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Accumulative kg caught on the River Parrett
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Parrett Catch Data
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Accumulative kg caught
on the river Severn

2000
1500
1000
500
0
S S N S N N S N N S N N N N
N N N N N N ~ N N N N N N N
S N S S S S N S S N S S N
S S S S S S S o o S o oS oS S
& ¢ F S
By g N N S N S N W S S N W AP

2009
2010
2011
2012






2500

Severn catch data
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Why Is this?

The sampling points not located in the core
area of recruitment

Sampling points or methodology for sampling
do not yield accurate data.
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Why Is this?

The sampling points not located in the core
area of recruitment

Sampling points or methodology for sampling
do not yield accurate data.

Politically not acceptable to have upwards trend
INn recruitment.



