals which cannot be ignored, the poor animals often drown or get caught up with detritus and die slow suffocating deaths thanks to human carelessness.





My final point I would like to put forward in my overall objection to this application is the foresight that this looks as though it could be the start of something horrible in the future like a small Brixham fishing harbour - I know it could be said that that is dramatic but it is definitely worth awareness, it would be disastrous.





Thank you for reading my objections.





Yours faithfully





Ms Frances King


4 Clyst Heath


Exeter. EX2 7TA
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		From

		Paul Batson

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



 Salcombe Estuary netting consultation.                                                                         I strongly oppose any relaxing of the netting restrictions regarding Salcombe Estuary.At a time when our fish stocks are already under immense pressure  this is a retrograde step allowing an important bass nursery to be exploited with dramatic long term implications for short term short sighted gain. At a time where public awareness to the over exploitation of the natural world is becoming more prevalent what kind of message is Devon fisheries sending out. Think again it's a small term gain for a few but a major loss to future generations who would like to see our seas retain a strong biodiversity. 
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RE: Salcombe estuary proposed netting 

		From

		Irish, Rachel

		To

		mikebedding@me.com; Consultation

		Cc

		Neil Townsend; SM-MMO-SH - MMO Brixham Team (MMO)

		Recipients

		mikebedding@me.com; consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; N.Townsend@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk; SH.Brixham@marinemanagement.org.uk



Dear Mr Harwood,





Thank you very much for your email.





As this is a consultation by Devon & Severn IFCA Devon & Severn IFCA (devonandsevernifca.gov.uk).   I have forwarded your email to them for inclusion in their consultation responses.





I hope this is satisfactory and thank you again for taking the time to respond on this issue.





Kind regards





Rachel





Rachel Irish (she/her) Principal Marine Officer | Marine Management Organisation | MMO South Team | Compliance & Control | Operations Directorate


Direct Line: 0208 026 9103 | Mobile: 07767 694245 | Email: rachel.irish@marinemanagement.org.uk | MMO Brixham, Office 5, New Fish Quay, Brixham, Devon TQ5 8AW.


Our Values: Together, we are Accountable, Innovative, Engaging and Inclusive


Website   Blog   Twitter   Facebook   LinkedIn   YouTube








-----Original Message-----


From: michael harwood <mikebedding@me.com>


Sent: Thursday, January 18, 2024 11:06 PM


To: SM-MMO-SH - MMO Brixham Team (MMO) <SH.Brixham@marinemanagement.org.uk>


Subject: Salcombe estuary proposed netting





[You don't often get email from mikebedding@me.com. Learn why this is important at https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ]





Dear mmo





I am writing to you regarding the proposed netting of Salcombe  estuary.  I have to say that I am totally opposed to such practises. I have several reasons for my stance on this matter which I shall mention below.


First and foremost in my mind is conservation, we live in a world of ever increasing awareness that conservation of the environment and its wildlife species whether on land, sea, pond or river are of utmost importance and the ultimate legacy .. if successful, is the important continuation of all species no matter what they are and the obvious benefits for future generations who will be able to enjoy as we have done...we all know that living in sustainable harmony can only reap benefits for all, surely future commercial / recreational fishing will absolutely benefit from such behaviour securing future stocks and providing a thriving industry . I absolutely cannot understand why such a proposal would be considered in an area that supports many important fish species of which many are at juvenile stage... the very stock we should be protecting to ensure future fishing.


It is without doubt that many of the species  within the estuary are species under pressure nationwide and to risk further pressure on such stocks can only lead to further depressing reading in the future. I do wonder why the protection of uk waters and its fish species seems so slow in bringing about change and surely this is another step backward .


I understand from some reading I have done that brown crab stocks cannot any longer be a viable proposal, I'm sure there are many reasons for this, some more factual than others but I sure to some extent overfishing has played a part and I would hate to see this extended to other species within the estuary such as bass mullet, sea trout and flounder to name but a few .


It is also my view, if this proposal is carried forward it will be unsustainable in the long term and its legacy devastating not only for fish species but also on all other stakeholders whose economic contributions to the area would be far greater in the long term .


Again I ask you to oppose  the netting proposal and put all efforts into protecting our ever depleting fish stocks with a sustainable approach to all species with a modern approach to fish management that is quick to diversify when an alternative approach is urgently needed.





Your sincerely





Mike harwood








This message has been sent using TLS 1.2


The Marine Management Organisation (MMO) The information contained in this communication is intended for the named recipient(s) only. If you have received this message in error, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking action in reliance of the content is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Whilst this email and associated attachments will have been checked for known viruses whilst within MMO systems, we can accept no responsibility once it has left our systems. Communications on the MMO's computer systems may be monitored and/or recorded to secure the effective operation of the system and for other lawful purposes.
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Netting Salcombe Estuary

		From

		Jez Ashford

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



To whom it may concern





Please register my objection to granting licensed netting on the Salcombe Estuary for the following reasons;





1. Mullet is the target species however the bye catch will damage other species and as already proven the survival rate when released is very low.


2. Mullet are a food source for other species, mainly other fish and resident and migratory birds. The population of all species and numbers will decline dramatically.


3. There is a significant number of local and visitor anglers who use the estuary and decline in Mullet stocks and other species will impact numbers of people using the estuary.


4. Mullet are a slow growing species and any netting in the estuary will likely damage future stocks.


5. Any Mullet caught in the estuary will most likely be sold to the EU market there is no demand for the species in the UK market.


6. I do not believe this can be policed by authorities to deter over fishing and return of bye catch.





Please consider the environmental impact netting will have and put this above the financial needs of the commercial fishing fleets.





Kind regards





Jeremy Ashford
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Opposition to netting on Salcombe Estuary by D&S/IFCA

		From

		Sally Clegg

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



TO WHOM IT MIGHT CONCERN





I am horrified by the above proposal to netting the Salcombe Estuary and must register my strong opposition to this project.





I visit the estuary on a regular basis and cannot imagine the effect this proposal would cause to tourism in the area; the estuary is a haven and should be left as such. 





Commercial fishing must not be allowed to dictate when it comes to an area so genuinely unspoilt as this and the effect would be catastrophic on the wildlife so precious in these waters.





Please consider this very carefully, once the damage is done will it ever recover? We are being urged to look after our wildlife not plunder it.





Regards





Sally Clegg





Fisher's Folly


94 High Street


Bembridge


Isle of Wight PO35 5SF


T: 01983 872446


M: 07896 287085


E: mail@sallyclegg.co.uk
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Response to netting permit conditions

		From

		matthew parry

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Sir / Madame 


 


Following your proposals for changing the netting permit conditions id like to add the following to be taken into consideration with my concerns being with the use of Seine Nets for Sandeels.


 


Having purchased a Commercial Fishing Vessel a few years ago for the sole purpose of Netting Sandeels to process and freeze for my Recreational Angling business, over the last couple of years I have witnessed the commercial netting of sandeels by multiple people under the guise of Recreational use and this ill thought out proposal will only play into the hands of these people and i believe give them the green light to increase their ILLEGAL ACTIVITY.


 


I have no objection to a recreational angler catching a few sandeels for personal use but the measures being considered far exceed the amounts required for recreational use.


 


You are proposing that 2 50 meter Seine nets can be joined together by 2 permit holders making a net 100 Meters long (AS LONG AS A FOOTBALL PITCH) to catch 30kg of Sandeels between them.


 


30KG of Sandeels = 4.75 Stone


1 Stone of reasonable sized Sandeel contains approx 70 packs of sandeel (700 Sandeels)


So thats over 3300 Sandeels for 2 people every day.


 


What if a team of 4 people with permits & a 100 meter net target them, they are then allowed 60KG of Sandeels so over 6500 sandeels a day.


 


Now what happens when a 100 meter net gets shot and there is 100kg of eels now sat on a boat or beach being sorted out so that the bag limit is retained of the best quality eels. I can guarantee the majority of the catch will die.


 


Having owned a recreational fishing shop for over 12 years i have never had a customer purchase 15kg of Sandeels in a day. Yes they will argue they will be freezing them down to be used throughout the year and of course this is totally acceptable but with Seine nets targetting Sandeel this bag limit and net size needs to be reduced drastically.


 


With there being talk over the last couple of years of restrictions or indeed a ban on Sandeels being caught and my livelyhood/business coming under threat if this were to happen i find it totally unacceptable for anything to be inplemented for this species to be harvested more easily and sold on the black market


 


If you would like to discuss anything ive said please dont hesitate to contact me


 


Jenson PH15


Matthew Parry


Southwest Sea Baits


Unit 7


Fish Quay


Plymouth


PL4 0LH
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Objection to Proposed Netting of Salcombe Estuary

		From

		adrian.piotrowski@yahoo.co.uk

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Thank you for consulting and allowing me to comment on this important matter. I am relieved no final decision has yet been taken and strongly object to any netting of our estuaries. 





 





As a former chairman of two recreational sea angling clubs, a shore, charter and boat angler for 50+ years, I have witnessed with dismay our dwindling fish stocks over recent years and believe this proposed netting will only serve to accelerate this decline.





 





I am very concerned that allowing netting in the Salcombe estuary will have several negative impacts on fish stocks, marine life and wildlife:





 





*	I feel your demonstrated ‘acceptable’ mortality rate of 18% is completely unacceptable and underestimated in that it fail to take account of the compound mortality effect of the same fish being netted several times. 


*	It will inevitably lead to the increased mortality and decline of Bass because of the capture of juvenile fish which seek sanctuary in our estuaries.


*	Indeed, the proposal seems completed at odds with the Bass FMP, which seeks to protect and rebuild Bass stocks. 


*	It will inevitably increase the mortality of several other species, including Flounder, Plaice, Ray, Mullet, Gilthead Bream, Sea Trout.


*	It will particularly lead to a big decline in Mullet by not allowing them to reaching spawning maturity, ie 12-year-old fish.


*	It will set a very dangerous precedent for netting in other estuaries all over the UK.


*	The decline of pot fishing referenced as a reason for the proposal reflects over-fishing by potters over many years and should not provide a reason to overfish other species.


*	The proposal fails to acknowledge the economic and social impact on other estuary users, eg recreational anglers, wildlife enthusiasts, water sports, etc.


*	No account appears to have been taken over the impact on other marine life, including Seahorses, and wildlife in general in and around the estuary.


*	I’m concerned too that your restrictions are almost entirely unenforceable, given your limited resources and operating hours.


*	This proposal follows huge mistakes on managing Pollack stocks, allowing spawning fish to be netted in huge quantities year after year, instead of protecting them, leading to a zero take in 2024. It is not in anyone’s interest, including commercial fishermen, to make the same mistake with this proposal for limited short-term gain.





 





So, I guess the BIG question for Devon & Severn IFCA is, ‘Is it worth the risk to allow this proposal?’. I think not but if you are still minded to implement it, at the very least, further investigation is needed to address the above issues.





 





Kind regards,





 





 





Adrian Piotrowski
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Salcombe netting proposal/consultation

		From

		john bowman

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I’m writing as a travelling recreational angler that visits the Salcombe area to experience the fishing there and to object to the proposal to allow netting in the estuary or indeed any other estuary in the area. 





I have heard of the proposal through social media and friends who have a similar interest in fishing the area. 





I live in London and commonly spend 5/6 days at a time and I estimate that I spend/contribute to the local economy to the tune of £800-1000 per visit , through the accommodation, meals and entertainment enjoyed. I have in the past visited up to 3 times in a year. I’ve visited with friends and I’m aware that I’m one of many visiting anglers. 





My interest is the quality bass and mullet fishing that can be found in the area, I’ve focused on the area due to the decline in fishing quality in other areas impacted by netting. 





The proposal to allow netting in the area threatens the viability of recreational angling. Netting can only reduce the recreational fishing potential and I for one would not be revisiting the area if the proposal is passed. 





I’m very surprised that a body that was far sighted enough to pass a ban on netting only 4 years ago should now be considering this proposal. It is based, in my opinion, on flawed data and a misunderstanding of the potential harm. 





It’s stated that the responses to past consultation for the ban on netting did not refer to the Salcombe estuary. This wasn’t necessary as the consultation was reference to a wider area, including the Salcombe estuary. To infer that no previous reference to the Salcombe estuary deems the consultation invalid is misrepresenting the facts. 





I  have to challenge the suggestion of bass mortality of 18.8% from the trial netting. Any fish getting caught in a net will quickly drown. Fish will pass the nets many times and the chances of being caught are very high. The potential mortality is likely very considerably higher. Even mortality of a fifth is ridiculous to permit. 





Bass and mullet are both slow growing species, are you aware that mullet only reach breeding maturity after 12 years. What is the chance that a mullet will evade the nets long enough to mate and therefore recruit to their species, I’d suggest there’s vertically nil chance. 





The estuaries are crucially important recruitment/nursery areas for all fish and any netting will impact on the health of fisheries in the wider areas. 





The proposal is supported by commercial fishermen stating that pot catch profitability has reduced. What research has been undertaken to determine that pot fishing has been undertaken sustainably. Rather than impacting on another resource it would be more beneficial to determine the clauses for decline and address these ie through proven successful tank rearing. 





Please reject the proposal for fixed netting in the Salcombe and any other estuary, to protect these invaluable environments. 





Regards, 





John Bowman


0208 542 1276. 
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Salcombe Estuary - Proposed Netting

		From

		Andy Lidstone

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk










I am writing to strongly object to the proposal to allow a six month fixed net fishery within the Salcombe Estuary.












The Salcombe Estuary is designated as an Area of Natural Beauty, SSSI and Bass nursery area. It is incomprehensible that a proposal to allow fixed net fishing within this area is even being considered at all.












I grew up in Salcombe and am a keen and active recreational angler, regularly fishing within the Salcombe Estuary and surrounding area. 





 





Bass












A bass mortality rate of 18.8% has been defined during netting trials. The mortality rate during commercial fishing activities will be significantly higher than the 18.8% that is being quoted. The rate quoted was calculated when bass were carefully cut from the nets and handled during the trials, which will not happen this way during commercial fishing. The mortality rate does not also take into account a cumulative increase in the mortality rate when bass are caught or more than one occasion. Additionally some bass that are returned alive after being caught will have suffered damage during the process which will lead to later mortality, increasing the morality rate still higher.












In reality the mortality rate will likely be significantly higher than the 18.8% quoted. A mortality rate for bass of 18.8%, which in reality will be higher, for five out of the six months when bass cannot be taken is totally unacceptable and will lead to significant decline in bass stocks within the estuary and surrounding areas.












Where bass has been shown to make up over 50% of the catch during trials, there is a high risk that they will be subjected to increased fishing and landings during January when it is proposed that the taking of bass be permitted. This will lead to serious damage to both stocks of young juvenile bass, mature bass overwintering in the estuary and spawning stock.





 





  





Recreational Angling and the Local Economy












The Salcombe Estuary is an important site for recreational angling, which brings significant benefits, both socially and economically to the local area.





The estuary is widely regarded as a good area to fish for flounder with many competitions held throughout the winter months (practicing catch and release of the founder that are caught). The flounder stocks are likely to be significantly damaged due to flounder by catch and mortality if the proposed net fishery was allowed.












The Salcombe Estuary is widely regarded as the best place in the country to recreationally fish for Gilthead Bream, with both overwintered and migratory Gilthead Bream present throughout the year. This recreational fishery within the estuary benefits the local economy in a sustained way. Both the current (and many of the previous) shore and boat caught British records for Gilthead Bream came from the Salcombe Estuary. The proposed fixed net fishery would lead to lasting damage to this recreational fishery due to the levels of Gilthead Bream by catch.





 





Ecology












The area is both a designated Area of Natural Beauty and an SSSI.












The introduction of a fixed net fishery within the estuary will lead to damage to the ecosystem which is so important to the ecology within the estuary.





The Sea grass beds within the estuary are very important to a wide range of species. Fixed net fishing will lead to damage to these sea grass beds resulting in an overall decline in species that are dependent upon this habitat to survive.





 





Enforcement












The Salcombe Estuary is a large area with many long and winding creeks. With much of the fixed net fishing likely to occur at night, enforcement of this proposed fishery will be extremely difficult if not impossible.












Enforcement is currently not an issue as whilst netting is currently banned within the Bass nursery area, as any illegal fishing is very easy to spot and stop.





Historically prior to the Salcombe Estuary becoming a Bass nursery area and netting being banned, illegal fishing within the estuary was a problem.
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Proposed net fishery for Salcombe estuary

		From

		Gregory Winn

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Please see below, my objection to the proposed net fishery for the Salcombe Estuary. 






I am happy to discuss this further, should you have any questions. 






With kind regards 


Gregory Winn


G W Gregory, Rod Maker






5 Church Court


Harberton


Devon


TQ9 7UG


07853 647542


















Netting on Salcombe Estuary. 

The Salcombe estuary has flourished under the protection and closure of net fisheries. It is a feeding ground for bass, mullet, sea trout, glit-head bream and various ray species among others. It also provides feeding grounds for a variety of protected bird species, including anecdotal evidence of osprey activity. 

The proposal for resuming a net fishery in the estuary assumes that any of these species can withstand commercial fishing pressures. This is obviously not the case. Sport fishing for bass, for instance, is subject to seasons and considerable size and catch limits, ICES list the regional stock of European Bass as overexploited and rapidly declining. Very few anglers take any bass home for the table anymore, so an effective voluntary catch and release policy is in operation and observed. 



Salcombe estuary is a known feeding ground for sea trout, and this is another species which is under considerable pressure. All migratory salmonids are suffering, the Atlantic Salmon now listed as endangered, but the sea trout runs are also in decline with marine survival rates a growing concern. Fish run numbers on the Dart, for instance have collapsed, from well over ten thousand fish a year, to a little over a thousand, in the 20 years I have lived in Devon. 1 sea trout caught in a net in the Salcombe estuary, is one too many, depending on time of year and time of day, those numbers might be considerably higher.



There is no doubt in my mind that an 18% mortality rate of bass caught in the nets is entirely unacceptable, there is no information on the other species caught, and total bycatch is well over 50% of the total catch, this includes seabirds. In 2023 52% of the total catch was bass, while mullet made up only 39%, there can be no clearer indication than this, that the targeted netting of Mullet is a complete nonsense and the risk to other species too great. A significant percentage of the bass caught were undersize, which also means they have not yet reached maturity and managed to breed, so the impact of their loss would be felt by magnitudes further along in the life cycle. 



It is quite obvious, when the value of mullet is also taken into account, around £2.20 per kilo, as opposed to nearer £12.00 per kilo for bass, that the potential commercial gain is in no way consistent with the probable damage to other species. It seems to me that the real intention is to target the bycatch, primarily bass and gilt-head bream, which are of high commercial value, using the mullet fishery as a plausible excuse to re open netting activities. 

I have found no detailed research into Grey Mullet stocks, and their ability to endure yet more commercial fishing pressure, but there has been a significant uptick in activity targeting the three species and there are also several papers raising concern about the sustainability of the mullet fisheries. The link below directs you to a paper on the impact of commercial fishing on Grey Mullet. 

And finally, on a personal level, I have a business which depends on sport fishing. Fly fishing for mullet is a growth sport, bass fishing with a fly is a well established sport and that too is continuing to grow in popularity. Knowing that damaging the stocks in the Salcombe Estuary would also affect my business and many others like me in the South West, is a cause for concern. 



It is my firm belief that any application for licences for net fisheries in 6th Salcombe estuary should be rejected.  The fact of the matter is, that from a purely ecological standpoint, re opening netting activities would be a complete failure to protect our fish stocks. The estuary provides a sanctuary where these species can shelter and feed without further exploitation.


The potential gains to the fishing industry, which has suffered as a result of unfortunate political decisions, are not large enough to override the substantial damage which will be done. In the long run the survival of both the marine ecosystem and the fishing industry depend on the robust protection of estuarine feeding grounds and licensing netting activities here would be an abject failure in that duty. 

Gregory Winn
G W Gregory, Rod Maker. 







Sources:

Devon And Severn IFCA Agenda 6. 
Understanding Mortality of European Sea Bass (Dicentrarchus labrax) in Small-Scale Inshore Netting

https://www.devonandsevernifca.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2023/09/AgendaItem6-BassSurvivabilityReport-Aug2023.pdf






Alan Butterworth & Andy Burt National Mullet Club February 2018


Vulnerability and Over-Exploitation of Grey Mullet in UK Waters

https://undervandsitetet.dk/wp-content/uploads/2020/08/Vulnerability_and_Over-Exploitation_of_Grey_Mullet_in_UK_Waters_v2.pdf
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Changes to the netting permit

		From

		sally oconnor

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Dear Devon & Severn IFCA,





I am responding to the consultation re. netting in the estuary (proposed amendments to existing commercial and recreational Netting Permit Conditions.) Please could you register my strong opposition to this proposal. 





I swim in the Kingsbridge estuary and I have visited numerous times. It is a beautiful area that draws many people because of its natural surroundings. 





I live in Sussex, where the natural diversity of the seaside is an important part of my life so I have a particular personal interest in the changes you are proposing.





There are so many marine species that live in Salcombe Harbour, in an ecosystem as fragile as so many in UK waters. Increasing fishing because of depleted stock of other commercially profitable species will ruin this ecosystem. Fishing *more* is the worst possible approach for maintaining fishing stock and commercial value, as seen in so many small fishing communities abroad. Resting the area, allowing fry and immature fish to migrate, feed and breed, is essential.





Allowing netting also sets an awful precedent; if it is allowed, where and when will it stop? When all fishable species are depleted? When there is nothing left in the sea?





Many of the species we see in Sussex migrate here after spawning in your area such as the thick lipped mullet, bass, gilt head bream, even the flounder. Both species of seahorse are also found in Salcombe Harbour. In Brighton, our aquarium proudly describes and manages these native seahorses; the harm to them and other marine species in your region due to increased netting would be a loss to current and budding naturalists and to the ecosystem.





The Angling Trust sets out much more practical oppositions to your proposal. I have read their response, which is far more factually informed than my response is. I wholeheartedly agree with their conclusion that the consultation process appears to have been very limited, poorly represented and inadequately researched. It seems to have ignored the immense opposition to a previous similar proposal.





Please may I ask that you listen to the voices of your community, and others who care about it, and reject the proposal to allow netting.





Many thanks,


Sincerely,





Sally








Sent from my iPhone
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Consultation response

		From

		Janina Gray

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



Please find our consultation response attached.





 





Many thanks





Janina





 





 





Dr Janina Gray





Deputy CEO/ Head of Science & Policy 





 





M:07889603030





janina@wildfish.org 





 





 





 



































This E-mail is from WildFish Conservation. The contents and any attachments to it include information that is private and confidential and should only be read by those persons to whom they are addressed. WildFish Conservation accepts no liability for any loss or damage suffered by any person arising from the use of this e-mail. Neither WildFish Conservation nor the sender accepts any responsibility for viruses and it is your responsibility to check the email and attachments (if any). If you have received this e-mail in error, please destroy and delete the message from your computer. WildFish Conservation is a limited company registered in England and Wales.  Registered No. 5051506.  WildFish Conservation is a registered charity: England & Wales Charity No. 1123285, Scotland Charity No. SC041584. Reg Office: Kingsgate House North Wing, Ground Floor Newbury Road Andover Hampshire SP10 4DU. 
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Devon & Severn IFCA’s consultation on: Changes to the netting permit conditions 



 



WildFish, formerly Salmon & Trout Conservation, was established in 1903 to address the damage done 
to our rivers and wild fish stocks by the polluting effects of the Industrial Revolution. WildFish is the 
UK’s leading campaigning wild fish charity. We work to increase awareness of the growing need to 
protect our wild fish stocks and the rivers, lakes and oceans upon which they depend. Our aim is to 
achieve better protection for wild fish, water life and their habitats, employing policies supported by 
sound scientific evidence. 



WildFish is deeply concerned over the proposed changes to the netting permit conditions, and 
therefore strongly oppose the changes.  



It is concerning there is no fisheries monitoring data in the small streams around Salcombe estuary, 
however the habitat in the streams would certainly support trout and sea trout, and the IFCAs own 
netting trials on bass survival resulted in one sea trout being caught - so we know that sea trout are 
definitely there and likely to be captured in nets (based on your own evidence). It is also highly likely 
the estuary supports sea trout from larger neighbouring catchments such as the Dart and Teign, 
Yealm, Erme, Avon and Tamar complex, which enter the estuary to feed (evidenced by the SAMARCH 
work).  



It also makes absolutely no sense to propose netting in a designated bass nursery area. This clearly 
goes against Defra policy that has set out in the Bass Management Plan consultation that bass stocks 
are below sustainable levels and require protection. The IFCAs own study showed that in controlled 
conditions, undersize bass mortality from nets was ~18%.  



Therefore, we believe the IFCA should maintain the existing netting restrictions. 
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Response - Devon & Severn IFCA Netting Review of the Netting Permit Conditions 

		From

		Neil Osborne

		To

		Consultation

		Cc

		tstratton@duchyofcornwall.org

		Recipients

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



Dear Sir/Madam,





Please ignore my response a few minutes ago. My response document is now attached.





Please find attached my individual response to the formal consultation of the Devon and Severn IFCA Review of the Netting Permit Conditions.





Please note that you have also received a response from the South West Rivers Association that I created. My individual response now attached should be considered separately as it represents my views as a sea angler as well as a freshwater game angler.





I am also copying in Tom Stratton of The Duchy of Cornwall, since the Kingsbridge Estuary is predominantly owned by the Duchy.





I look forward to your acknowledgement of receipt of our response please.





Regards






Neil Osborne

Thimble
Beech Avenue
Exeter
EX4 6HE

Home:   01392 680665‬
Mobile: 07884 961916
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          Neil Osborne 
          Thimble 
          Beech Avenue 
          Exeter    
          EX4 6HE 



          19 January 2024 



Dear Sir/Madam, 



Devon and Severn IFCA Review of the Netting Permit Conditions 



Response to Formal Consultation 



As a keen all round angler, I am appalled that your consultation includes the proposal for netting in 
the Salcombe Estuary and that it has even progressed to the stage where it being considered as a 
possibility. To be clear I strongly object to this proposed netting.




In going to consultation on the netting permit conditions that include the proposal to allow netting 
in Salcombe Estuary, the IFCA’s Byelaw and Permitting Sub-Committee (B&PSC) appears to have 
overlooked evidence that was available and the advice that it had received from IFCA officers. It 
also appears to have overlooked the need for proper assessments that would normally be 
expected to support such a proposal.




As it stands the justification is too weak to allow the proposed netting to take place and the 
shortcomings in the evidence presented are legion.  Too many for me to cover in the time I have 
available but I have just a few observations and questions that need to be acted upon or 
answered before any decision to allow the netting is made.




Netting Trials 



The trials were carried out under idealised conditions with IFCA officers present. In a real world 
situation, operating at night, probably in adverse weather a lot of the time, it is not plausible that 
such care would be taken to limit soak times and release fish from the net.  This alone would 
increase mortality well above the estimated 18.8% figure. No effort was made to establish the 
number of fish that would be recaptured after previous releases or the increased mortality that 
would result from this. Cumulative capture damage and increased mortality, not only applies to 
bass and undersized bass but also to undersized mullet and all other species of bycatch. 




Sea trout are one species that will be caught in the nets, their presence being recognised by the 
B&PSC. Shad, a protected species are also present in the estuary. Again, no estimate is provided 
cumulative mortality or impact on future migration or spawning. This is totally unacceptable at a 
time when sea trout populations are in decline and also when a protected species is involved.




• What is the justification for allowing netting to damage sea trout stocks for an organisation with 
responsibilities to consider the conservation of sea trout?




• The netting trials have shown that over half of the catch is bass. What is the logic of allowing a 
fishery where the target species, mullet, will comprise less than half of the catch?




Other Bass Issues 



The proposal is to allow netting over a six month season. Over five months all bass will have to be 
returned dead or alive. In January, it will be legal land bycatch of bass at a time of year when bass 
may be expected to be in the estuary in numbers. The temptation for the netters to target and  
land the bass in January will be difficult to resist. Indeed, such temptation will exist  whenever 
netting may be permitted.  












• Is the proposed netting simply being dressed up as a mullet fishery to allow a quick profit to be 
made from landing bass for one or more months in the year?




• Why is the netting proposal being considered when it is at odds with the Salcombe Estuary’s 
designation as Bass Nursery Area?




• Why is any increase in bass mortality being considered when the latest advice from ICES tells 
us that the SSB in 2024 is expected to decrease slightly, remaining below MSY Btrigger?




• Is the proposed netting and its impact on bass consistent with the goals of the Bass Fishery 
Management Plan?




Fishery Sustainability 



Mullet, the target species, are not sexually mature until they are 10 years old or more. Netting of 
the estuary over several years will almost certainly prevent many mullet reaching spawning age 
either by removal or mortality after release (including cumulative mortality) for undersized fish. 




Part of the justification for netting is to provide opportunities for fishermen to increase their 
income against a background of overfishing and reduced income from the brown crab fishery. 
Surely, the issue that needs to be addressed is how to restore the brown crab fishery rather than 
divert fishing effort to another fishery that will also be at risk of being unsustainable.




All this prompts several questions:




• What is the total stock of mullet in the estuary that will be targeted by the netting?

• What will be the annual mortality on the mullet stock?

• What is the forecast stock of mullet in the estuary over the years with netting taking place?

• Will the mullet fishery in the estuary be sustainable in the medium and long term?

• Why is restoration of the brown crab fishery not seen as being necessary before diverting fishing 



effort to another unsustainable fishery?




Social and Economic Considerations 



Only a small number of people appear to gain anything from the netting. Mullet are a small 
proportion of commercial fishers income and are a low value catch (e.g. 5.8 tonnes of mullet were 
landed into Cornish ports in 2022, value £28k).  The impact of netting on fish stocks has not been 
assessed so the impact on angling for all the species affected including mullet, bass, gilthead 
bream, sea trout and flounder cannot have been taken into account. It is clear that netting will 
have a negative impact on fish stocks and hence angling activity that is derived from it. 




• What will the impact be of netting on all species of fish stocks in the estuary and on angling, 
including the events they support?




• What will be the impact on the businesses that depend on angling such as fishing guides, 
hotels, restaurants, fishing tackle businesses, chandleries, b&b accommodation and bait 
diggers/collectors?




• What will be the impact on other activities and interests such as sailing, birdwatching, walking 
and associated tourism spend? 




• How does the cost benefit analysis justify any netting?




Wider Environmental Concerns 



• What will the bird mortality be from the proposed netting?

• What impact will the proposed netting have on the eel grass beds in the Salcombe Estuary and 



carbon sequestration?

• What impact will the proposed netting have on the seahorse population?

• What will the impact be on other wildlife?




Other Stakeholders






https://www.cornwallgoodseafoodguide.org.uk/fish-guide/grey-mullet.php


https://www.cornwallgoodseafoodguide.org.uk/fish-guide/grey-mullet.php








• Has there been any pre-consultation with Duchy of Cornwall or the Harbour Authority and have 
any necessary permissions been obtained?




• Has Natural England been consulted on the proposed netting?

• How does the proposed netting and its impacts fit with a variety of strategic plans for the area 



and the estuary’s designation as an ANOB?

• Has the Devon Wildlife Trust been consulted on the proposals?




Implications for Devon and Severn IFCA 



If netting were to go ahead it would require sufficient enforcement to ensure full compliance with 
any conditions set. As the conditions are likely to be complex with netting taking place at night in 
the winter months, the IFCA should not underestimate the resources required to carry out the 
enforcement needed. As I understand it, the IFCA resources for such activities are currently 
stretched.  Unless more resources are made available to the IFCA, allowing netting would require 
resources for enforcement to be diverted from higher priority activities which give a much greater 
benefit for the same effort. Much better to keep it simple with the current prohibition of netting in 
the estuary that makes it much more obvious if offences are being committed.




• Will the IFCA be obtain additional resources for enforcement on the proposed netting to ensure 
full compliance?




• If not, are the IFCA’s existing resources sufficient without affecting other enforcement activities 
that give greater benefit for the effort expended.?




Permitting the netting could be taken by some as a precedent which would help justify netting in 
other estuaries, not just in Devon and Severn IFCA waters but all around the coast of England and 
Wales. The resulting damage that would be caused and also workload for IFCAs would be 
considerable.




• Has the IFCA sought advice from all the other IFCA’s to establish where there are pressures to 
allow netting in estuaries where it is currently prohibited?




• If there are other estuaries where commercial fishers are likely to seek permissions for netting, 
would allowing netting in the Salcombe Estuary be taken as a precedent to assist them in their 
demands for more netting?




The proposed netting would be a regressive step that rows back against some of the good work 
the IFCA has done to conserve fish stocks. It also seems to have been presented for consultation 
without sufficient evidence and assessments. As such, it has already damaged the reputation of 
the IFCA. Ditching the Salcombe netting proposals at the earliest opportunity will go some way to 
redressing this situation but the damage has been done and it will require more work from the 
IFCA to restore its reputation.  One way to do this is to set out polices to ensure that no netting 
will be permitted in any of the IFCA’s estuaries in future and that further netting restrictions will be 
put forward to achieve good outcomes for conservation of fish stocks, particularly within the 
“golden mile” of the shoreline.




• How will the IFCA restore its reputation after the damage done by putting the ill considered 
Salcombe netting proposal forward for consultation?




Concluding Points 



I am sure more time would allow me to cover a lot more matters that show the proposed netting is 
ill considered and would have negative impacts which far outweigh the small benefits to a small 
number of people.




Yours Sincerely




Neil Osborne
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URGENT: Salcome Estuary Netting

		From

		BSA Chairman

		To

		Dartmoor@duchyofcornwall.org; Consultation

		Recipients

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



To whom it may concern,





I am writing on behalf of the British Spearfishing Association, the national body which represents spearfishing in the United Kingdom, in order to voice concern and opposition to the proposed reintroduction of netting in the Salcombe estuary.





The South Hams are a popular spearfishing destination, both for local spearfishers and visitors to the region, who come here to target bass, mullet, plaice and the elusive guilthead bream among others.


The Salcombe nature reserve is an important resource for the these species and we were shocked to find out that there are proposals to reintroduce netting in the Salcombe Estuary after only four years of protection. Whilst spearfishing is not permitted within the Harbour Authority Limits, the fish which spawn here feed into the regions fish stocks and are vital for the sustainability of the region's recreational and commercial fishery.





Spearfishing visits to the region feed money into the local economy and places like Salcombe through patronising pubs, restaurants, bed and breakfasts and many other small businesses. The BSA is conducting research into the economic value of our growing sport, but it is widely acknowledged that South Devon has a large resident spearfishing population. The Exe Spearfishing club, a subsidiary of the BSA is one of the largest in the country, with members all along the south devon coast. South Devon also has a profitable spearfishing shop, Start Point Spearfishing, which provides employment to five members of staff. We have consulted with the owner of Start Point Spearfishing and he shares the concerns of the BSA and is opposed to the reintroduction of netting in the Salcombe Estuary which would likely have a negative impact on his business.





Spearfishing is a highly selective form of hunting with no bycatch or marine pollution- the same can not be said for gill nets, which indiscriminately kill fish and other marine animals. The BSA and its members are passionate about sustainability and we strongly oppose any moves to permit netting in the Salcombe estuary and other sensitive sites which are crucial for the longevity of fish populations in the UK.





Yours sincerely,





-- 






Anthony Fraser








Chairman





British Spearfishing Association






	



	



	


 	


07872945688	 


 	


bsachairman@underwaterfishing.co.uk	 


 	


underwaterfishing.co.uk	 





 	



	


	 


	 



	


Join Today!	 
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Salcombe estuary fishery public consultation

		From

		Caroline aylett

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



To whom it may concern, 








I do not agree that the reasons put forward in support of the proposal are a positive or an accurate reflection of this fishery.












I believe:





The mortality rate of bass is too high to consider a fishery even before considering the impacts on the wider ecosystem and community. 





Whilst netting for mullet it is inevitable that bass will be caught, injured or killed. 





The tests which were conducted were not a true reflection of actual commercial fishing with gill nets. Recovery tanks were used for the fish and they were cut out of nets. In real time fishing, bass will not be placed in recovery tanks and neither will nets be cut to free fish. 





Therefore the mortality and injury rate will be much higher than estimated. 












A decline in pot fishery profits is not reason to move on to overfishing the next species. As this is the start of a slippery slope because what happens when the next species is over fished? 












Commercial fishing incomes should not be prioritised over greater economic worth of other sectors, for instance tourism, fishing competitions etc. 





The income which those activities bring to the local economy far outweighs what would be derived from a commercial fishery in the estuary. And the fishery would negatively impact those activities by causing disturbance, restricting access and reducing fish numbers and sizes within the estuary. With the latter being stated as deterrent for those who currently take part in fishing competitions/festivals in the estuary. 












Sea trout, and the shad that turned up in the limited survey, need to be protected regardless of whether they are feeding or migrating. Shad are actually a protected species by law so any activity which could risk death or injury to an already protected fish must be discouraged. 












 I do not believe this fishery to be a sustainable method of fishing. Gill nets are an indiscriminate method of fishing. 





Species which are unwanted will be caught and of those that do survive there will be those which are injured and may die at a later date. In addition studies performed during the netting trial by tagging fish discovered that individuals remained in the estuary for around 27 days. 





During this time with an active fishery those fish could be caught in nets multiple times resulting in death or poor health. 





Bass and mullet which are both slow growing species this could be devastating to the population in the area and beyond. 












Flounder are heavily in spawn during winter and those caught, killed or injured would have an impact on future numbers. Gilthead bream are also to be found in the Salcombe estuary and in winter it is the bigger breeding fish which reside there. These specimen fish have become one of the targets for recreational fishing which attracts visitors to fish for them. If these fish are removed in the winter and in addition smaller ones in March then this would affect numbers and fishing tourism. 












There are also the effects of a fishery on the environment and other wildlife to consider. 





The estuary contains beds of eel/sea grass. This habitat is of particular importance as it is used by both mullet and seahorses. The use of nets dragging along the seabed is certain to cause damage to these areas, destroying a vital habitat and endangering the future of seahorses in the estuary and as a whole. Seahorses may also become entangled with netting. 












The netting will also impact on sea birds as they can get caught in netting as well as the nets killing or taking fish which are consumed by them. 












Seals and otters can also become entangled in netting with tragic consequences. Both species can frequent estuaries in winter months and along with the risk of entanglement, they would be competing over their food supply with the fishery. 












The subject of ghost nets is a topical one and with any fishery there is a risk of lost or damaged nets and lines. If any nets are lost or damaged in the estuary and not retrieved then they can continue to kill and harm fish and wildlife. 












I therefore ask the Devon and Severn IFCA to reject the proposals for a fishery within the Salcombe Estuary for the reasons given above. 












Yours faithfully 












Caroline Aylett 





(Angler and conservationist) 











307 - T1 - H Elliott.msg
Consultation on Gill Netting in Salcombe Harbour

		From

		Helen Elliott

		To

		Consultation

		Recipients

		consultation@devonandsevernifca.gov.uk



I’m contributing to this consultation as a full time resident of Salcombe and a recreational user of the Harbour. 





I disagree with the proposal to allow gill netting in Salcombe Harbour. 





The Harbour was designated a bass nursery a few short years ago; what was the point of that if you allow gill netting? It won’t be possible to avoid catching bass.





The Harbour is an area of outstanding natural beauty and is enjoyed recreationally by many users, sailors, fishermen, rowers, paddle boarders, kayakers and this proposal would make certain areas out of bounds at various times.





This proposal contributes to the problem of overfishing rather than supporting the conservation efforts.





Also with sewage outflows a reasonably regular occurrence in the Harbour it won’t be possible to guarantee the integrity of the food chain. 





Regards





Helen Elliott





07711847182








Sent from my iPad
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