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2009 Brown Trout Catch – Upper Tweed (Gala AA & Peeblesshire TFA Combined) 

 

The Tweed Trout & Grayling Initiative (TTGI) would like to take this opportunity to thank all of those who 
filled in catch log books during 2009. What follows is a short summary of the catches recorded from the 
Upper River Tweed during the 2009 fishing season with comparisons to the records from 2006, 2007 and 
2008. The data this is based on comes from catch log books handed out with season tickets for the Gala and 
Peeblesshire Associations and returned by Association members. 16 log books were returned for 2009 
covering 87 fishing trips and 270 fishing hours. 
Note: So that different areas of the Tweed catchment can be compared the size limit for all log books has been standardized at 10 
inches. Therefore all fish referred to as “Undersize” are less than 10” and all fish referred to as “Oversize” are 10” and over. All 
information on fish sizes is based on angler estimates. Although some of the Association water of the Gala AA falls into the Middle 
Tweed all of the Association water has been classed as Upper Tweed in the catch analysis. 
 

Section 1 – Upper Tweed Average Catch Rates – 2006 to 2009 
 
Chart 1 – The average catch rate for Brown Trout, expressed as a number caught per four hours fishing effort, on the 
Upper Tweed – 2006 to 2009 

Chart 1 - Average Catch Rate for Wild Brown Trout i n the Upper Tweed - 2006 to 2008
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The average catches of both oversize and undersize trout from the River Tweed by Gala and Peeblesshire 
anglers have steadily increased over the four years catches have been recorded. This steady increase was also 
seen in the catches from the Middle Tweed. At least part, if not most of this increase is likely to be a result of 
more suitable weather conditions for angling, as the next chart shows. 
 
Chart 2 (overleaf) shows the catch variation between months, within a year, and for different years. There is 
no real pattern emerging in the chart and a particularly good month for any of the years recorded can be 
followed by a bad month, or vice versa. For example June 2009 was the best June of the four recorded, while 
July 2009 was the worst, with August 2009 going back to being the best. Having good and bad months next 
to each other for a given year indicates that it is not the underlying fish numbers that are causing this 
variation, but the conditions for angling. 
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Chart 2 – Monthly variations in the average catch rate for Brown Trout, expressed as a catch per four hours fishing 
effort, for the Upper Tweed – 2006 to 2009 

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

A
ve

ra
ge

 C
at

ch
 p

er
 4

 
H

ou
rs

Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep

Month

Chart 2 - Variations in Monthly Average Catch Rates of Oversize Wild T rout - 
2006 to 2009
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Chart 3 – Sizes of oversize Brown Trout caught on the Upper Tweed, expressed as a percentage of the total catch – 
2006 to 2009 combined 
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Chart 3 - Length Frequency of Oversize Trout (10"+)  from the Upper Tweed - 2006 to 2009 
Combined

 
 
Chart 3 combines all the takeable (25cm+ or 10”+) trout recorded for the Upper Tweed over the last four 
years. By looking at combined data, and presenting the number of trout for each size group as a percentage of 
the total catch, a larger sample is available giving a more accurate picture. Chart 3 shows that over 50% of 
the oversize trout caught on the Upper Tweed were over 30cm (¾lb). Just over 30% were over 35cm (1lb). 
Obviously there were variations between different months within this. The size of Brown Trout caught over 
the last four years was similar for most parts of the main River Tweed (although there are slight variations). 
These findings are significant because the Tweed catches differ from those of the medium sized and smaller 
tributaries whose oversize catches are dominated by smaller oversize trout in the 25 – 30cm category. In 
most cases the smaller the tributary the higher the percentage in this category (this has been shown in 
previous catch summaries). As catches of larger Brown Trout increase with distance away from main 
spawning grounds (headwaters), this strongly indicates that larger oversize Brown Trout are migrating into 
the main stem of the Tweed from upstream (and possibly downstream, although less likely). As such, any 
trout spawning burn upstream of an Association water has the potential to produce Brown Trout which could 
drop down into the Association water. E.g. the Tweed Foundation fish counter on the Gala Water shows 
hundreds of adult Brown Trout returning annually to the Gala just after the end of the Brown Trout season 

53% over 30cm (12” or ¾lb)   

32% over 35cm (14” or 1lb)   
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(probably to spawn) after having spent time in the River Tweed. As tributaries like the Leithen and Quair 
Waters are known to be important areas of trout production (shown later), they are likely to be responsible 
for providing at least some of the Brown Trout caught by Upper Tweed anglers (and anglers further down as 
well). This has significant implications when it comes to conservation time, effort and money as burns 
upstream of an Angling Association water may be as important, and in the cases of some larger waters more 
important, than the local trout burns and have a greater potential for increasing the number of trout dropping 
out of them. 
 
Chart 4 – the release rate of Upper Tweed Brown Trout, as a percentage of the years total catch – 2006 to 2009 

Chart 4 - Release Rate (as a percentage of the take able trout caught) of Upper Tweed Oversize Trout - 
2006 to 2009
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Chart 4 shows that a consistently high proportion of Upper Tweed oversize Brown Trout are being released 
by anglers each year. There is also a slight increase in release rate each year. This trend towards releasing 
Brown Trout has been witnessed across the whole Tweed system as attitudes towards killing fish change. 
  

Section 2 – Upper Tweed and Gala Water Trout Fry Index 
 

In 2009 the Tweed Foundation and TTGI surveyed the Upper Tweed and Gala Water for juvenile trout and 
salmon (fry) to gain an insight into how good the different parts of these systems were/are for trout and 
salmon production. Map 1 shows the trout results from the Upper Tweed while Map 2 shows the Gala Water 
(both overleaf). Each circle on the maps represents an electro-fishing survey. The colour of each circle 
indicates how good the results of the survey were (the colour code is shown on the maps). 
 
The low trout results seen on the main stem of the river Tweed are expected as these larger channels are used 
by salmon with trout spawning in much smaller waters/burns. The map clearly shows some burns/areas with 
good results, such as the Leithen, Lyne and Quair Water systems. These are therefore important areas of trout 
production and must be protected in the future. However there were also areas/burns, small enough to be 
good trout spawning grounds, which produced low results. These areas have been highlighted for further 
investigations, which have already begun. These will hopefully lead to opportunities to improve trout 
production and therefore the number of trout dropping out of these burns into areas fished by anglers. 
 
As with the Tweed low trout results were found on most of the main stem of the Gala Water which is too big 
for trout spawning. However there are clearly areas of good trout spawning within the system which most 
likely represent the backbone of the Gala’s trout production. Waters like the Lugate, Armet and the 
headwaters of the Gala are shown to be important trout spawning areas and should be protected. In addition 
some areas have been highlighted for further investigation, e.g. the trout burns of the Herriot Water produced 
generally moderate results and will be investigated further. 
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The great benefit of this type of indexing of juvenile populations is that it greatly speeds up the process of identifying where time and resources 
should be spent. It has become clear that for management, the number of sites is initially more important than the amount of detailed information 
gained at each site. If poor results are found more detailed surveys are carried out. 
 
 
 

 

Map 1 – Upper Tweed Results 
Map 2 – Gala 
Water Results 


