Results for: SFCC Membership Questionnaire 2014-2015 Rrecord No: 1

Name (optional)

Fisheries Trust/ Organisation (optional)

Please inform us of any changes or additions in e-mail contact details over the last year. This can
include trustees or directors who may wish to receive our our e-bulletins and annual report. Contact

details will not be used for any other purposes.

1.1:2.2:3.3:
The SFCC launched our website in spring 2014
1 2 3 4 5 Responses Weighted
Average
0 0 4 8 9
Pl t it 21 4.24
caserale ourstie (0.00%)  (0.00%)  (19.05%)  (38.10%)  (42.86%) /s
424/5
How often does your Fisheries Trust visit the website (estimate)
Responses Percentage

less than once per month

once per month

once per week

once per day

7

10

2

0

36.8%

52.6%

10.5%

0.0%



What could be done to make the website more useful to you?

More online course/self-test content

n/a

Think it's excellent, no suggestions other than more tutorials in due course. Really easy to find things on the site and there is a lot of info
on there.

Its pretty good now, keep up the good work!

ww

Add video training

eg

(a) GIS

(b) Use and installation of Flow meters

Website is already very good and just needs to keep developing over time.

Annual SFCC Biologists Meeting Regrettably, due to new fire safety regulations, the capacity of the
Freshwater Laboratory conference room is now limited to a total of 36 persons. Our biologist's
meeting is planned for 4th and 5th February 2015. SFCC have been given the option to hold the
meeting at the new vacilities at SCENE, Rowardenan, in collaboration with IBIS. Please choose your
preference for the 2015 meeting. (Venue will be reviewed again for 2016).

Responses Percentage
SCENE, Rowardenan, Loch Lomond
18 81.8%
Freshwater Laboratory (Reduced attendance of 36)
4 18.2%
Other (Please Specify)
0 0.0%

No text answers to display.

Data provision projects In recent months SFCC members have provided extensive smolt emigration,
electrofishing and habitat datasets to Marine Scotland Science and to The University of Southampton
for national-scale analysis projects. Were you satisfied by the way in which SFCC coordinated the
supply of these datasets?

Weighted
Very Unsatisfied Unsatisfied Neutral Satisfied Very Satisfied Responses elghte
Average
1 1 2 9 5
Row 1 1 .
ow (5.56%) (5.56%) (11.11%) (50.00%) (27.78%) 8 38975
3.89/5
Subquestion Other text
Row 1 well done Sean

Row 1 Also good to get positive feed back form Southampton Univ




Describe the material provided by SFCC to explain the proposed use of these datasets.

Weighted
Poor Fair Neutral Good Excellent Responses eghte
Average
0 1 1 9 5
Row 1 16 4.13/5
ow (0.00%) (6.25%) (6.25%) (56.25%) (31.25%)
4.13/5
Subquestion Other text
Row 1 We hope to refer to the data through the CRF website

Are you able to cite involvement in these national-scale projects, for example in your annual report?

Responses Percentage
Yes
_______________________________________ 18 722%
No
. 3 16.7%
Other (Please Specify)
2 11.1%

Other text

N/A TO ME

We would need more detail of the results

Training An important part of the SFCC training programme for continuing professional development
is to provide demand led courses for our members. Please provide an indication of the number of
staff you anticipate attending the following courses in 2015 :- Collaborative Courses (Delivered
through organisations other than the SFCC). Scale reading workshop with IFM (Proposed March 26th
2015)

Responses Percentage

4 25.0%
37.5%
5 31.3%
1 6.3%

0 0.0%
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Fish tracking and telemetry conference in Scotland (led by IFM, September 2015)

.A Iw |N ‘ Io

Introduction to R (with IBIS/Glasgow University, February 2015)

.# Iw IN | Io

Electro-fishing Introduction

Electrofishing Team Leader

o I*.wlw‘l.

IIII‘

Resp Percentag
4 222%
6 33.3%
7 38.9%
1 5.6%
0 0.0%
Responses Percentage
3 17.6%
11 64.7%
2 11.8%
1 5.9%
0 0.0%
Resp Percentag
6 40.0%
7 46.7%
1 6.7%
0 0.0%
1 6.7%
Responses Percentage
13 92.9%
0 0.0%
1 71%
0 0.0%
0 0.0%



SFCC Training Courses Electro-fishing team leader Refresher (we recommend attendance on a
triennial basis)

Responses Percentage

0
:
2
3
[ | 0 0.0%
4
[ ] 0 0.0%

SFCC Habitat surveying — basic level

Responses Percentage

0
}
] 4 40.0%
2
[ ] 0 0.0%
3
[ ] 0 0.0%
4
B 0 0.0%

Habitat surveying — progression from previous course (to be agreed)

Responses Percentage

0
| 5 50.0%
1
2
B 0 0.0%
3
[ ] 0 0.0%
4
[ ] 0 0.0%

Fisheries specific statistics course (planned for 2015).

Responses Percentage

0
[ ] 0 0.0%
]
| 13 76.5%
2
I 4 23.5%
3
[ ] 0 0.0%
4
B 0 0.0%



GIS Online Learning Feedback The SFCC, in collaboration with The West Country Rivers Trust, has
developed a website for online training. If you have already explored the site, please provide any
comments

We have not had a chance to look at this as yet but sounds as though this online course has the potential to benefit our organisation.

not used

Not yet fully explored

Not yet had time to look at it, hope to in early 2015

Havent had time yet but will be using it this winter

Still to explore site

99

Great tool but have not used it yet

Not looked at this yet

How many staff do you anticipate will benefit from this resource in the coming year?

Responses Percentage

0
1
| 4 26.0%
2
| 10 62:5%
3
. 0 0.0%
4
. 0 0.0%
Other (Please Specify)

0 0.0%

No text answers to display.

SFCC now aims to operate training courses at full cost recovery. Were charges for SFCC courses
delivered in 2014 appropriate?

Weigh
Very Inappropriate Inappropriate Neutral Appropriate Very Appropriate Responses Aiﬁa?j
1 0 5 8 3
Row 1 17 3.71/5
o (5.88%) (0.00%) (2941%)  (47.06%) (17.65%)
3.711/5
Subquestion Other text

SFCC are wise to operate training courses at full cost recovery. It gives incentive to attend if
you've booked and also some courses cost a lot to run (specialist trainers fees etc)s

Row 1

Row 1 The cost limits the number | can attend




Electro-fishing database and recording The SFCC committee is considering whether money should
be allocated to the improvement of the database data entry process or software for a hand held
recording device, both of which will be expensive development projects. Costings have not yet been
fully detailed, although it will likely not be financially viable to do both of these proposals at present.
If a handheld recording system was developed, ideally members would purchase suitable hardware
which could be in the £500 - £1000 price range. Would you prefer hand held software to be
developed or see further improvements to the database data entry process?

Responses Percentage
Hand held device development
7 41.2%
Improve current database data entry process
9 52.9%
Other (Please Specify)
1 5.9%
Other text
develop an app for a tablet or improve the database entry process but not PDA's.
Please rate the performance of the following:
Weighted
1 2 3 4 5 Responses olghte
Average
The SFCC Management Committee 0 0 2 ! 8 17 435/5
9 (0.00%) (0.00%) (11.76%) (41.18%) (47.06%) '
0 1 1 5 10
SFCC in general (over the past 12 months) 17 441/5

(0.00%) (5.88%) (5.88%) (29.41%) (58.82%)

4.38/5




Please provide any additional comments on the above. For example, is there anything you think the
SFCC should be focusing on that it is not already?

SFCC should be ensuring there is incentive to remain a member in these harder times (funding issues, fishery review) because some
members may be looking at cutting costs. SFCC should consider, eg in training courses, to have it open to members in first instance,
at a reduced rate, then only if there are spaces left then it should be advertised for others to attend. This should be at a higher cost.
Fully appreciate that a big part of the incentive is the database, but more could be done to make it a benefit in being a member. GFT
does not agree, for example, that the Biologists meeting should be opened up for all to attend. This is a main benefit of being a member
in our view, and allows biologists to come together to dicuss common issues/problems/projects. We don't want direct competitors/non-
members to benefit from this. Overall GFT thinks the SFCC has done a very good job at modernising and becoming more fit for
purpose in the last couple of years.

Establishing its position and maintaining functions following the Wild Fishery Review

Very good progress, good stream of information and updates, some new innovations and courses well done.

Useful to work with Government to develop the key fishery management parameters for the new FMOs

Progress has been very good and SFCC is already heading in the right direction.

Re Handheld devices - currently many trusts use different recording systems, hardware and software - please could there be some co-
ordination before proceeding with yet another standalone system..........

What, if any, further coordination is there likely to be with other overarching bodies such as RAFTS/IFM so that there actually is some
co-ordination rather than separate bodies all doing something similar, particularly in light of the recommendations of the WFR.




