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2009 Brown Trout Catch — River Teviot (the Kelso AA Jedforest AA and Hawick
AC Catches Combined)

The Tweed Trout & Grayling Initiative (TTGI) woullike to take this opportunity to thank all of those
who filled in catch log books during 2009. Whatdals is a short summary of the catches recorded fro
the River Teviot during the 2009 fishing seasorhwabmparisons to the records from 2006, 2007 and
2008. This comes from catch log books handed otltt gason tickets and returned by Association/Club

members. Eight log books were returned for 200®a0ayg 31 fishing trips and 75 fishing hours.

Note: So that different areas of the Tweed catcliimem be compared the size limit for all log bobks been standardized at
10 inches Therefore all fish referred to as “Undersize” aless than 10” and all fish referred to as “Overmsizare 10” and
over. All information on fish sizes is based onlangstimates.

Section 1 — River Teviot Average Catch Rates — 200& 2009

Chart 1 — The average catch rate for Brown Trout, exprésse the number caught per four hours fishing &ffor
on the River Teviot — 2006 to 2009

Chart 1 - Average Catch Rate for Wild Brown Trouti n the River Teviot - 2006 to 2009
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The average catches of both oversize and undérsizefrom the Teviot have varied over the fourrngea
catch data has been collected with no apparend.tiaterestingly, though, the dryer conditions D08
appear to have resulted in the highest catch oénsime tout and the lowest catch of oversize trohe
wetter years’ of 2007, 2008 and 2009 produced fiposite result with higher catches of oversizettrou
and lower catches of undersize. The lowest wettar ¥2009) is still almost half an oversize troat p
four hours fishing effort (estimated to be the dioraof an average fishing trip) better on averabas
may not seem like much per trip but adds up duth@éonumber of anglers and fishing trips made per
season. It is possible that the high undersizd tatch in 2006 was due to a single angler confusiout

and salmon parr then not recording his or her estéh subsequent years. The small variation in the
wetter years is most likely to be a result of ferthless obvious, variations in fishing conditicarsd



possibly low log book returns (enough returns ageded to average out biases caused variations in
fishing trips made, time of year fished, methodjleng ability, etc).

Chart 2 shows the catch variation between monthhirwa single year, and for different years for
oversize trout. Again there is no real pattern appiaand a particularly good month for any of tieang
recorded can be followed by a bad monthyice versa For example, 2006 had both the worst July
recorded but one of the best May’s and best Semembf the four years recorded so far. The veghhi
or very low results within the chart are most likal result of poor log book returns providing oaly
small amount of data for any given month so thaults can be influenced by angler ability or
particularly good or bad fishing conditions. Howetee catches provided add up to give enough data t
provide an annual average (chart 1).

Chart 2 — Monthly variations in the average catch rate Brown Trout, expressed as a catch per four hours
fishing effort, for the River Teviot — 2006 to 2009

Chart 2 - Monthly Average Catch Rates of Oversize Wild Trout
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Chart 3— Sizes groups of oversize Brown Trout caughherRiver Teviot, expressed as a percentage obthe t
catch — 2006 to 2009 combined

Chart 3 - Length Frequency of Oversize Trout (10"+)  from the River Teviot - 2006 to 2009
Combined
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Chart 3 combines all the oversize (25cm+ or 10fet recorded for the River Teviot over the lasirfo
years. By looking at combined data, and presentiteg number of trout for each size group as a
percentage of the overall catch, a larger samp@asable giving a more accurate picture of theidts
oversize trout for an “average” year. The vast migjmf oversize Brown Trout in the River Teviotlfa
into the smallest oversize size class (25-30cm rtdl 12”). Catch data (shown on previous catch
summaries) has shown that, generally speakingsrialer the fishable water within the Tweed system
the higher the percentage of oversize trout in dimallest size category and the higher the catch of
undersize trout. As such catches of larger trowve(dB0cm or 12” or % Ib) appear to increase with
increasing distance from major areas of trout spagv(such as headwaters), suggesting that big Brown
Trout seek out deeper water and larger channethegsage and can potentially (and most probably)
undertake large downstream migrations within thee@av system. This has significant management
implications as restoring trout production in Teviburns with low trout numbers has the potential to
increase the number of trout dropping into the dewnd the Tweed downstream of the Teviot/Tweed
junction. In addition protecting adults in the Twleownstream of the junction, as well as in theidigv
has the potential to improve the number of spaw®rmvn Trout in the Teviot trout burns which will
produce juveniles that will eventually drop out atdck the two areas with wild fish.

Chart 4— the release rate of River Teviot Brown Troutagsercentage of the years total catch — 2006 @920

Chart 4 - Release Rate (as a percentage of the take able trout caught) of River Teviot
Takeable Trout - 2006 to 2009
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Chart 4 shows a general trend towards releasingsi@eeBrown Trout amongst Teviot anglers. A similar
trend has been seen in all parts of the Tweed wech

Section 2 — Teviot System Trout Fry Index

In 2009 the Tweed Foundation and TTGI electro-fishiee Upper
Tweed and Gala Water for juvenile trout and salrffoy) to gain an
insight into how good the different parts of theystems were/are
for trout and salmon production. The electro-fighsurvey covered
most of the trout spawning burns in these areas adlogved the
identification of important areas of trout prodoctithat should be
protected and highlighted areas with poorer resultich have been

Important trout spawning burns, like €armarked for further investigation (these invedtans have already
the Linhope Burn above, willbe  begun).
covered during the surveys




In August 2010 the TTGI and Tweed Foundation wgkia be electro-fishing the River Teviot system for
trout and salmon fry. Most of the trout burns ihthé different parts of the Teviot system, as veslithe
main stem of the Teviot and its tributaries (salmpawning), will be covered during the survey alloyv
identification of stronger and weaker areas of pobidn.

If you would like to come along with the TTGI during its electro-fishing surveys of the Teviot's
trout burns to see what the trout numbers are likein them please contact us through the TTGI
website_ www.ttgi.org.uk or through the Tweed Foundation (01896 848 271) ffanore information.

All you will need to assist is some free time andaders.

Section 3 — Ale Water Trout Trap

During the trout spawning run last year
the TTGI and the Hawick AC installed a
temporary trap at the bottom of a trout
spawning burn in the Middle Ale Water.
The trap was designed to trap fish
moving upstream to spawn so that an
accurate picture of the spawning
population can be obtained. The trap
works by blocking fish access upstream
The trap in the Ale Water trout spawning burn inmal flows, left ~ (but not downstream) and using water
and during the extreme floods in November, right flows to guide fish into a trap box with a
funnel entrance. The trap is checked at
least daily so that fish are only slightly delaywmd their way upstream to spawn. All fish are idiexdi,
counted, measured and sexed to allow identificabbrihe “type” or “behaviour” of the spawning
population. After the end of the trout spawningsseathe trap was removed to allow free accessdo an
from the burn. Unfortunately the very high watewk in November flooded the trap and allowed fsh t
pass without being trapped/recorded. Never the thsspopulation was recorded up to this pointrggvi
an indication of the population “type”. A large nber of immature
trout were trapped (possibly getting out of themaiannel to avoid
winter floods or instinctively returning to theioime burn), as well
as a number of oversize Brown Trout mostly in theall oversize”
range (8 to 11”) and male. This fits in with tragsults from severa
other sites within the catchment where the malethefpopulation
are Brown Trout and the females are Sea Trout. & 'hes the sam
trout only the females, in going to sea, behaveedihtly from the
males andiice versaNo females were actually recorded at the tfgp

this season as they would have run during the kigity floods when
they could pass the trap without capture (thisgpatis known from
other traps). In addition two Grilse were captugging into the
burn to spawn. lIdentifying the “type” or “behavibuof the
population allows us to see how and where the ttioat anglers
want are produced in the catchment and where ceatsam efforts
will make the most difference in the future. Trdoutrns have alsT

been trapped in the Jed Water, Lower, Middle anghddprweed
(x3) and Leader Water. All but one burn producesliits similar to
the Ale Water burn. In total 312 trout, mostly imnom&, were — A typical adult male spawning Brown

trapped in the run up to the floods in November. Trout of around 107, above, and a
larger male Brown Trout of around

1lb, below
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