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Dear Ms Colville, 

 

As a fisherman on the Annan, I have read the consultation document issued by your 

Board on the proposal for compulsory release of all sea trout caught on the Annan. 

 

Let me say at the outset that I would support a proper action plan to increase the 

runs of sea trout (and other anadromous fish species) to their former levels, but sadly 

your Board’s proposal is far from such an action plan.  In fact, what is proposed may 

be worse, since by taking the action proposed, it runs the risk of convincing decision-

makers that active conservation measures for sea-trout are underway, yet those 

measures may be wholly ineffective and serve only to delay implementation of the 

actions needed to mitigate the real causes of the decline, which is most unlikely to be 

recreational fishing.  As you say in the consultation paper “Given the number of fish 

being killed every year [in the 50s and 60s] the rivers of the inner Solway must have 

been producing a phenomenal number of smolts to sustain everything”.  Your own 

data demonstrates that healthy stocks of sea trout were maintained despite a much 

higher fishing pressure than is exerted today. This demonstrates what healthy rivers 

can do and also that it is extremely unlikely that the current much reduced 

recreational fishing pressure has caused the decline.  It follows from this that that it is 

equally extremely unlikely that reducing that fishing pressure will alter future 

population dynamics, which are almost certainly being driven by other factors. 

 

Looking at the consultation paper you produced, it seems to rely for its sea-trout 

population statistics on data on catches that is uncorrected for effort (Figs 1, 2 and 3).  

These data simply do not give you the conclusion you draw from them, namely that 

sea-trout populations have declined.  That is only one of several possible 

explanations; others might be that there are less nets men and recreational fishermen, 

and/or that modern nets men and fishermen are less expert at their task than their 

predecessors, or even that the accuracy of the returns which were made has changed 

over time for some reason. Probably all of these factors are mixed together in your 

data. 
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Likewise the graph purporting to demonstrate the link between increases in brown 

trout populations and catch and release, only demonstrates an increase in brown 

trout catches.  The reasons for this could be multifarious and certainly cannot be 

linked automatically as you do, to catch and release as is implied.  The population 

could have increased for environmental reasons or even because of the fall in sea-

trout numbers.  The conclusion you draw is an example of pseudo science aiming to 

justify the proposal. 

 

In the consultation paper the detrimental effects on the Annan economy from your 

proposal in loss of tourism revenue from fishermen and loss of netter’s income is 

acknowledged but then dismissed.  How can you justify that?  To inflict these losses 

for benefits that are at best unproven and may well make no difference at all to sea-

trout populations, is irresponsible and cannot be justified.   

 

Likewise a hatchery is dismissed as ineffective in increasing populations.  This 

ineffectiveness is you say because whilst it appears a hatchery would be of 

significant assistance to populations, it is not because it does not treat the root cause 

of the decline, and that root cause continues to exert its malign effect.  Whilst you 

oppose a hatchery on these grounds, you are quite content to promote catch and 

release, despite the argument against catch and release being precisely the same as 

you have used against a hatchery, ie that though it appears as if it should be of 

significant assistance to the population, but it is unlikely to be so, because the real 

problems for the sea trout remain untreated and continue to exert their 

overwhelming effect.  However in the case of the imposition of catch and release, 

whilst it will probably have no positive benefit on the sea trout population, it will 

have a significant negative effect on fishermen and the local economy.  A hatchery 

might or might not be equally ineffective as catch and release (because in both cases 

the real problems for sea trout lie elsewhere), but at least the hatchery wouldn’t 

inflict economic damage on individuals and the Annan economy as a whole! 

 

So what the Board should be doing if it genuinely has the interests of sea trout, 

anglers and the Annan economy in mind is to: 

 Scientifically investigate what are the real problems that are bearing down on 

the sea trout population and seek to remove these; and 

 Investigate what actions have been taken by the most successful sea-trout 

rivers (such as those in Wales?) and seek to replicate these. 

 

In the meantime it should not take any steps to enforce catch and release as a 

compulsory measure since this will certainly damage angling and the local economy 

for no demonstrable benefit. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 
Alistair Gammell 


