2 Fishing and Harvesting 

The area under consideration does not extend below low water along the Canterbury Coast and this activity does not occur within the Dover part of the European marine site 

2.1 Commercial fishing – trawling, netters and potters

	Subject: Commercial Fishing


	

	
	Thanet

	1. What is the long-term goal? 

	20/20 vision / Main objective
	Fishing is sustainable, self managed and encourages greater selectivity of gear, with continuing efforts to minimise environmental impact. 

	Is this compatible with the SPA and SAC objectives?
	Yes 

	2. What is the current situation?  (Background Information  - Facts and Figures)

	Location
	· The area fished within the SAC is only a very small part of much larger fishing areas so most of the fishing activity falls outside the boundary.

· The potters work within the borders of the SAC.

	Time of year
	All year
	

	Types of fishing 
	Type of fishing 

( NB within the local Region not just the SAC)
	Numbers

	
	Trawlers
	1

	
	Gill and trammel netters
	35

	
	Drift netters
	4

	
	North Foreland Netters
	8

	
	Potters
	5

	Other information
	· Fishermen do not want to fish over the exposed chalk as this would damage their gear.

· The minimum size of lobsters that may be taken from any fishery is 87 millimetres carapace measurement. This is the distance from the back of the eye socket to the rear edge of the carapace measured parallel to the centre line.  Lobsters with a 'V' notched or damaged tails are protected by National and bylaw legislation and must be returned to the sea.

· A Lobster Pot Escape Gap Bylaw has been introduced to help conserve lobster and crab stocks.

· The majority of local vessels operate around the 6 mile limit.

	Changes over last 6 years
	· No change

	Likely trends over next 6  years 
	· No change

	3. What are the current effects of this activity?

	Social, economic and cultural
	· Jobs in the fishing industry (both direct and indirect), support activities like fuel providers and net makers or boat builders

· Sea food available locally 

· Part of the cultural heritage of the area 

	Environment General
	· Effects of trawlers on the sea bed 

· Any fishing around wrecks can take breeding stock

	SPA

SAC features
	Reef 
	· Abrasion from fishing gear would result in the dislodging of species and physical damage to the structure of the reef.  However since the fisherman avoid dragging their gear across the reef there is unlikely to be a significant effect on the reef.  Other fishing methods e.g. potting and drift nets are not thought to cause significant damage at Thanet.

· The interactions between fish and the reef species are not well understood

	
	Cave
	· Off shore fishing does not affect the caves

	
	Wintering Turnstone and Golden Plover 
	· The wintering birds of international importance in the Thanet Coast and Sandwich Bay SPA feed inland or on the intertidal area and are not affected by off shore commercial fishing.

	
	Little Tern 
	· Little tern feed in the water column but catch sandeels and shrimp and so commercial fishing is not in competition for the same species.  Little tern, however, have not bred successfully within the North East Kent European Marine Sites since the late 1990’s. 

	SSSI features
	· The SSSI does not extend below low water 

	Other  key habitats and species and those of local value 
	· Affects the functioning of the ecosystem by removing biomass and affecting the food chain and other top predators, for example seals

	The functioning of the local Ecosystem 
	· Over fishing is an issue in UK waters but the local Sea Fisheries Committee consider the level of fishing in local waters sustainable

· Effects of trawlers on the sea bed

· Fishing down the food chain

	The functioning of adjacent ecosystems
	· Management of fisheries has been carried out at a broad scale to include fish nursery areas, fish pathways, and knock on effects to the functioning of the whole system.

· As well as potential over fishing there are also issues of climate change and a shift in warmer species coming north and affecting the food chain (e.g. changes in phytoplankton and their edibility to fish fry is thought to be affecting fish stocks)

· Large foreign trawlers operating offshore with heavy trawls impact that ecosystem.

	4 What is the current management?

	Organisations responsible for management
	· Sea Fisheries Committee (SFC)

· Marine Fisheries Agency 

	Key Documents
	· Marine Fisheries Agency net size, fish size and boat size regulations

· SFC bylaws

	Existing Management
	· SFC and MFA net size, fish size and boat size regulations 

· Thanet Fisherman’s Association codes of conduct regarding good seamanship, fishing practice, other users and wildlife

· Crab and lobster size restrictions

· Prohibition on landing Berried Lobsters within the Kent and Essex SFC district (though they are caught within the district)

	5. Will this management get us to where we want to go – if not why not?

	Will current management deliver the long term vision for this activity 
	· SFC consider the local fisheries to be viable and healthy based on information from local fisherman who see up and coming changes in stock

	Will current management mean the ecosystem can support this activity over the longterm?
	· Collapsing fish stocks are an issue across UK waters and are the focus of national and international research and policy.  The local Sea Fisheries Committee, however, consider the level of fishing in local waters to be sustainable over the long-term.

	Gaps in management 
	· More needs to be done to understand the functioning of the ecosystem, the role of fish within the system and the effects of fishing.

· It is suggested that areas of the seabed are left to recover from past damage. This is something that is being considered as part of the current Marine Bill and it may become national policy for priority areas to be identified.  The Bill will become Law in the life of this plan and the management group consider it appropriate to wait until the Bill has made its way through Parliament before considering whether or not to explore this action further.   However since the reef is the habitat of importance around Thanet, and the fisherman seek to avoid fishing over it because it damages their gear, there may be insufficient benefit in identifying a voluntary or compulsory no take area within the SAC. 

	Gaps in management in relation to the SPA and SAC features
	· The role of fish within the reef ecology is not understood 

	6. What, if anything, do we want to do?

	Management measures, policies, actions, New ideas or solutions and who will action
	What 


	Who

	
	1. Review what action may be appropriate in relation to fisheries once the Marine Bill is law.
	SFC, NE , Key Stakeholders

	
	2. Explore the possibility of implementing lobster v-notching as a form of management.
	SFC

	Management Measures for SPA and SAC features
	3. Find out more about the role of fish within the natural system and the reef (SAC) feature in particular.
	NE , SFC, NEKSCAG

	Likely resource requirement
	1. No extra resource required  

2. Will require a research project 

	7. What is the likely long tem effect of what we want to do?

	Economic Social Environment, The functioning of this ecosystem, The functioning of adjacent ecosystems
	The action is to research and develop understanding and explore ideas so there will be no effect on the environment from this activity 

	8. How will we know if we are going in the right direction?

	Monitoring and who will action
	Not applicable at this stage 


2.2 Commercial and non-commercial bait digging and collection

	Subject: Commercial and non –commercial bait digging 


	

	
	Thanet
	Dover
	Canterbury 

	1. What is the long-term goal? 
	

	20/20 vision / Main objective
	Bait digging is carried out in a sustainable way 

	Is this compatible with the SPA and SAC objectives?
	Yes

	2. What is the current situation?  (Background Information  - Facts and Figures)
	

	Description 
	The collection of bait for angling such as ragworms and lugworms from muddy and sandy intertidal area and rockworm or peeler crabs from the chalk reef.

	Location, Numbers involved, Frequency of activity
	a. Bait collecting carried out daily 

· Pegwell Bay and Minnis Bay are the main areas (The KWT have over 10 years of data for Pegwell Bay). 

· Bait digging also takes place around: Epple Bay, St Mildred’s Bay, Westgate Bay, (Margate Harbour)

b. Rockworm harvesting:

· Harvesting of ‘rockworm’ (probably Marphysa sanguinea) is a rare activity, but has been carried out mainly in summer and has occurred on the reef by Barne’s Car Park, at the Nayland Rock, in Palm-Foreness Bay and Walpole Bay.  

c. Peeler crabs:

· Peeler crabs may be collected from the reef around Thanet – they are known to occur at Minnis, Westgate, Walpole to Palm Bay, Kingsgate, Stone, Louisa Bay, Dumpton and East Cliff. 
	· A popular location for bait digging is in Sandwich Bay
	· Popular locations for bait digging are: Tankerton Bay to Hampton Bay, Reculver and Seasalter Levels. 

	Time of year
	· Commercial all year

· Non-commercial on low tides between Sept-Mar inclusive

· Spring - Summer

	Other information
	· Rockworm bait collecting has been sighted on Barnes’ Rocks Westgate Dec 05 and Palm-Foreness in summer 2002 and Nayland in 2004. 

· There were attempts to licence commercial bait digging activity in the 1970’s but it didn’t work.

· The commercial bait digging supplies the ‘bait and tackle’ shops as far as away as Dover. 
	
	

	
	· Ragworm and lugworm are the main species of bait collected. Digging varies with weather conditions. Bait is collected with either a fork or a hand held water suction pump. There is a public right to take bait for personal use. Bait digging is not regulated by fisheries legislation but can be regulated by byelaws. 

	Changes over last 6 years
	· See last Action Plan. Coastal Wardens have been collecting data on bait collectors for past 14 months and KWT for over 10 years for Pegwell Bay in the NNR.
	
	Not currently monitored

	Likely trends over next 6  years 
	· Likely to stay the same unless research data collected shows detrimental impact on turnstones. 

· More information needs to be gathered on rockworm collecting and individuals approached in person by TCP.

	3. What are the current effects of this activity?
	

	Social, economic and cultural
	· Recreation 

· Socio economic benefit 

· Local product therefore the activity doesn’t incur any transport costs 

· Holes are hazardous to bathers, horses and dogs – however, they are soon smoothed over by the tide

· Stakes and tools left out for peeler crabbing is a hazard to water users

	Environment General
	· If properly done can have minimal impact e.g. if people are aware and responsible 

· Bait digging brings nutrients up to the surface, works in effect like ploughing the shore

· For fishermen it saves them having to collect it themselves and it is probably less damaging than if all fishermen collected their own bait

· Digging Lugworm helps prevent tubeworm from taking over and making the sand impenetrable

	SPA

SAC features
	Reef 
	· Collection of peeler crabs can be damaging to the reef and not overly productive 

· According to anecdotal reports, harvesting of rockworm (probably Marphysa sanguinea) is carried out by breaking up the reef with a hammer, mallet or crowbar.  This is an unsustainable activity as it involves the destruction of the reef habitat.  It is a relatively rare activity that needs to be addressed when it occurs. 
	
	

	
	Cave
	· No known effect.
	
	

	
	Wintering Turnstone and Golden Plover 
	· Turnstone natural habitat is to feed on the rocky shore not sand /mud shores, however, they are attracted to bait digging and may benefit from this food source

· The level of disturbance to wintering birds from bait digging is dependant on the numbers of people involved compared to the size of the bay being worked, and the weather conditions.   A few diggers in a large bay will not have a significant effect.  Bait diggers move slowly across the beach and this is not perceived as threatening by wintering birds.  If, however, numbers of bait diggers are higher, birds can be prevented from feeding. A reduction in feeding opportunity can impair survival rates or the breeding success of birds. The effect of disturbance on the birds’ welfare can be significant, particularly in harsh weather conditions. In addition turning over the sediment can adversely affect the survival of non-target species, those species of worm not collected for bait but which are the prey species of the birds. According to current knowledge (Mayo, 2006) it is thought that the bait digging on sediment is carried out at a level, which is not causing damage or deterioration to the features of interest.

	
	Little Tern 
	· Digging on sediment close to the nest site could potentially cause disturbance to breeding little tern. Little tern, however, have not bred successfully within the North East Kent European Marine Sites since the late 1990’s.

	SSSI features
	· Has the potential to cause disturbance to wintering waders, however, many are actually attracted to bait digging

	Other  key habitats and species and those of local value
	· Disturbance to wintering waders 

· Potential depletion of worm populations e.g. King rag

	The functioning of the local Ecosystem 
	· It affects the natural food chain

· It takes the pressure off other keystone species such as sand eels

· Means bait are not brought in from elsewhere in the UK or non native species 

· Toxins are stirred up and may re-enter the system

	The functioning of adjacent ecosystems
	· It is not thought to occur at a significantly high scale that would have knock on effects 

	4. What is the current management?
	

	Organisations responsible for management
	· Thanet District Council has public safety, recreational management and environmental health responsibilities for the foreshore but otherwise is not responsible for bait digging.


	· The National Nature Reserve management group.
	· Canterbury City Council has a management responsibility for the affects of bait digging as far as public safety is concerned (risk posed to the public the holes that are left) and for the potential threat to archaeological features. 

	Key Documents
	· Thanet Coastal Code
	
	· Coastal Code 2007/2008

	Existing Management
	· Bait-digging and Collecting Code (Thanet Coastal Code, rev. 2005)

· There is a voluntary ban on rockworm collecting in the Coastal Codes.

· National Association of Boat Angling Clubs code of conduct for Conservation and Anti-Pollution – held by some clubs.

· There is a voluntary  ban on rock worming in the Coastal Codes
	· According to current knowledge (Mayo, 2006) it is thought that the bait digging on sediment is carried out at a level, which is not causing damage or deterioration to the features of interest.


	· As per Thanet, however, there is no ban on rock worming in Coastal Codes. 

	5. Will this management get us to where we want to go – if not why not?
	

	Will current management deliver the long term vision for this activity 
	· Voluntary codes are in place but they need to be developed further and promoted so those who carry out the activity know about them.  

· More effort needs to be made to meet with Bait diggers both to learn from their knowledge and tell them about the codes. 

· If the activity or intensity increases it may exceed sustainable limits – however, it is unknown what the sustainable limits are and there is a need to ensure that there is no damage to nursery areas. 
	
	· In 2007, codes will be developed to deal with this issue. 

	Will current management mean the ecosystem can support this activity over the long term?
	· It will depend on how the shore is managed.  If there are managed retreat projects and no net loss of habitats it can continue at sustainable levels, however if coastline remains fixed there will be a loss of intertidal habitats.
	
	· In 2007, codes will be developed to deal with this issue.

	Gaps in management 
	· Need to refer to nursery areas in codes and promote, to stop people digging in nursery areas.

· Raising awareness of the code for bait digging should be promoted more via angling clubs, local papers, TCP newsletter, Visitor Centres, Libraries, posters (poster competition)
	
	· In 2007, codes will be developed to deal with this issue.

	Gaps in management in relation to the SPA and SAC features
	· None identified

	6. What, if anything, do we want to do?
	

	Management measures, policies, actions, New ideas or solutions and who will action
	What 
	Who 
	What 
	Who 
	What 
	Who 

	
	Promote voluntary code to bait diggers, angling shops and clubs.
	TCP
	Same as Thanet for all 3 points – this will aid in the Thanet Coastal codes being promoted for Sandwich Bay area with KWT, SBBOT and clubs. 
	TCP
	· CCC will meet with Natural England to agree action for reducing disturbance to wintering or ground nesting birds, from bait digging where it takes place within the Canterbury part of the SPA.

· Will also promote voluntary code once they are established.

· Identify location of nursery areas and include in code.

· Continue to monitor numbers of bait diggers. 


	CCC 

NE

	
	Include reference to avoid digging the smaller lugworm nursery areas in the next version of the code.
	TCP & KWT
	
	
	
	

	
	Continue to monitor numbers of bait diggers
	TCP & KWT
	
	
	
	

	Management Measures for SPA and SAC features
	No additional measures needed 
	
	
	
	
	

	Likely resource requirement
	Within the resources of the TCP (provided it continues)
	
	Not known

	7. What is the likely long tem effect of what we want to do on the following?
	

	Economic Social Environment. Functioning of this and adjacent ecosystems 
	Positive effects will result from a better managed bait collection for both bait diggers and the environment

	9. How will we know if we are going in the right direction?
	

	Monitoring and who will action
	Coastal Wardens (TCP) and KWT monitoring of activity to see if present level (baseline) is maintained, and report whether rockworm collecting activity has been reduced or stopped. 
	
	Begin monitoring programmed Spring 2007

	Monitoring of SAC and SPA management 
	
	
	Work with NE

	Likely resource requirements
	Volunteer time to collect data; TCP time to promote code; some costs to review and reprint and distribute voluntary codes.
	
	


2.3 Shore Fishing with fixed nets 

This activity does not take place within the European marine site in Canterbury or Dover 

	Subject: shore fishing with fixed net fishing 
	

	
	Thanet  

	1. What is the long-term goal? 

	20/20 vision / Main objective
	Shore fishing with fixed nets promotes responsible sustainable management of the fishery

	Is this compatible with the SPA and SAC objectives?
	

	2. What is the current situation?  (Background Information  - Facts and Figures)

	Description 
	Shore fixed nets are attached or staked into the chalk reef or secured to the sand/mud at around the low water mark to catch fish during emersion by the high tide. 

	Location
	1 Locations are mainly on the reef areas between bays:

· Pegwell Bay (Western Undercliff) – on sands/mud flats

· Ramsgate’s East Cliff

· Dumpton

· Kingsgate (Whiteness)

· Foreness Point

· Palm Bay

· Walpole Bay

· Nayland Rock

· West Bay

· Epple Bay

· Beresford Bay



	Numbers involved
	Approximately 16, but usually no more than 6 at any one time. 



	Frequency of activity 
	Varies according to individual, season and takes place on spring low tides.

	Time of year
	Mainly Spring – early summer and autumn. 

	Other information
	· People perceive that this is an illegal activity but it is not unless the fish is sold for profit

· The majority of fixed net fishing is non commercial

· If the nets are not cleaned and attended after 30 hours it is an infringement of the Bylaws

· Recreational fishing – fishing clubs / individuals

	Changes over last 6 years
	· New activity added to MS, although was taking place previously



	Likely trends over next 6  years 
	· Likely to be same intensity. 

	3. What are the current effects of this activity?

	Social, Economic and cultural 
	Positives 

· Provides a few people with food (it is illegal if it is sold for profit so should not provide an income)

· Traditional activity

· Nets are invariably conspicuous due to line of floats and only ever deployed at low water. The risks to bathers acting in a lifeguard patrolled area is consequently negligible

· As netting is recreational there is no competition with other recreational anglers. (SFC advises that there is no competition with commercial interests.)

· It teaches young people and children patience and respect for nature

· It promotes the concept of conservation in fishing

Negatives

· Safety issues: there is a low risk hazard for bathers swimming at night at the spring low water mark  

	Environment
	· Discarded nets and other waste are a hazard for sea life and birds

· It is a non specific fishing method so there is always bycatch issues 

· Juvenile fish should not be caught if mesh size restrictions are followed

· Overall impact is very small.

· The impact of this activity on the general environment is unknown. It is a difficult activity to monitor because it takes place very early in the morning and at night on spring low tides

	SPA

SAC features
	Reef 
	· Stakes are hammered into the chalk reef - so it breaks up the reef.  This is particularly damaging lower on the shore where there is piddock-bored rock.

· The trampling effects arising from this activity are unlikely to be significant, except the piddock bored rock on the lower shore tends to be more fragile. This could be considered to be on par with any other low tide use. 

	
	Cave
	· No known effect 

	
	Wintering Turnstone and Golden Plover 
	· Fixed net fishing gear is often left for too long and birds can become entangled in them.  Turnstone feed at the waters edge and so may be particularly vulnerable, although cormorants trying to get caught fish are the only birds that have been recorded as getting caught at Foreness Point in 2004. 

· Wintering birds prefer to feed on the part of the shore that is closest to the sea (i.e. that has just been uncovered as the tide goes out or is about to be covered as the tide comes in).  Shore netting also uses the lower shore and so may have a disturbance effect on feeding birds.   

	
	Little Tern 
	· Shore netting uses the lower shore and so may have a disturbance effect on feeding birds.   Concern has also been raised about entanglement of birds in the nets but there is no information to suggest to what extent this may occur. Little tern, however, have not bred successfully within the North East Kent European Marine Sites since the late 1990’s.

	SSSI features
	

	Other  key habitats and species and those of local value
	Positive 

· It does not damage the sea bed like trawling and is more selective in the species taken

Negative 

· Abandoned nets are a hazard to sea birds 

· Abandoned nets cause ‘ghost fishing’ problems for other marine life and are a threat to ‘non-target’ fish ( a particular concern of local anglers is sea trout)

· The impact of the activity on fish breeding areas is not known e.g. the effect on lumpsuckers

	The functioning of the local Ecosystem 
	· May take non target species

	The functioning of adjacent ecosystems
	· If there is an effect on fish breeding areas this will have a knock on effect elsewhere, however, current levels of take by beach netters is considered low. 

	4. What is the current management?

	Organisations responsible for management
	· Kent and Essex Sea Fisheries Committee (K&E SFC) and Marine Fisheries Agency (MFA)

	Key Documents
	· K&E SFC Bylaws

· MFA

	Existing Management
	· K&E SFC Bylaws – net size, marker buoys, extent of cleaning of the nets

· MFA

· EU Laws

· Voluntary Thanet Coastal Codes 

	5. Will this management get us to where we want to go – if not why not?

	Will current management deliver the long term vision for this activity 
	· There is voluntary reporting of the activity by coastal wardens 

· Current measures are inadequate – need to find out impact and ensure that shore fishing with fixed nets is sustainable and can minimise its impact on the environment. Analysis of impact would need to include other fishing methods as well. 

	Will current management mean the ecosystem can support this activity over the longterm?
	· Not likely as sea level rise and coastal squeeze will reduce the size of the reef.

	Gaps in management 
	· Lack of knowledge e.g. where numbers involved, times of year, incidence of entanglement.  Effect of anchors versus stakes. 

· Abandoned gear should be retrieved to avoid ghost fishing 

· Find ways to avoid repeated damage to chalk reef

· More Wardening is needed or Policing of byelaws is needed

· Better understanding of effect would be helpful –but the overall impact taking in the whole site is very small so research money is unlikely to be a priority.

· A package of measure should be explored in the interests of health and safety including: restricting nets on the shore to locations away from the main bathing/tourist areas and times, bay info and signing – could be a new local authority bylaw

· Policing of existing bylaws was suggested – although K&E SFC do not have the resources to enforce them, but do have the power to devolve responsibilities e.g. to TCP or Bay Inspectors. There are some questions regarding application of some legislation to shore fishing currently being discussed with DEFRA.

· Suggest no take zones on the reef (in certain areas) – this would need clarity about purpose and status e.g. Whether it excludes, fixed netting, angling, or all types of take e.g. including bait and shellfish

	Gaps in management in relation to the SPA and SAC features
	· Damage to the chalk reefs is of concern but without information about the scale of this activity it is difficult to assess whether or not this is significant.

	6. What, if anything, do we want to do?

	Management measures, policies, actions, New ideas or solutions and who will action
	What 
	Who 

	
	1. Collate information about the nature and scale of this activity.
	TCP

	
	2. Work with people who do fixed net fishing to seek ways to  minimise their effect and promote the Coastal Code
	TCP

	
	3. Raise issue of fixed shore netting for discussion at K&E SFC with TCP, to find a way forward on resolving local management issues and concerns. 
	TCP / K&E SFC

	Management Measures for SPA and SAC features
	As above 
	

	Likely resource requirement
	· With in the resources of the TCP provided it continues.

· NE to seek funding for research into the sustainability of fixed netting 2007/08.

	7. What is the likely long tem effect of what we want to do on the following?

	Economic Social Environment

The functioning of this and the adjacent ecosystem
	Long-term effect should be to secure better understanding and management of the activity.

	8. How will we know if we are going in the right direction?

	Monitoring and who will action
	· Better data and understanding will be developed about this activity (as in 6 above)

· NEKSCAG / NE are to coordinate research into environmental impacts, including how sustainable this activity is, for shore-based fixed netting during 2007 / 08.

	Monitoring of SAC and SPA management 
	Will use the findings of the fixed netting sustainability study to guide future monitoring needs. 

	Likely resource requirements
	Research project funds required.


2.4 Sea Angling from boats

The area under consideration does not extend below low water along the Canterbury Coast and this activity does not occur within the Dover part of the European marine site 

	Subject: Sea Angling from Boats 


	

	
	Thanet

	1. What is the long-term goal? 

	20/20 vision / Main objective
	Sea Angling is enjoyed my many people who carry out the sport in a responsible way by being aware of size limits, releasing catch other than for personal use 

	Is this compatible with the SPA and SAC objectives?
	Yes

	2. What is the current situation?  (Background Information  - Facts and Figures)

	Description 
	· Local clubs and individual use

	Location
	· Launching from sites as set out on Water User application form

	Location and launch restrictions
	· 1 – 10 miles off shore around the coast. Launches are as follows

	
	Location      
	Restrictions / controls

	
	· Ramsgate Commercial Harbour restrictions
	· Launching facilities available via Harbour Master

	
	· Broadstairs Harbour
	· Launching facilities available via Harbour Master

	
	· Minnis Bay
	· Permit necessary and proof of third party insurance

	
	· West Bay
	· Max 14 ft long, permit necessary and proof of third party insurance

	
	· West Bay – eastern end
	· Max 20 horse power. Hand launching only in summer

· Permit necessary and proof of third party insurance

	
	· St Mildreds
	· No launching between 9am and 6pm between June and September

· Permit necessary and proof of third party insurance

	
	· Margate Harbour
	· Permit necessary and proof of third party insurance

	
	· Foreness Bay
	· Permit necessary and proof of third party insurance

	Numbers involved
	· Nayland Sea Angling Club – 80 members

· Birchington Sea Angling Club – 120 members

· Foreness Sea Angling Club – 20 members

	Time of year
	· All year – competitions also

	Other information
	· Sea Angling is not in itself known to cause any effect on the features of importance however it is dependent on bait collection, which has been listed separately.

	Changes over last 6 years
	· Consistent – improved catches of bass

	Likely trends over next 6  years 
	· Improvement

	3. What are the current effects of this activity?

	Social, economic and cultural
	· It is good for the local economy e.g. bait diggers, tackle shops, tourism, charter boats

· Clubs provide social function as well as sport

	Environment General
	· Not currently known, therefore the impacts of the activity should be monitored

	SPA

SAC features
	Reef 
	· It is not thought that anchor damage is significant

	
	Cave
	· No effect

	
	Wintering Turnstone and Golden Plover 
	· No significant effect

	
	Little Tern 
	· No significant effect

	SSSI features
	The SSSI does not extend below low water and there is no known effect from this activity

	Other  key habitats and species and those of local value 
	· No effect

	The functioning of the local Ecosystem 
	· No effect

	The functioning of adjacent ecosystems
	· No effect

	4. What is the current management? 

	Organisations responsible for management
	· Thanet District Council controls launches

	Key Documents
	-

	Existing Management
	· BASS Fishing Club Code of Conduct

· Nayland Club Rules

· NFSA size limits, MAFF size limits

· Control of launching by size, horse power, method or time at certain locations.

· Boat owners have to be members of the Water Users Group

	5. Will this management get us to where we want to go – if not why not?

	Will current management deliver the long term vision for this activity 
	· There is potential for this to be achieved

	Will current management mean the ecosystem can support this activity over the long term?
	· Yes, if monitoring indicates that it is being undertaken at appropriate levels

	Gaps in management 
	· Need for monitoring

· Club codes of conduct do not necessarily include nature conservation

	Gaps in management in relation to the SPA and SAC features
	· Need for monitoring

	· 6. What, if anything, do we want to do?

	Management measures, policies, actions, New ideas or solutions and who will action
	What 
	Who 

	
	The Sea Angling Clubs will promote an understanding and awareness of the features of international nature conservation importance around Thanet within the sea angling community.  They will consider whether or not it is relevant to include nature conservation in their codes of conduct. This will be done with the assistance of TCP.


	TCP

	
	Need to make sure that all anglers are aware of size limits and releasing catch for anything other than personal use.
	SFC

	Management Measures for SPA and SAC features
	None identified
	

	Likely resource requirement
	No additional resources needed 

	7. What is the likely long tem effect of what we want to do on the following?

	Economic &  Social Environment & functioning of the ecosystem
	· Sustainable fishing practices

	8. How will we know if we are going in the right direction?

	Monitoring and who will action
	SFC to monitor

	Monitoring of SAC and SPA management 
	· Some form of monitoring required

	Likely resource requirements
	· Minimal


2.5 Shore Angling and Angling Competitions

	Subject: Shore Angling and Angling Competitions 


	

	
	Thanet
	Dover
	Canterbury 

	1. What is the long-term goal? 
	

	20/20 vision / Main objective
	· Shore Angling is enjoyed my many people who carry out the sport in a responsible way by being aware of size limits, releasing catch other than for personal use and taking fishing tackle and litter away with them



	Is this compatible with the SPA and SAC objectives?
	· Yes 

	2. What is the current situation?  (Background Information  - Facts and Figures)
	

	Description 
	
	
	

	Location
	· Popular locations for shore angling are: Broadstairs and Ramsgate Harbours, Eastcliff Ramsgate 

· The sea wall beaches from Minnis Bay towards Reculver. 

· Particularly popular areas are Minnis Bay, West Bay, St Mildred’s Bay, Foreness Bay, Nayland Rock and Margate Harbour. Night-time fishing also occurs at these locations
	· Shore fishing and competitions take place between Sandwich Bay and Deal but the numbers involved is. not known
	· Popular locations for shore angling are from Seasalter to Reculver. 

· Piers at Herne Bay.

	Numbers involved
	· Approx 200 in 3 clubs plus approx 300 individuals

· Many shore anglers are not members of clubs
	
	· 3 Clubs

· Herne Bay Angling Association

· Heron Angling Society

· Whitstable and District Angling Society

· 1000+ members

	Frequency of activity 
	· Fishing takes place daily and throughout the year

· Competitions also take place through the year

	Changes over last 6 years
	· Data has been collected by Coastal Wardens.

·  Coastal Code created. 

· One shore angling club in Ramsgate closed down due to decline in interest in having a club, but a second shop has opened. 
	
	No data available

	Likely trends over next 6  years 
	· Likely to be the same. 
	
	Not known

	3. What are the current effects of this activity?

	Social, economic and cultural
	· It is good for the local economy e.g. bait diggers, tackle shops, tourism

· Great stress buster.

· It teaches young people and children patience and respect for nature

· It promotes the concept of conservation in fishing

	Environment
	· Litter and abandoned fishing gears is unsightly and dangerous

	SPA

SAC features
	Reef 
	· Trampling effects on reef are not thought to be significant
	
	

	
	Cave
	· No known effect
	
	

	
	Wintering Turnstone and Golden Plover 
	· Wintering birds prefer to feed on the part of the shore that is closest to the sea (i.e. that has just been uncovered as the tide goes out or is about to be covered as the tide comes in).  Shore angling also takes place on the lower shore and so may disturb feeding birds however since anglers are fairly sedentary it is not thought that this is significant.  

· Fishing line and other waste that is left on the beach can entangle birds and lead to drowning.  It had been suggested that this is particularly a problem between Minnis Bay and Reculver.

· Anglers were identified as contributing to 8.8% of all disturbance encountered across all sites monitored during the latest Turnstone Disturbance study (Mayo, 2006)

	
	Little Tern 
	· Disturbance to the breeding little tern is known to have occurred at Plumpudding at a level that could cause breeding failure and angling competitions held at this location are thought to be a contributory factor. Little tern, however, have not bred successfully within the North East Kent European Marine Sites since the late 1990’s.
	· Shore angling does take place at Shellness within the National Nature Reserve managed by the Kent Wildlife Trust. 
	· Plumpudding where ground nesting birds occur is in Thanet not Canterbury, however, it is likely that some of the clubs that use the area are based in Canterbury.

· Fishing also occurs at Long Rock on low tide in summer.



	SSSI features
	· Potential disturbance to other wintering birds and to ground nesting birds e.g. the Ringed Plover

	Other  key habitats and species and those of local value
	· Abandoned fishing tackle and litter are a hazard to sea birds on shore and other species in the sea such as seals and porpoises.

· Possible effects on local fisheries

· Tackle shops no longer supply lead weights, but some may still be used. 

	The functioning of the local Ecosystem 
	· Fish are a key part of the local ecosystems and so removal of stock above an ecologically sustainable level would have a knock on effect to the functioning of the whole system

	The functioning of adjacent ecosystems
	· As above

	4. What is the current management?
	

	Organisations responsible for management
	· Kent and Essex Sea Fisheries Committee, MFA

· National federation of sea anglers (NFSA)

· Thanet District Council – but lack of resources 
	· Dover District Council
	· Canterbury City Council

· Clubs

· National federation of sea anglers (recommended retention size limits)

	Key Documents
	· Kent and Essex Sea Fisheries Committee Bylaws

· Thanet Coastal Codes 

· Club rules 
	
	Club rules

	Existing Management
	· Kent and Essex Sea Fisheries Committee Bylaws

· Voluntary Shore Angling Code (within Thanet Coastal Code)

· Recommended retention size limits (NFSA)
	
	Club management

	5. Will this management get us to where we want to go – if not why not?
	

	Will current management deliver the long term vision for this activity 
	· More needs to be done – such as encouraging anglers to clear up debris and litter 

	Will current management mean the ecosystem can support this activity over the long term?
	· Likely to be yes

	Gaps in management 
	Suggestions

· Bag limits (but people might end up discarding dead ‘bagged’ fish when they catch a bigger one)

· Encourage responsible behaviour so shore anglers are aware of size limits and remove litter.

· The Marine Bill has potential to bring in Bag Limits and Rod Licences 

	Gaps in management in relation to the SPA and SAC features
	· None identified

	6. What, if anything, do we want to do?
	

	Management measures, policies, actions, New ideas or solutions and who will action
	What 
	Who 
	What 
	Who 
	What 
	Who 

	
	Produce GIS Map of data showing the numbers and locations 
	TCP
	
	
	· CCC will meet with Natural England to agree action for reducing disturbance to wintering or ground nesting birds, from shore angling where it takes place within the Canterbury part of the SPA. 

· Promote new coastal codes

· Provide information from clubs

· Promotion to non club members via suppliers of fishing equipment

· 
	· CCC 

· NE

	
	Make information on level of shore fishing, clubs and effects available
	TCP
	
	
	· 
	· 

	
	Continue to promote Coastal Codes and the need for greater attention to be paid to the removal of debris
	TCP
	
	
	
	

	
	Ensure codes are promoted to non club members via suppliers of fishing gear
	TCP
	
	
	
	

	Likely resource requirement
	Within current resources of TCP

	Management Measures for SPA and SAC features
	None identified
	
	
	
	
	

	7. What is the likely long tem effect of what we want to do on the following?
	

	Economic, Social, Environment. The functioning of this and adjacent ecosystems
	· It should improve awareness of issues and ensure that fishing can continue without detriment to other interests 

	8. How will we know if we are going in the right direction?
	

	Monitoring and who will action
	TCP and clubs to make information available to Management Group to inform future decisions.
	
	CCC and local clubs

	Monitoring of SAC and SPA management 
	Monitoring of disturbance to Turnstones will continue into the future and this will identify levels of disturbance resulting from angling. 
	
	Monitoring will be undertaken through the Coastal Warden Scheme starting in 2007.

	Likely resource requirements
	Within TCP and NE important feature monitoring budget.
	
	


2.6 Shell fish harvesting on chalk shores

This activity does not take place within the European marine site in Canterbury and the Dover part of the marine sties does no have reefs. 

	Subject: shell fish harvesting on reefs


	

	
	Thanet 

	1. What is the long-term goal? 

	20/20 vision / Main objective
	Sustainable harvesting of shellfish 

	Is this compatible with the SPA and SAC objectives?
	Yes 

	2. What is the current situation?  (Background Information  - Facts and Figures)

	Description 
	Shell fish harvesting on reefs

	Numbers Location and frequency and time of year
	 Large groups

· Large parties of people are known to come to Thanet to harvest edible shellfish species and cook them on the shore. The scale of this is unclear as reports differ depending on the source. It is thought that in many cases it is a cultural activity rather than a commercial one.             

· Up to 30 people in large family groups. 

· Locations:  Minnis Bay, Barnes Car Park area, Westbrook, Palm Bay, Foreness,  Botany Bay, Joss Bay and Dumpton Gap and occasionally Western Undercliff and Ramsgate.

· The activity mainly takes place at low tides and mainly during good weather.

· In the summer it generally occurs at weekends - possibly once a month.

 Individuals 
· There is one main local collector operating in the area (4 sacks full each time for ’own consumption’).  Can be daily, summer and in autumn to spring.  2 – 3 other collectors also known to visit on an occasional basis.

· Small numbers of people also carry out small scale casual and occasional shell fishing/harvesting (including peeler crabs –see bait digging).  Thought to occur along the whole of the SAC.

	Other information
	· Edible winkles are collected from the reef in winter

· Cockles are collected from sands/muds in the summer

· Peeler Crabs are harvested in early summer

Large groups

· There is insufficient information (numbers, locations, methods, frequency) presently available to assess the impact of people carrying out these activities and whether or not it is sustainable.

· People who carry this out as a cultural activity and barbecue shellfish on the shore.  It is thought that these groups are often from Medway and London.

· Commercial shellfish collection may also be occurring, carried out by a few individuals, by hand.

· There is a suggestion that harvesting involves the break up of the reef community composition.

· The activity is sporadic and moves from place to place.

· Data was collected on this activity by a student at Greenwich University (TCP have more information).

Individuals

· The Thanet Coast Warden Scheme has been collecting data since Nov 04 – however, this data collection is on the small scale. 

·  Shell fish harvesting has not been flagged up as particularly popular nowadays. 

	Changes over last 6 years
	· The level of harvesting of shellfish was much higher in the 1950’s and decreased up until the family groups from London started using the shore.

· Thanet Coastal Wardens Scheme launched to collect data on shore based activities. 

· The Thanet Water User Group controls entry by vehicle to the foreshore. Barrier entry should prevent collectors from driving down to promenade with equipment.

	Likely trends over next 6  years 
	· Seen to be continuing at present level of intensity, unless better awareness or controls can be introduced. 

	3. What are the current effects of this activity?

	Social, Economic and cultural 
	Positive

· Social and economic benefits e.g. winkle collecting for food

· Cultural activity

Negative 

· The balance of species  - it could affect the educational / recreational use of reefs

· There is cultural misunderstandings and friction between the groups from London / Medway and local people

	Environment
	· Impact on shellfish stocks and often other non-target species are also removed

	SPA

SAC features
	Reef 
	· Trampling on the reef 

· Physical damage to the reef through breaking of the rocks and overturning boulders

· Harvesting removes grazing species and as a result the species composition and foreshore biotope shifts from the animal dominated biotopes to algal dominated biotopes.

· Could affect recruitment of young to the system 

· If this activity involves the direct break up of the reef with implements such as hammers and crowbars it will be causing significant effect to the reef

	
	Cave
	· No known effect

	
	Wintering Turnstone and Golden Plover 
	· Competition for turnstone prey species 

· The effect of harvesting of these prey species can affect the birds by removing their food.  The birds’ ability to feed on shellfish is dependent on the size of the prey - it has to be large enough for the birds to be able to insert their beaks.  Harvesting by humans also selects larger shellfish. 

· Wintering birds will not be directly disturbed by the actual activity if it is confined to the summer months.

	
	Little Tern 
	· The breeding little tern feed in the water column not on the reef. Little tern, however, have not bred successfully within the North East Kent European Marine Sites since the late 1990’s.

	SSSI features
	· Removal of food source for birds

	Other  key habitats and species and those of local value
	· Could affect the prey species of commercial fish

	The functioning of the local Ecosystem 
	· Alteration to the balance of species to the point that a new system forms 

· Knock on impacts to the food chain

	The functioning of adjacent ecosystems
	· The effects of this activity are unlikely to impact other ecosystems

	4. What is the current management?

	Organisations responsible for management
	· Food Standards Agency – new ban on bi-valve collection between Reculver and Minnis Bay from Feb 2004. This ban, however, is not enforced but rather is just a provision of information.

· Thanet District Council – environmental health

	Key Documents
	· Voluntary Shellfish Harvesting Code (within Thanet Coastal Codes)

	Existing Management
	· There are SFC byelaws for cockles and winkles (winkles can only be hand picked)

· No commercial shell collecting is currently authorised by Thanet District Council or Canterbury City Council

· TDC environmental health test shellfish for consumption at Pegwell Bay and Minnis Bay

· Thanet Water User Group Barriers have been erected to attempt to disperse the activity

· The K&E SFC has virtually no control over this activity at present except if it is carried out by cockle suction dredgers where a bylaw applies.

	5. Will this management get us to where we want to go – if not why not?

	Will current management deliver the long term vision for this activity 
	· Unknown whether or not this is sustainable. Intensive and indiscriminate removal of shellfish is unregulated and more information needs to be collated and management actions identified.

	Will current management mean the ecosystem can support this activity over the longterm?
	· Given sea level rise, the shore will become narrower and eventually if the seawalls remain, there will be no intertidal reef.  There will also be more intense pressure on the remaining areas and this would cause a greater shift in the species composition.  

· Target species might change 

· There is the potential to encourage people to target non native and invasive species as a control measure

	Gaps in management 
	· Not well managed 

· Insufficient information on the sustainable levels for shell fish harvesting 

· Lack of a bylaw or regulation to control and manage the amount taken

· Requires monitoring to investigate changes or damage to the foreshore ecosystem or communities – requires active management 

Suggestions

· Explore idea of a closed season for prawning – up until mid July via a voluntary code (There are no bylaws at present). Information about whether or not there has been a decline in prawn stock is needed– anecdotal information is that prawn stocks have increased over recent years so a voluntary closed season may not be necessary.

· Explore idea of a no take / research zone.  This would need to be explored with stakeholders, publicised (generally and at sites). Research planned and supervised.  Research could be low key and long term to show trends – and result in usable reports.  Consider access restrictions to certain areas to minimise the collecting and impacts.

· Explore idea of encouraging harvesting to select non native species e.g. possibly Portuguese oyster harvesting – but would need to persuade tackle dealers to sell it.

· Research into sustainable shell fish harvesting is required

	Gaps in management in relation to the SPA and SAC features
	· Uncertainty about the impact of shell fishing on chalk reef community composition.

	6. What, if anything, do we want to do?

	Management measures, policies, actions, New ideas or solutions and who will action
	What 
	Who 

	
	· Explore idea of a natural zone (i.e. no take or research zone).  
	· NE and TCP

	
	· Explore idea of promoting  harvesting of non native species 
	· TDC, NE and TCP

	
	· If there is evidence that intense harvesting is a significant problem, the situation will be further explored and appropriate action implemented
	· TDC, NE and TCP

	Management Measures for SPA and SAC features
	· Await information on sustainable levels of shell fish harvesting and its impact on SPA and SAC features to determine management requirements   
	· NE 

	Likely resource requirement
	· Funding for a study into the sustainability of shell fish harvesting

· Other actions minimal

	· 7. What is the likely long tem effect of what we want to do on the following?

	Economic Social Environment
	· The natural zone could provide a refuge area and raise the profile of conserving species within the European marine site

· Could encourage new uses and markets for non native shell fish

	The functioning of this ecosystem 
	· If the sites are being affected by intensive harvesting, comparison with the ‘natural zone’ research can demonstrate it and propose appropriate measures to benefit the system

· It could reduce the numbers and effects of non native species 

	The functioning of adjacent ecosystems 
	· Has potential to shift the problem to other areas 

· It would prevent non native species from colonising adjacent ecosystems 

	8. How will we know if we are going in the right direction?

	Monitoring and who will action
	· Need to monitor stocks through photographic evidence

· Future research into sustainable shell fish harvesting should set a base line for future monitoring

· See information about non native species in relevant assessment table in this document.

	Monitoring of SAC and SPA management 
	· Await information on sustainability levels of shell fish harvesting and its impact on SPA and SAC features to determine monitoring requirements.   

	Likely resource requirements
	· Funding is needed for research (NE, NEKSCAG)


2.7 Suction dredging from boats for shellfish 

	Subject: Shellfishing from boats 


	

	
	Thanet
	Dover

	1. What is the long-term goal? 
	

	20/20 vision / Main objective
	Sustainable Fishery and minimum level of impact upon environment, compliance with conservation status

	Is this compatible with the SPA and SAC objectives?
	Yes 

	2. What is the current situation?  (Background Information  - Facts and Figures)
	The fishery is managed in a sustainable manner under KESFC bylaws

	Description 
	· Cockle are dredged from the sediment by suction 

	Location
	· It has occurred in Pegwell Bay and Minnis Bay (also Grenham Bay in the past)

	Numbers involved
	· 3 to 4 

	Frequency of activity 
	· When stocks allow 

	Time of year
	· June to November

	Other information
	· A stock survey has been done by SFC

	Changes over last 6 years
	· Natural variations in stock have occurred

	Likely trends over next 6  years 
	· Continuance of occasional fishery and possible changes to alternative harvesting methods

	3. What are the current effects of this activity?
	

	Social, Economic and cultural 
	· Managed activity

· It will have an effect on bait diggers 

	Environment
	· Temporary disturbance to the benthos

	SPA

SAC features
	Reef 
	· No Effect 

	
	Cave
	· No Effect 

	
	Wintering Turnstone and Golden Plover 
	· No effect

	
	Little Tern 
	· No effect

	SSSI features
	· Has a minimal impact upon biological life in the mud and sand flats and on bird feeding

	Other  key habitats and species and those of local value
	· None identified

	The functioning of the local Ecosystem 
	· None identified

	The functioning of adjacent ecosystems
	· None identified

	Other
	· None identified

	4. What is the current management?
	

	Organisations responsible for management
	· SFC

	Key Documents
	· SFC Bylaws are in place

	Existing Management
	· SFC manage this activity by closed season, survey of stock, permitting fishing activity only when stocks are of sufficient size of stock, control of fishing methods

	5. Will this management get us to where we want to go – if not why not?
	

	Will current management deliver the long term vision for this activity 
	· SFC say Yes

	Will current management mean the ecosystem can support this activity over the longterm?
	· SFC say Yes

	Gaps in management 
	· None identified

	Gaps in management in relation to the SPA and SAC features
	· None identified


