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Angling Pressure Report – The Peeblesshire Trout Fishing Association 
 
Summary 
 
 

·  The Tweed Trout & Grayling Initiative has been able to produce a figure for 
average angling pressure within Association Waters by comparing ticket sales 
from the 2006 trout fishing season with information collected through the trout 
catch log books on the average number of fishing trips for different types of 
angler (e.g. local season ticket holder, O.A.P, day ticket angler, etc). 

 
 
·  When compared to other Angling Associations within the Tweed catchment the 

Peeblesshire Trout Fishing Association stretch of the River Tweed has been 
classified as having a “High” average angling pressure. 

 
 

·  Some parts of the Association’s water have been identified as having angling 
pressure that is above the average for the Peebleshire Association. These areas 
experience “Very High” angling pressure. 

 
 

·  An obvious way to improve the experience of anglers on the Association’s waters 
would be to spread fishing pressure more evenly and away from the very heavily 
fished parts. Analysis shows that such heavily fished areas cannot physically 
produce the numbers of trout that such a level of angling pressure would require 
to give satisfactory fishing. The Tweed Trout & Grayling Initiative has provided 
suggestions that could have this effect as a basis for discussions.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Introduction 
 
Being able to assess the angling pressure within Angling Association waters is of great 
importance in fisheries management as angling pressure has the potential to have a great 
influence on fish stocks, fishing quality and fisheries management decisions. Therefore 
the Tweed Trout & Grayling Initiative (TTGI) has used season ticket sales for the 13 
member Angling Associations to produce a figure or representation of angling pressure 
within Association Waters. As is explained later the final figures produced are rough 
estimations based largely on average fishing trip data. However the figures will not be 
too far “off the mark” and as the method used to produce these figures is the same for 
each Angling Association the results are therefore comparable for different associations. 
 
Method 
 
In an attempt to produce a figure that will give an indication of the average angling 
pressure within the Association Water of the 13 TTGI involved Angling Associations the 
TTGI has used the 2006 trout fishing ticket sales to produce a figure representing angling 
pressure (the 2007 sales are, at the time of writing, unavailable). The figure chosen to 
represent angling pressure is fishing trips (and therefore anglers) per mile of fishable 
Association Water per month for the 2006 trout fishing season. Table 1 shows a summary 
of the procedure used to arrive at this figure while table 2 shows the 2006 trout fishing 
season ticket sales for the Peeblesshire TFA. To produce an accurate average the TTGI 
must multiply each ticket sold by the average number of fishing trips made by anglers 
purchasing that particular type of fishing ticket. Catch log books where used to work out 
average fishing trips per angler per ticket type and, as the is over 1,900 hours of fishing 
effort logged as part of the catch log book scheme, the figures are thought to be accurate. 
The average fishing trip data for juvenile season ticket anglers was derived from a small 
number of log book returns and therefore may be less accurate than the averages for other 
ticket types (although the average is very similar to the averages for both local season 
tickets, visitor season tickets and OAP season tickets so is probably very close to the 
actual figure). In addition no information was available for weekly ticket sales, where 
appropriate, so it was assumed that weekly ticket anglers would fish twice (if they fished 
once they would have bought a day ticket). It is possible that weekly ticket anglers could 
fish more than twice however weekly tickets make such a small percentage of ticket sales 
that this will not have any significantly influence on the final figures. Table 3 shows the 
average trip data. At this point it should be noted that there are two exceptions. Once the 
ticket sales have been multiplied by the average trip data they give the approximate 
number of fishing trips made in the 2006 trout fishing season (which lasts six months) for 
any given Angling Association. If this figure is then divided by the number of miles of 
“fishable” water for a given Angling Association it gives the average number of fishing 
trips per mile of Association water per season. The length of “fishable” Association water 
was calculated for each Angling Association using the “tape measure” tool on a mapping 
programme at the Tweed Foundation. This method would not have produced an “exact” 
length however it would have been a very good approximation and the method of 



measuring was the same for all TTGI involved Angling Associations making them 
comparable. Table 4 shows the length of “fishable” water within the Association water of 
the Peeblesshire TFA. Finally the number of fishing trips per mile of Association Water 
per season is divided by six (the number of months in the fishing season) to give the 
number of fishing trips per mile of Association Water per month. As the average trip data 
is based on averages and as the length of “fishable” water per Association is an 
reasonably accurate approximate this means that the figure produced for angling pressure 
is also an approximate, however it is though to be an accurate approximate and as the 
same procedures/averages were used for all Angling Association this means that 
Association results are comparable. 
 
Table 1 – Description of the Procedure used to Produce a Figure for Angling Pressure 
(number of fishing trips made per mile of fishable water per month) 

Step Procedure 

Step 1 

Multiply the numbers of tickets sold for each type of ticket by 
the average number of times anglers go fishing for each ticket 
type. This gives the average number of fishing trips made buy 

anglers in 2006 based on each type of ticket. 

Step 2 

Add together the number of fishing trips made for each ticket 
type to give the number of fishing trips made within the 

Association Water of the Peeblesshire TFA in the 2006 trout 
fishing season. 

Step 3 

Divide the total number of fishing trips made within the 
Association Water of the Peeblesshire TFA in 2006 by the miles 

of fishable water available to anglers to give the number of 
fishing trips per mile of Association water in 2006. 

Step 4 

Divide the number of fishing trips per mile of Association water 
by the number of months in a fishing season (six) to give the 
number of fishing trips per mile of Angling Association water 

per month. 
 
Table 2 – Permit Sales for the Peeblesshire Trout Fishing Association in 2006 based on 
Ticket Type 

Type of Ticket Loc. Season Vis. Season OAP Youth Day Weekly 
 

Number Sold 
 

107 191 181 142 674 0 

 
Table 3 – Average Number of Fishing Trips Taken by Tweed Anglers in a Typical Trout 
Fishing Season based on Permit Type 

Type of Ticket Loc. Season Vis. Season OAP Youth Day Weekly 
Ave. No. of 

Fishing Trips per 
Season 

10.8 9.3 9.7 10 1 2 

(Note: no data was available for anglers purchasing a weekly ticket so it was therefore assumed that they 
would fish a minimum of twice as a day ticket would have been purchased if they only fished once)  
 
Table 4 – Miles of Fishable Water within the Association Water of the Peeblesshire TFA 



Angling Association Miles Fishable Water 
Peeblesshire TFA 20.7* 

(* excluding the Lyne Water, as it appears to be rarely fished, and private sections) 
 
In addition the angler Creel Census ran by the TTGI also provided information on how 
angling pressure varies within Association Waters during the 2007 trout fishing season. 
In the creel census given, evenly sized stretches of river that are representative of 
Association waters are walked at given times during the trout fishing season. Whilst 
walking the sections those carrying out the censuses interview trout anglers to gain 
information on the anglers themselves as well as their catches. In addition this provides 
information on the number of trout anglers within each section covered. Therefore by 
comparing the different sections for each Angling Association at different times of the 
year, times of the week and times of day an indication of how angling pressure varies 
within Association waters can be obtained. While the full creel census report will be 
written up separately the angler numbers per section for the Peeblesshire Trout Fishing 
Association have been included as part of this report. Figure 1 to 4 show the four sections 
covered during the creel census on the Peeblesshire Trout Fishing Association Water. 
 
Figure 1 – Peeblesshire TFA Creel Census Section 1 – Cardrona 
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Figure 2 – Peeblesshire TFA Creel Census Section 2 – Innerleithen 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 3 – Peeblesshire TFA Creel Census Section 3 – Peebles/Haylodge Park 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

��	
���	
���	
���	
� ����

������������������������ ����

��	
���	
���	
���	
� ����

������������������������ ����
��	
���	
���	
���	
� ����



 
 
Figure 4 – Peeblesshire TFA Creel Census Section 4 – Manorfoot 
 

Figure 5 – Peeblesshire TFA Creel Census Section 5 – Lyne Station 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

������������������������ ����

��	
���	
���	
���	
� ����

������������������������ ����

��	
���	
���	
���	
� ����



 
 
Figure 6 – Peeblesshire TFA Creel Census Section 6 – Lyne Water 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 7 – Peeblesshire TFA Creel Census Section 7 – Holylee 
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Results 
 
Table 5 shows the rating system for classifying the average angling pressure for Angling 
Associations involved in the TTGI. The rating system was devised by comparing the 
results from all 13 TTGI involved Angling Associations and rating the lowest figure for 
angling pressure as “very low” and the highest as “very high” with “low”, “medium” and 
“high” spaced out evenly in-between. Therefore the scores given to each Angling 
Association is in comparison to other Angling Associations and as such a “very high” 
score ay not indicate very high angling pressure, in general, but just very high angling 
pressure when compared to other TTGI Angling Associations. 
 
Table 5 – Rating System for Angling Pressure within the Tweed Catchment* and the 
number of TTGI member Angling Associations that fell into each category (12 in all)** 

 Very Low Low Medium High Very High 
Score 0 - 20 21 - 35 35 – 50 50 - 65 65+ 

No. of Associations 1 4 3 3 1 
* Derived from the variation in angling pressure seen between the 12 TTGI member Angling Associations 
** No results were available for one Angling Association  
 
Table 6 shows the number of fishing trips made per mile of “fishable” Association Water 
per month for the Peeblesshire Trout Fishing Association in the 2006 trout fishing season 
and how this figure scores in the scoring system. 
 
Table 6 – the Figure for Average Angling Pressure within the Peeblesshire TFA Water 
and how it Rates compared to other Association Waters 

Association No. of Fishing Trips per Mile of 
Association Water per Month 

Angling Pressure Rating 

Peeblesshire TFA 
 

54.6 
 

High 
 
As the Peeblesshire Trout Fishing Association scores in the “High” category for general 
angling pressure and as anglers are rarely spread “evenly” over Association waters it is 
possible that some specific areas of the Association Water score in “Very High” category 
while other areas score in the “Medium” or “Low” categories. Table 7 shows the results 
from the creel census carried out by the TTGI in 2007 which shows the numbers of 
anglers within each section covered during the census. 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Table 7 – The number of anglers recorded and the time/month they were recorded for 
seven sections of the Association Water of the Peeblesshire TFA covered during the TTGI 
creel census carried out during the 2007 trout fishing season 
Month Time Cardrona Innerleithen Haylodge Manorfoot  Lyne 

Station Lyne Holylee 

Daytime 7 - 1 1 2 - - 
Evening - - - - 0 - 0 May 
Weekend - - - - 1 - - 
Daytime 3 1 - - - - - 
Evening - - - - - - - June 
Weekend - - - - - - 4 
Daytime - 0 1 0 - 0 - 
Evening - - - - - - - July 
Weekend - - - 3 - 0 - 
Daytime - - - - - - - 
Evening - - 0 - - - - August 
Weekend - - - - 0 - - 
Daytime 3 4.5 1 0 0 0 1 
Evening - - - - - - - September 
Weekend - - - - - - - 

Average All 4.3 1.8 0.8 1 0.6 0 1.7 

(Note: In cases where more than one census was carried out for a particular time of day 
for any given month the number of anglers recorded is averaged) 

 
The creel census results suggest that the angling pressure within the Peeblesshire Trout 
Fishing Association’s water is not spread evenly and therefore some areas will experience 
“Moderate” or “Low” angling pressure while others experience “Very High”. The areas 
with “Very High” angling pressure are concentrated in the middle and lower reaches of 
the Association’s water, with Cardrona being particularly heavily fished. In fact the 
Cardrona figure of 4.3 anglers may well be understated as no censuses were carried out at 
the weekend when angling pressure would be higher and they only cover a small part of 
the day. If we assume that the Cardrona figure is correct and a minimum of 4.3 anglers 
visited this section daily (excluding Sunday) during the trout season, then if each angler 
expected to catch two takeable (10”+) Brown Trout the section would have to produce 
1238.4 takeable wild Brown Trout per trout season (six months of four weeks and six 
fishing days per week). In terms of the population of the section, there would have to be a 
takeable Brown Trout for every 2.1m of its length (including in the shallow, fast, less 
suitable water) during the season. This obviously assumes that Brown Trout will not be 
caught a second time after release; however studies from elsewhere have suggested that 
second captures are far less likely than first. Given that angling probably only catches a 
small proportion of any population, with the larger fish being harder to catch than the 
smaller, then the actual number of takeable wild Brown Trout this section would have to 
hold to produce the desired catch of 1238.4 or the desired figure of a takeable trout every 
2.1m would have to be several times higher.  In addition the catch records suggest that 
there are normally more undersize trout present than takeable in the Peeblesshire stretch 
of the Tweed so the figure for undersize trout would have to be far higher than that for 
takeable trout. 
 
Conclusion 
 



The estimated number of fish that would be required in the heavily fished areas of the 
Association’s waters to give satisfactory fishing shows that angling pressure should be 
more evenly spread. Constant disturbance, from the presence of anglers on the bankside 
or from lines being cast, is likely to make what trout are present in such areas more wary 
and harder to catch. There is also the probability that many of the fish present may have 
been already caught or “pricked” by anglers’ flies making them potentially less likely to 
take a fly in the future. Angler questionnaire data indicates that anglers themselves don’t 
like seeing too many others when fishing, so moving anglers from heavily fished water is 
likely to improve each anglers “fishing experience” regardless of how many fish are 
caught. 
The most drastic method of moving anglers from over-fished areas would be an angler 
limit for areas identified as being over-fished. This method would be easy to implement 
(it simply has to be printed on season tickets) but difficult to police. It would also be 
highly unpopular and should therefore be only considered as a last resort when all else 
has been tried and failed. A more popular method could be to create paths and parking 
places which could be noted on maps of the Association’s water. Many of the more 
popular/heavily fished areas of the Peeblesshire TFA water appear to be so because they 
are close to towns/villages and/or have easy parking and paths. This approach would 
require some hard work, administration (for permissions, etc) and volunteers but would 
be reasonably easy to do.  Showing parking places on the map of the extensive fishings 
available to Peeblesshire anglers would, however, be harder, especially considering that 
the Peeblesshire TFA has recently spent time and money updating their maps of the 
Association’s water. It would be possible however to highlight the parking on the maps 
on the Association’s website or on a large map outside of “Cast Around Peebles” (as far 
as the TTGI is aware this is the outlet for the vast majority of the Association’s tickets 
sales). This method would also require the assistance of an angler or anglers with 
extensive knowledge of the Association water or parts of it. It may also be possible, 
either separately or in combination with path and parking space creation, to make 
aesthetic improvements (e.g. fencing, tree planting, litter/rubbish removal, etc) to create 
more scenic areas of river that can be enjoyed by anglers and provide shelter from the 
elements as well as improved environments for all wildlife (it may even be possible to 
obtain grants to do this). Again, the assistance of an angler or anglers with extensive 
knowledge of the Association water, or parts of it, would be required to help identify 
suitable areas. Another option could be to make anglers, particularly visiting anglers, 
aware of what areas are heavily fished by including a couple of sentences on Peeblesshire 
tickets or highlighting them on the Peeblesshire map/web site. This may discourage 
anglers from fishing in heavily fished areas as angler questionnaire results suggest that 
many anglers don’t like fishing in heavily fished waters. 
As there is more than one option for encouraging anglers to spread out from areas of 
higher angling pressure within the Association’s waters, the above is just a preliminary 
discussion of the issue that can serve as a basis for further discussions. 


