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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

 

Planned water-resource developments on the Doring River, a major tributary of the Olifants River, 

Western Cape, have raised concerns that declines in populations of threatened endemic freshwater fish 

may be accelerated.  By reducing the amount of running water habitat through regulation or inundation, 

or preventing fish from reaching critical habitat units such as spawning or nursery areas, dams may 

compromise the ability of fish populations to grow, survive and reproduce.  Of the latter two impacts, the 

Department of Water Affairs and Forestry (DWAF) has identified barrier effects of proposed dams on the 

Doring River as the most serious concern.  Anecdotal evidence suggests that, during the earlier half of the 

20th century, endemic fish populations formed large breeding aggregations in the Olifants River.  No 

information exists on the extent to which these populations depended on extensive migrations between 

the two rivers, or up and down either, or what advantage migration may confer in terms of reproductive 

success or recruitment.  In order to attempt to address this uncertainty, a tagging study has been underway 

in the catchment since 2001 to determine the extent of movement between reaches in the Doring River.  

This has been largely unsuccessful due to the low numbers of fish in the system and the large amount of 

effort required to produce any results. 

 

A literature review for the Water Research Commission on methods for studying the spatial behaviour of 

fish (Paxton 2004) identified telemetry as the most effective way of acquiring information on movement 

and habitat use by adult fish at spatial and temporal resolutions that would address management concerns. 

A joint study is being planned by the Freshwater Research Unit (FRU) at the University of Cape Town, 

the Norwegian Institute for Nature Research (NINA) and the South African Institute for Aquatic 

Biodiversity (SAIAB) to track the Clanwilliam yellowfish Labeobarbus capensis, sawfin Barbus serra 

and Clanwilliam sandfish Labeo seeberi in the Doring River, by means of radio telemetry.  Before 

tracking can commence, however, the response of the target species to capture, transport and surgical 

implantation of radio telemetry transmitters needed to be ascertained and the logistics of the tracking 

procedure needed to be planned based on a detailed knowledge of the study area.  Non-lethal methods of 

capture, marking and acquiring biological information from the fish also need to be developed.  Ideally 

the reaches where the telemetry is proposed to take place need to be mapped and physical habitat for the 

indigenous fish described. 

 

In terms of the agreement between the Water Research Commission and the University of Cape Town, 

(K8-536), the primary aim of this study was to lay the groundwork for telemetry studies to be conducted 

on the threatened endemic fish species of the Olifants and Doring Rivers.  To achieve this aim, the 

following objectives needed to be met: 

 



 

 

(1) establish the effects of (a) capture, (b) tagging, and (c) transmitter implantation, on the study 

species: the Clanwilliam yellowfish Labeobarbus capensis, sawfin Barbus serra and Clanwilliam 

sandfish Labeo seeberi; 

(2) develop methods for acquiring biological information (particularly their sex on the basis of external 

morphology) on tagged fish using non-lethal methods; 

(3) describe the physical conditions of the study area; 

(4) access funds for radio telemetry studies. 

 

In order to address Objective 1a above, i.e. to develop methods for capturing the native fish, fyke nets 

were evaluated as an alternative to gill nets.  While they were successful in that they limited injury to the 

fish compared with gill nets, catch rates were much lower.  Catch rates of non-native species (bluegill 

sunfish and smallmouth bass), however, tended to be higher, suggesting that fyke nets are selective for 

these species.   

 

To address Objective 1b, VI Alpha tags were evaluated as an alternative to the T-bar anchor tags used in 

earlier surveys for marking captured fish.  Because of their small size and insertion beneath the skin of the 

fish, their impacts on fish behaviour and survival were considered to be far less than T-bar anchor tags.  , 

The difficulty of inserting the tag however, together with the longer processing time, limits the number of 

fish which can be marked.  This may also limit their usefulness for widespread application by non-

technical personnel such as recreational anglers which would be important for any long-term tagging 

programme to succeed. 

 

To address Objective 1c, trial runs on captive fish using dummy radio-telemetry transmitters were 

undertaken at the University of Cape Town and the Two Oceans Aquarium in collaboration with the 

NINA.  The trials suggested that the target species (Clanwilliam yellowfish, sawfin and sandfish) would 

recover from surgery and insertion of transmitters should telemetry studies take place. 

 

There was insufficient time to map the lower Doring River (Objective 2) during the course of tagging 

studies, and insufficient numbers of fish were caught to determine whether they could be sexed on the 

basis of external morphology (Objective 3).  The search for funds for the radio telemetry study is ongoing 

(Objective 4). 

 

Funds from a related project on the Doring River (Western Cape Olifants/Doring River Irrigation Study, 

WODRIS, PGWC 2004), to assess the likely impacts of water-resource development on fish populations 

in the lower reaches of the river, enabled the purchase of the specialised equipment and for more 

extensive fieldwork to take place.  The results of that survey, and recommendations made to the 

Provincial Government of the Western Cape (PGWC), have been incorporated into this report. 



 

 

 

To meet the objectives of the WODRIS study, which was to determine whether there was any movement 

by individual fish between the Olifants and Doring Rivers, a tagging programme was carried out between 

May and December 2003.  Although the tagging programme yielded no recaptures, the surveys provided 

a more detailed picture of fish species distribution in this region and also the opportunity to experiment 

with the new capture and marking techniques.  In the absence of information on movement, however, 

recommendations to the DWAF regarding the impacts of dams on the lower Doring River have been 

made on the basis of best available knowledge and literature reviews of related species. 

 

These recommendations are: 

 

Dam at Melkboom: Unlikely to represent a major barrier to fish movement at the current levels of 

fish in the lower Olifants River. 

Dam at Melkbosrug: Significant populations of yellowfish, sandfish and unusually large numbers of 

adult sawfin persist in the middle and lower Doring River.  A dam located here 

would represent a barrier to fish movement. 

Abstraction weir: As for a dam at Melkbosrug. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1 BACKGROUND TO THE STUDY 

The Department of Agriculture of the Provincial Government of the Western Cape (PGWC) initiated the 

Olifants/Doring River Basin Study (ODRS) to investigate the most economical and environmentally 

sustainable options for development in the Western and Northern Cape in order to address the high levels 

of unemployment amongst historically disadvantaged communities living here.  In 1998, the ODRS 

identified part of the coastal plain between the Olifants River and the Atlantic coast, the Aties Karoo, 

Klawer and Melkboom in the Western Cape for agricultural expansion using surface water from the lower 

Doring River and/or groundwater.  In line with integrated catchment management objectives, a more 

comprehensive study, the Western Cape Olifants/Doring River Irrigation Study (WODRIS), followed on 

from the ODRS, aiming to examine water development options in more detail.  This study identified the 

most viable sites for storing water as being along a 38 km segment of the Doring River from its 

confluence with the Olifants River to the Brandewyns River Figure 1.1. 

 

Water storage and abstraction facilities in this region, however, are likely to compromise the survival of 

three threatened freshwater fish species: the Clanwilliam yellowfish Labeobarbus capensis (Vulnerable 

VU A1ce); sawfin Barbus serra (Endangered EN B1 +2abde, C1) and sandfish Labeo seeberi (Critically 

Endangered CR A1ace) (IUCN 2003).  It is suspected that a dam would cut off the interchange of 

individuals between the lower Olifants and Doring Rivers, and would also ultimately reduce recruitment 

by preventing adults in breeding condition from reaching spawning sites on the Doring River in spring.  

However, despite circumstantial evidence for fish migration in these rivers (e.g. Harrison 1976), very 

little is known about the extent to which the indigenous fish depend on connectivity between river reaches 

for their growth, survival and reproduction. 

 

In 2001, therefore, a series of fish surveys began which was aimed at providing greater insight into the 

status, distribution and movement of native fish populations in this river system.  These surveys were 

funded by the Department of Water Affairs and Forestry, as well as by the Provincial Government of the 

Western Cape Department of Agriculture as part of the WODRIS study.  The fish surveys focused 

primarily on the mainstem of the Doring River, for which very few data were then available.  One of the 

main objectives of these surveys was to gain a better understanding of fish migration, and a tagging 

programme was started that, it was hoped, would yield information on the extent to which individual 

adult fish moved between river reaches.  In this study, in February and October 2001, gill nets were used 

to capture adult fish, primarily from mainstem reaches on the Doring River, but also from three sites on 

the Olifants River.  Captured fish were marked by means Floy T-bar anchor tags inserted into the 

musculature of the fish below the dorsal fin and released.  The 2001 surveys yielded very little 
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information on fish movement due to low recapture rates.  The distributional data acquired during the 

course of the study, however, were combined with historic records from Cape Nature Conservation, the 

South African Institute for Aquatic Biodiversity and the Albany museum to build up a picture of species 

occurrence throughout the catchment.  The results (Paxton et al. 2002) highlighted several areas of 

concern.  The absence of sawfin and sandfish occurrences in gill nets set on the Olifants River suggested 

that these species had become extinct in the mainstem of the Olifants River, and the very low catches of 

Clanwilliam yellowfish suggested that these were extremely rare.  Adults of all three species (especially 

sandfish) were found in greater abundances in the less developed Doring River, but there appeared to be a 

complete absence of young adults and juveniles in all the study areas except beyond the most upstream 

Figure 1.1 Map of the Olifants and Doring Rivers showing the major tributaries.  Inset shows the study area for
the current (2003) survey (Figure 2.2). 
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limit of invasion by bass Micropterus spp. and bluegill sunfish Lepomis macrochirus. 

 

The 2002 report concluded that a more intensive, long term tagging programme spread over a number of 

seasons would be pre-requisite for understanding fish migration in the catchment.  It also recommended 

experimentation with fyke nets as an alternative to gill nets, for these had caused physical damage and 

trauma to the fish.  Additionally, T-bar anchor tags caused lesions in the skin and the resulting wounds 

exposed the fish to infection.  As a consequence, the rate of tag loss was also expected to be high.  The 

report recommended that alternative tagging methods would need to be investigated, and highlighted the 

importance of acquiring baseline ecological information on the species of concern, particularly their 

spawning requirements. 

 

In 2002/2003, funds made available by the Water Research Commission, and the Freshwater Research 

Unit (FRU) at the University of Cape Town, made possible a second year of surveys.  These surveys 

aimed to supplement the existing distributional database, investigate spawning areas in more detail, and 

investigate alternative sampling and tagging methods.  Surveys were undertaken along the middle and 

lower Doring River, as well as in the upper Olifants River.  The results from these surveys  were 

combined with a comprehensive methods development and literature review on fish movement and 

habitat (Paxton 2004). 

 

During the course of this study it became clear that because of the inaccessibility most of the Doring 

River, radio telemetry, combined with aerial tracking from a light aircraft, would be necessary to study 

fish migration and habitat use by adult fish.  Early in 2002, therefore, the Norwegian Institute for Nature 

Research (NINA) was approached to aid design of a telemetry programme to investigate the seasonal 

movements of large adult Clanwilliam yellowfish, sawfin and sandfish in the lower Doring River.  A 

proposal for such a study was developed by members of the project team (University of Cape Town), 

NINA and the South African Institute for Aquatic Biodiversity (SAIAB) during 2002.  In anticipation of 

funding, however, it was agreed that it would be necessary to test the response of the native fish to the 

insertion of radio-transmitters, as well as identify suitable sites for catching, tagging and tracking the rare 

and patchily distributed populations. 

 

Chapter 2 in this report, therefore, introduces the study sites and sampling programme of the 2003 fish 

surveys.  Chapter 3 discusses the development and design of fyke nets for use in capturing large adult fish 

in the mainstem of the Doring River.  Chapter 4 reports on the use of VI Alpha tags as an alternative to T-

bar anchor tags for conventional tagging purposes.  Chapter 5 reports on the telemetry pilot study and 

Chapter 6 reports on the results of the 2003 surveys.  Conclusions and recommendations for further 

research are discussed in Chapter 7 
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2. STUDY SITES AND SAMPLING PROGRAMME 

 

A comprehensive description of the Olifants and Doring Rivers catchment is provided in Paxton (2004).  

The inset in Figure 1.1 (Chapter 1) highlights the 2003 study area which is shown in more detail in 

Figure 2.2.  A total of 15 sites was sampled during May, September and December of 2003.  Sites were 

distributed along approximately 90 km of the Olifants River downstream of the Bulshoek Barrage to the 

head of the estuary (Figure 2.2), and along the final 40 km of the Doring River before it joins the Olifants 

River near Melkboom.  During May 2003, six sites were sampled on the Olifants River – two sites 

upstream of the Olifants-Doring confluence downstream of the Bulshoek Barrage (Klein Rietvlei Kr and 

Sandkamp Sk), and four sites between the Doring River confluence and the mouth of the Olifants River 

at: Kransgat (Kg), Gideonsoord (Go) near Klawer, and Draairivier (Dr) near Vredendal.  The uppermost 

extent of tidal influence, i.e. the bridge at Lutzville, (Lv), was the most downstream site surveyed on the 

Olifants River.  Three sites were sampled on the Doring River at Oudrif (Od), Bruinkrans, (Bk) and 

Melkboom (Mb) approximately 7 km upstream of the Olifants-Doring River confluence.  Follow-up 

surveys at these same sites were planned for the months of August, September, October and December of 

2003. 
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December 2003. 
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The programme was modified after the May survey, however, after it was decided that the numbers of 

native cyprinids in these reaches were too low to continue with the tagging programme.  Interviews with 

local farmers and members of angling clubs along the Olifants River during the course of the survey 

confirmed the findings of earlier surveys (Paxton et al. 2002) which showed that populations of 

yellowfish were extremely low and localised and that sawfin and sandfish had become locally extinct.  

Thus, despite suspicions that the failure of the May survey to catch indigenous fish was partially 

attributable to gear limitations (fyke nets were being used for the first time, see Chapter 3), the survey 

team felt that the study programme would need to be amended to account for the low abundances of 

native fish.  It was decided that the number of sites needed to be reduced and effort-per-site increased, in 

order to focus on the lower Doring River where previous surveys had confirmed greater abundances of 

endemic cyprinids.  All sites on the Olifants River, apart from Kransgat (Kg), were therefore abandoned 

in favour of additional sites on the Doring River.  These sites included Melkbosrug (Mr) upstream of 

Oudrif (Od), Lankuil, (Lk) 42 km upstream of Melkbosrug, and Uitspanskraal (Uk), 14 km upstream of 

Lankuil.  Three sites were also included on the Oorlogskloof-Koebee Rivers system because of this 

system’s possible importance as a source of recruitment for the lower Doring River.  These sites included: 

Ondertuin (Ot), the most downstream site and approximately 20 km upstream of the confluence with the 

Doring River, Rietvlei (Rv) and Brakwater (Bw) on the Oorlogskloof River.  These sites were only visited 

once, during November 2003. 

 

Sampling was not possible during August 2003 due to high flows and the first follow-up survey therefore 

commenced in September 2003.  By the time the second survey had begun, a new net, designed and 

developed by members of the survey team in consultation with Australian net-makers, had been 

constructed.  This net proved to be more effective than the previous nets and was used throughout the rest 

of the survey (see Chapter 3).  The final follow-up survey, which included the sites listed above, was 

conducted during December 2003. 

 

2.1. DATES OF THE STUDY - SUMMARY 

The surveys for the study presented in this report took place between May and December 2003.  The 

dates of the fieldtrips undertaken during the course of the study are listed below. 

  

22-31 May 2003: Sites sampled during May 2003 with the first pair of small fyke nets included the 

following: Klein Rietvlei (Kr); Sandkamp (Sk); Kransgat (Kg); Gideonsoord 

(Go); Draairivier (Dr); Lutzville (Lv) on the Olifants River, Bruikrans (Bk) and 

Oudrif (Od) on the Doring River. 
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29 Aug-26 Sep 2003: Sites sampled from August through September with the large fyke net included: 

Kransgat (Kg), Melkboom (Mb), Bruinkrans (Bk), Oudrif (Od), Melkbosrug (Mr), 

Lankuil (Lk) and Uitspanskraal (Uk) on the Doring River. 

03 Nov-15 Dec 2003: A second, follow-up survey of the same sites visited during September was 

conducted during November and December of 2003.  In addition, during 

November, sites visited on the Koebee/Oorlogskloof system included: Ondertuin 

(Od) and Rietvlei (Rv) on the Koebee River, and Brakwater (Bw) on the 

Oorlogskloof River. 
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3. FISH CAPTURE TECHNIQUES 

 

3.1 GILL AND FYKE NETS 

Gill nets are commonly used for sampling fish in freshwater and marine environments both in South 

Africa and internationally.  They induce high mortality rates, however, and are therefore not considered 

suitable for working on vulnerable or endangered populations.  An suitable alternative technique for 

catching the large adult cyprinids in the Doring River therefore needed to be found.  Different types of 

trap nets are available (e.g. fyke and hoop nets), the efficiency and selectivity of which differ widely from 

those of gill nets.  Krueger et al. (1998), evaluating the performance of gill and fyke nets, found that fyke 

nets are particularly selective of cover-oriented species.  Hanchin et al. (2002) found that fyke nets tended 

to select smaller fish (150 mm TL).  Krueger et al. also pointed out that the high variability of catch per 

unit effort (cpue) among fyke net sets reduces their usefulness for detecting changes in abundance.  

Larger sample sizes are therefore required for statistical power.  This problem may be compounded where 

fish abundances are extremely low. 

 

During 2001 and 2002, gill nets were used to capture large adult fish in the Olifants and Doring Rivers 

(Plate 3.1 Paxton et al. 2002).  Four gill nets made of monofilament nylon with mesh sizes of 54, 70, 90 

and 145 mm were used to sample large adult fish populations in mainstem pools.  Each net was 30 m 

long, with a 2 m drop fitted with weighted foot ropes.  

The nets were set during the night after it was established 

that fish avoided the nets during the day.  The nets were 

checked every hour and all indigenous fish were 

removed, measured, tagged and released.  These nets 

were found to be effective for catching endemic fish in a 

range of size classes.  The immediate and longer term 

effects physical damage to the fish while in the nets, 

however, were expected to greatly reduce their chances of 

survival upon release.  Fish were caught in the gill nets by 

swimming into the net and either being wedged – held 

around the body; gilled – held behind the opercula; or 

tangled.  Fish trapped in any of these ways suffered 

considerable trauma.  Asphyxiation occurred if the net 

had closed around the opercula and the fish was not 

removed soon afterwards.  At best, a loss of scales could 

be expected, as well as lacerations and bruising on the 

skin around the nape.  If the fish had become entangled, Plate 3.1 Sandfish caught in a gill net on the 
Doring River. 
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further stress could be expected from the longer handling time involved in extricating the fish. 

 

Due to the threatened status of these fish, the use of gill-nets in this research was considered neither 

ethical nor effective – the success of a planned mark-recapture programme depended on the capture of 

large numbers of fish and their return to the river in good condition.  In mark-recapture experiments, the 

proportion of recaptured fish is generally low (< 5%) and a high mortality of tagged individuals would 

further reduce the chances of recapture. 

 

In 2002, therefore, the suitability of using other gear types to capture native species was investigated.  

Local and international researchers were consulted (Table 3.1) on a range of fish capture techniques, 

including trammel nets and electrofishing, before it was decided that fyke nets would be the most suitable 

alternative.  While fyke nets have not been used extensively for research in South Africa, they have been 

used by fisheries research institutions elsewhere in the world to catch a wide range of different species.  

Their greatest advantage is that they catch fish alive and unharmed and therefore are considered ideal for 

working on threatened species.  These nets were procured from Australia shortly before the 2003 field 

season began in May. 

 

Table 3.1. Advisors consulted on fish capture techniques. 
 

Country Name Organisation Post 

United States Herke, Scott (Ph.D.) Louisiana State University Postdoctoral 
Researcher 
 

 Loftus, William F. (Ph.D.) United States Geological Survey Florida Center for 
Water and Restoration Studies Everglades National 
Park Field Station 

Research scientist 

 Nelson, Eric B. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)  
Fish & Wildlife Service Liaison 

Environmental 
Scientist  

 Sederberg, Bruce H. Christiansen Co. Net-maker 
Australia Ebner, Brendan  Wildlife Research and Monitoring  

Environment ACT 
Research scientist 

 Osborne, Tom T & L Netmaking Net maker 
 Wilson, Glenn (Ph.D.) CRC for Freshwater Ecology  

Murray-Darling Freshwater Research Centre - 
Northern Laboratory 

Scientist in Charge 

South Africa Bok, A. (Ph.D.) Anton Bok and Associates Specialist Consultant 
 Cowley, P. (Ph.D.) South African Institute for Aquatic Biodiversity 

(SAIAB) 
Research scientist 

 Kleynhans, Neels (Ph.D.) Institute for Water Quality Studies Chief Specialist 
Scientist 

 Rall, Johan (Ph.D.) ECOSUN Environmental Consulting Specialist Consultant 
 Skelton, P. (Ph.D.) South African Institute for Aquatic Biodiversity 

(SAIAB) 
Director 

Norway Næsje, T. (Ph.D.) Norwegian Institute for Nature Research (NINA) Assistant Research 
Director 

 Okland, F. (Ph.D.) Norwegian Institute for Nature Research (NINA) Researcher 
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3.1.1. Fyke net designs 

Initially, two small two-wing fyke nets were used which were constructed from knotless knitted 6 mm 

green mesh with each wing being 10 m long, 1.2 m deep and fitted with a float and lead line.  The fyke 

trap was constructed from aluminium square-framed hoops 700 × 700 mm square.  The nets were 

anchored at three points using a combination of floats and anchor weights.  The nets were set with buoys 

rather than stakes since there was either insufficient shallow water to push stakes in, or the bed of the 

river was too rocky.  We used five buoys per net, one on each of the three corners of the fyke and one at 

the center of each wing.  The net could then be held open by tying it to the bank if this was close enough.  

By doing this we were able to set  the nets either at the surface or on the bed at depths varying between 

1.5 and 3 m.  The nets, set with a slight ‘V’ in the wings, were left in the water from approximately 17h00 

in the afternoon till 23h00 at night, during which period they were monitored constantly.  A combination 

of ground bait (crab, maize or flour) and light sticks were used to attract fish to the trap. 

 

The first trial on these nets was conducted in May 2003 in the lower Olifants and Doring Rivers.  Eight 

sites were visited between 22/05/2003 and 31/05/2003.  The fyke nets were found to be effective for 

catching a wide range of species and sizes including: bluegill sunfish Lepomis macrochirus, spotted bass 

Micropterus punctulatus, two species of tilapia (Tilapia sparrmannii and Oreochromis mossambicus) and 

flathead mullet Mugil cephalus.  However, the fyke nets proved to be ineffective for catching the large 

endemic cyprinids in the mainstem reaches which were the target of the research – all  of the above 

species, except for the last, are exotic to the system. 

 

During the May survey, shoals of between 20 and 30 yellowfish and/or sawfin could be observed from 

the banks at Oudrif (Od, Figure 2.1).  On the 29th May, therefore, the two fyke nets were set end to end at 

the surface of the water with the trap entrances directed toward an area of the pool where fish had been 

observed feeding.  The nets were left in the water from 17h00 till 23h00 and then collapsed overnight to 

avoid otter bycatch.  The nets were reopened at 07h00 in the morning of 30th May and monitored till 

midday.  After further observation, it become evident that the fish were most vulnerable to capture in a 

shallow region of the pool between two feeding areas between which they had been moving.  The 

location of the fish were then established and the nets set in this shallow region, effectively cutting off 

one side of the pool from the other.  The nets were set end to end on the bed of the river at a depth of 

approximately 1.5 m with the trap entrances directed towards the side of the pool where the fish were 

located.  The fish were then herded towards the net by the survey team.  An observer on the bank was 

able to monitor the movement of the fish in relation to the nets.  The fish were observed swimming to 

within approximately 5 m of the nets before turning as a shoal and circumventing the team in the water.  

The fish stayed away from the nets for the rest of the day.  We baited the nets with crab and removed 

them from the water at 23h00 without having had any success. 
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Since this survey, these smaller nets have been used in one of the tributaries of the Olifants River (the 

Rondegat River) where a yellowfish of between 35 and 40 mm TL was caught, suggesting that they may 

be effective under certain conditions – for instance if the river is narrow enough to be spanned by the 

whole net.  Apart from the dimensions of the river channel, the failure of the fyke nets to catch the 

indigenous fish was ascribed to the factors listed below. 

 

1) At the time of sampling, the water in the Doring River was clear.  The nets, constructed of a 

knotless green mesh with a diameter 6 mm, were very visible in clear water, even at night – the 

catchability of the native fish may therefore increase when water is more turbid. 

2) The angle of the ‘V’ in the wings may not have been acute enough to encourage fish to enter the 

trap.  Because we needed to cover as much of the width of the pools as possible, the wings were 

set at an obtuse angle – perhaps the nets need to be set with a more acute ‘V’ ( 45) and 

therefore longer wings would be needed in addition to a centre leader. 

3) The nets did not cover a significant proportion of the depth of the pools, which ranged between 

1.5 and 4 m (the distance between float and lead line was 1.2 m) – larger fish may have been 

more likely to swim over the top of, or underneath, the nets if such an alternative was perceived 

by them as being a more likely means of escape than entering the mouth of the trap – the drop 

of the wings therefore needed to be deeper. 

4) The native fish are larger (45 – 100 cm), more active, faster and more wary of disturbance than 

the non-native species.  They were less inclined to enter small spaces such as the entrance to the 

trap – the trap entrance therefore needed to be made less visible. 

5) The nets were not left in the water for long enough (they were removed at night to prevent otter 

bycatch).  It was felt that the capture rate would have increased had the nets been left in the 

water for longer and the fish had grown accustomed to their presence.  The nets also needed to 

be fitted with an exclusion device for otters to prevent their drowning. 

 

To overcome the limitations of the fyke nets used during May, a third, larger fyke net was designed and 

custom-built in Australia by T&L Netmaking during June and July of 2003 (Plate 3.2).  The fyke was 

constructed from 18 mm mesh netting with an entrance frame 1.2 m high and 2 m wide.  Five aluminium 

hoops, each 1.20 m high formed the trap that was 7 m long.  The three wings (left and right wings and 

leader) were each 20 m long by 2 m high and were rigged with a leadcore bottom and floats.  The fyke 

was anchored in the water facing downstream by means of a line rigged from bank to bank and held afloat 

near the trap entrance by three buoys.  The wings were held open by attaching a rope from each bank, and 

the centre wing (leader) was held in place by means of a weight.  This net was set overnight for 15 hours 

(17h00 – 08h00) at each site and cleared in the morning.  This net, used between September and 

December 2003 proved more successful for catching the larger endemic cyprinids and the efficiency and 

selectivity of this net compared to gill nets is therefore reported in the following section. 
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3.2 GEAR SELECTIVITY 

Figure 3.1 compares mean cpue values (for all sites and sampling events combined) for L. capensis, B. 

serra, L. seeberi, M. dolomieu and L. macrochirus caught in gill nets (February and October 2001) and 

fyke nets (October-December 2003).  High gill net cpue values during February 2001 were a consequence 

of the fish being confined to isolated pools over the summer months.  The reduced water volume of the 

pools increased the density of fish and therefore catches were much higher over this period.  Once the 

river started flowing during the winter, the fish redistributed through the system and catch rates declined.  

The early summer fieldtrips undertaken during October 2001 and October-December 2003 therefore 

reflect comparative gill and fyke net selectivity more accurately because on these occasions the river was 

flowing. 

 

Despite the scaling up of the fyke net size and modifications to the design resulting in increased absolute 

effectiveness of the fyke nets, cpue values indicate that catch rates for all three of the endemic species 

were considerably lower than gill net catch rates, whereas catch rates for the non-native species were 

higher.  This is probably a consequence of behavioural differences between the species – bass and bluegill 

are perhaps more likely to be found in proximity to cover and therefore more likely to enter confined 

spaces. 

 

The high bluegill sunfish cpue values for October to December 2003 were partly due to the fact that 

sampling in 2003 extended further into the summer than did the 2001 sampling, and that there was greater 

fish activity during the later months (November and December).  This may also be true for smallmouth 

Leader 

Left wing 

Right wing 

Trap 

Trap entrance 
Entrance frame 

Hoops 

Plate 3.2 Fyke net used during the September – December 2003 field surveys.  Buoys were used to keep the
fyke net afloat in deep pools. 
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bass.  It should be noted, however, that these figures represent adult fish only (M. dolomieu >200 mm TL 

and L. macrochirus >150 mm TL) and therefore were not a consequence of increasing numbers of 0+ 

recruits in the summer months.  A large proportion in the difference between gill and fyke net catches 

compared by Krueger et al. (1998) could be attributed to the fact that the fyke nets they used were set on 

the bottom, whereas gill nets were set on the surface of the water.  In this study, the fyke nets were held 

on the surface of the water by means of buoys and were therefore set at a similar position in the water 

column to the gill nets used during 2001.  This was done partly because many of the pools which were 

sampled were too deep, or too rocky, to set the fyke on the bottom.  The fyke net was found to be most 

effective where it could span the width and depth of the river.  Generally, fish that were caught in the fyke 
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Figure 3.1  Mean catch per unit effort (cpue) values for L. capensis, (>250 mm TL) B. serra, (>250 mm TL) L.
seeberi (>250 mm TL), M. dolomieu (>200 mm TL) and L. macrochirus (>150 mm TL) caught in gill
nets (February and October 2001) and fyke nets (October-December 2003).  
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were in far better condition than those caught in the gill nets, although some abrasion of the mucous 

coating on the surface of the skin and clouding of the eyes was apparent from contact with the sides of the 

net.  Fyke nets are in this respect far superior to gill nets for research on vulnerable fish populations. 

 
An unforeseen disadvantage of using 18 mm mesh in the fyke net was that it gilled the smaller fish.  Only 

a very small mesh size (~3 mm) could eliminate this problem.  Increased resistance to strong currents 

resulting from a smaller mesh size, however, would preclude the use of these nets in reaches with all but 

the slowest velocities. 

 

In general, the project team felt that fyke nets were far superior to gill nets for working in rivers where 

endangered species occur, or where the fish need to be returned to the river in good condition.  They 

would therefore be ideal for capturing fish to be used in telemetry studies.  However, the low numbers of 

fish caught with fyke nets precluded their effectiveness where large numbers of fish need to be caught, for 

example in tagging studies, or where rigorous estimates of abundance are required.  Further 

experimentation in the study rivers would be necessary to determine their sensitivity to detecting changes 

in abundance.  The dimensions of the river channel (width and depth), as well as the behaviour of the fish 

(which may vary within species between seasons or life stages, or between species) are likely to play a 

major role in catch variability.  These factors would need to be controlled for where more accurate 

measures of relative abundance are required. 
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4. CONVENTIONAL TAGGING METHODS 

 

4.1 TAGGING AND MARKING STUDIES IN THE OLIFANTS AND DORING RIVERS 

Tagging and marking techniques have been widely used to study fish movements, behaviour, abundance 

(mark-recapture) and for validation of aging methods (Nielsen et al. 1983).  Several techniques are 

available, which vary with respect to their effects on the growth, survival and behaviour of fish, their 

permanency, the ease with which they can be applied, and the information they convey.  The various 

tagging techniques, together with their advantages and disadvantages have been reviewed by Paxton 

(2004).  The purpose of this section, therefore, is to report on, and evaluate, the suitability of tagging 

methods that have been used during the course of studies on adult cyprinids in the Olifants and Doring 

Rivers since 2001.  One of the primary aims of the tagging study was to provide empirical evidence for 

migratory behaviour of endemic fish living in these river systems. 

 

4.1.1. T-bar anchor tags 

Individually numbered, medium-sized (~85 mm) Floy T-bar anchor tags were used to mark the endemic 

species caught in gill nets during 2001.  These tags were approximately 80 mm long (Plate 4.1) and were 

inserted into the musculature of the fish below the dorsal fin by means of a tagging gun.  The fish were 

removed directly from the net before being measured and 

tagged.  There was some concern that the wounds inflicted by 

the tagging procedure may cause infection, especially in the 

summer when water quality deteriorates in the standing pools.  

Another concern was the retention rates of the anchor tags – 

which may become snagged, or if the wound did not heal 

properly, would eventually be expelled.  During October 

2001, when a second survey was undertaken to recapture 

tagged fish, some indication of the problems associated with 

using these tags became manifest.  Several of the fish captured during these surveys had scars where the 

tag should have been, suggesting that these had been shed.  Two sandfish that had been tagged during 

February 2001 were recaptured at Rietvlei on the Koebee River and both fish showed evidence of 

infection where the tag had been inserted.  The tag from one of these fish became dislodged while it was 

being measured.  Mortality from infection was also a concern and a more effective means of tagging was 

therefore sought. 

 

Plate 4.1 T-bar anchor tags used to tag fish 
during 2001. 
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4.1.2. Visible Implant Alphanumeric (VI Alpha) tags 

Soft Visible Implant Alpha numeric (VI 

Alpha) tags (Northwest Marine 

Technologies, Inc) were identified as an 

alternative to the T-bar anchor tag.  Soft 

VI Alpha tags are implanted into 

transparent adipose tissue (periocular 

tissue, fin membranes).  The tag is 

implanted by means of a syringe-like 

injector and fluoresces under a ultra-

violet lamp to aid reading.  Between 

September and December 2003, a 

further ten yellowfish, 16 sawfin and 56 

sandfish were marked by means of these 

tags. 

 

Because of the delicacy of the operation, 

which involved inserting the tag into the 

syringe (Plate 4.2) and then beneath the 

tissue of the fish, the net with the fish in 

was first brought to the shore in the 

inflatable boat.  The fish were 

anaesthetised individually by immersing 

them in a bath of 2-phenoxy-ethanol at a 

concentration of 0.5 ml.l-1.  Narcosis 

was induced after two to five minutes.  

Once breathing had become irregular 

and the fish had turned belly-up, it was 

weighed, measured (TL, FL, SL, girth), 

tagged and a sample of tissue removed 

from the inner margin of the pelvic fin 

for later genetic analyses.  All native 

fish over 300 mm TL were tagged using 

VI Alpha tags.  The tags were inserted 

beneath the soft adipose tissue at the 

Plate 4.2 Loading the tag into the syringe 

Plate 4.3 Inserting the tag between dorsal rays. 

Plate 4.4 Tag inserted between 3rd and 4th dorsal spines. 
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base of either the 1st and 2cnd, 2cnd and 3rd, or 3rdand 4th dorsal spines (Plate 4.3 and 4.4).  Once the fish had 

recovered in an antiseptic bath (approximately 10 minutes) they were returned to the river. 

 

The VI Alpha tags are less intrusive than the T-bar anchor tags.  They left a smaller wound that could be 

expected to heal more rapidly, and the chances of infection were therefore expected to be considerably 

less.  The VI Alpha tags were, however, more difficult to insert than the T-bar anchor tags, requiring 

some dexterity in placing the tag at a sufficient depth beneath the surface of the skin to minimise the 

chances of shedding, but not too deep that the tag number would be occluded by pigmentation in the skin.  

It was essential therefore that the fish be anaesthetised.  An added advantage of anaesthetisation was that 

it reduced stress by reducing the handling time because the fish was not struggling.  This enabled more 

accurate measurements of length and mass.  However, anaesthetisation increases the processing time per 

fish to between 10 and 15 minutes, thereby reducing the absolute number of fish that could be processed 

in one day to a maximum of between 20 and 30 large adults.  This is in contrast to T-bar anchor tags 

where up to 80 fish could be processed in little more than an hour if they were removed directly from the 

net, placed in the inflatable boat and processed on board. 

 

The difficulties of implanting VI Alpha tags, together with the expense and fragility of the applicators, 

mean that they may not be ideal for extensive application by non-technical staff or recreational anglers.  

Continued evaluation and experimentation with VI Alpha tags is therefore considered necessary. 

 

4.2 EVALUATION OF THE TAGGING PROGRAMME 

The numbers of native fish over 300 mm TL caught and tagged on the Doring River during 2003, 

together with the site and date on which they were caught, as well as their length specifications and mass 

are reported in Table 4.1.  A total of four yellowfish, 12 sawfin and 63 sandfish were tagged.  None of 

these fish have been recaptured in subsequent surveys. 

 

The mark-recapture programme has been ongoing in the catchment since 2001, under the combined 

support of Department of Water Affairs and Forestry, PGWC and WRC.  The total numbers of both 

native and non-native fish caught between October 2001 and December 2003 in fyke nets, gill nets and 

seine nets are shown in Table 4.2.  Native species represented 26 % (1201) of the total number of fish 

caught (4602).  During the course of this programme there have been only three recaptures: one sandfish 

tagged at Rietvlei on the Koebee River in February 2001 was recaptured at the same site during October 

2001; and two sandfish tagged at Aspoort on the Doring River in February 2001 were recaptured at the 

same site during October 2003. 
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Table 4.1 Native fish tagged during 2003, together with location, date and tag numbers. Latitude (Lat) and 
  Longitude (Long) are reported in decimal degrees, Total Length (mm TL), Fork Length (mm TL), 
  Standard Length (mm SL), Girth (mm), Mass (g). 
 

SPECIES SITE  DATE LAT LONG TL FL SL GIRTH MASS TAG NO.
Labeobarbus capensis Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-15 -31.859 18.9833 700 627.0 551.0 426.0 4562.0 R58 
Labeobarbus capensis Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-17 -31.8590 18.9833 563 499.0 429.0 318.0 1926.0 R48 
Labeobarbus capensis Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-17 -31.8590 18.9833 588 524.0 457.0 326.0 2241.0 R47 
Labeobarbus capensis Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-17 -31.8590 18.9833 538 473.0 414.0 301.0 1703.0 R46 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-5 -32.0410 19.4190 525 466.0 410.0 273.0 1349.0 R94 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-5 -32.0410 19.4190 523 453.0 379.0 281.0 1410.0 R93 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-5 -32.0410 19.4190 530 469.0 911.0 280.0 1511.0 R95 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-5 -32.0410 19.4190 455 394.0 350.0 233.0 1082.0 R97 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-5 -32.0410 19.4190 529 460.0 398.0 289.0 1493.0 R98 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 570 501.0 435.0 319.0 1981.0 R92 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 529 464.0 389.0 296.0 1251.0 R90 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 539 479.0 407.0 292.0 1465.0 R89 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 544 467.0 393.0 270.0 1325.0 R88 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 532 468.0 385.0 282.0 1466.0 R87 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 522 447.0 373.0 276.0 1349.0 R86 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 533 466.0 397.0 298.0 1581.0 R85 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 519 465.0 400.0 276.0 1355.0 R84 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 512 449.0 386.0 279.0 1323.0 R83 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 517 448.0 381.0 270.0 1305.0 R82 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 534 471.0 401.0 299.0 1546.0 R81 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 309 277.0 242.0 157.0 296.0 R80 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 528 453.0 385.0 252.0 1129.0 R79 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 456 394.0 330.0 279.0 1122.0 R78 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 537 458.0 388.0 256.0 1275.0 R77 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 492 433.0 370.0 242.0 1001.0 R76 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 514 450.0 381.0 283.0 1357.0 R75 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 562 498.0 419.0 300.0 1733.0 R74 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 503 444.0 371.0 255.0 1108.0 R73 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 554 498.0 417.0 299.0 1718.0 R72 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 534 477.0 403.0 285.0 1508.0 R71 
Labeo seeberi Uitspanskraal Uk 2003-9-6 -32.0410 19.4190 504 446.0 377.0 282.0 1297.0 R70 
Labeo seeberi Langkuil Lk 2003-9-12 -32.0200 19.3079 566 491.0 414.0 259.0 1544.0 R65 
Labeo seeberi Langkuil Lk 2003-9-12 -32.0200 19.3079 451 395.0 322.0 273.0 1163.0 R64 
Labeo seeberi Langkuil Lk 2003-9-12 -32.0200 19.3079 530 466.0 393.0 280.0 1426.0 R63 
Labeo seeberi Langkuil Lk 2003-9-12 -32.0200 19.3079 556 480.0 401.0 298.0 1632.0 R62 
Labeo seeberi Langkuil Lk 2003-9-13 -32.0200 19.3079 564 484.0 411.0 323.0 1822.0 R61 
Labeo seeberi Langkuil Lk 2003-9-13 -32.0200 19.3079 537 469.0 397.0 254.0 1257.0 R60 
Labeo seeberi Langkuil Lk 2003-9-13 -32.0200 19.3079 535 474.0 403.0 225.0 1051.0 R59 
Labeo seeberi Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-16 -31.8590 18.9833 540 475.0 407.0 259.0 1359.0 R55 
Labeo seeberi Bruinkrans Bk 2003-10-3 -31.8630 18.8376 576 508.0 470.0 272.0 1620.0 R30 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-6 -31.5810 19.0716 445 375.0 349.0 240.0 875.0 R25 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-6 -31.5810 19.0716 510 445.0 412.0 254.0 1189.0 R24 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-6 -31.5810 19.0716 466 403.0 376.0 230.0 868.0 R23 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 497 433.0 402.0 262.0 1148.0 R21 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 485 438.0 410.0 238.0 1055.0 R20 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 439 379.0 356.0 218.0 730.0 R18 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 478 423.0 392.0 227.0 898.0 R17 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 481 423.0 395.0 232.0 956.0 R16 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 472 410.0 381.0 208.0 780.0 R15 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 473 415.0 389.0 246.0 1040.0 R14 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 483 417.0 387.0 215.0 831.0 R13 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 490 428.0 401.0 225.0 954.0 R12 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 459 390.0 360.0 245.0 985.0 R11 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 521 456.0 427.0 245.0 1146.0 R10 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 468 406.0 375.0 222.0 798.0 R09 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-7 -31.5810 19.0716 514 449.0 422.0 251.0 1203.0 R08 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-8 -31.5810 19.0716 493 423.0 395.0 232.0 964 R07 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-8 -31.5810 19.0716 509 449.0 415.0 228.0 1040 R06 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-8 -31.5810 19.0716 518 447.0 415.0 230.0 1015 R05 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-8 -31.5810 19.0716 485 425.0 396.0 236.0 978 R04 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-8 -31.5810 19.0716 466 405.0 376.0 222.0 824 R03 
Labeo seeberi Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-8 -31.5810 19.0716 467 410.0 384.0 220.0 845 R02 
Labeo seeberi Ondertuin Ot 2003-11-13 -31.5810 19.0716 534 459.0 425.0 265.0 1338 R01 
Labeo seeberi Oudrif Od 2003-12-5 -31.8570 18.9135 571 497.0 459.0 276.0 1654.0 W08 
Labeo seeberi Oudrif Od 2003-12-5 -31.8570 18.9135 534 472.0 435.0 271.0 1484.0 W09 
Labeo seeberi Langkuil Lk 2003-12-10 -32.0190 19.3077 545 492.0 457.0 270.0 1575.0 W12 
Labeo seeberi Langkuil Lk 2003-12-10 -32.0190 19.3077 541 468.0 434.0 285.0 1326.0 W13 
Barbus serra Oudrif Od 2003-9-9 -31.8570 18.9135 450 386.0 337.0 238.0 855.0 R67 
Barbus serra Oudrif Od 2003-9-9 -31.8570 18.9135 462 402.0 349.0 245.0 965.0 R66 
Barbus serra Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-15 -31.8590 18.9833 484 426.0 374.0 306.0 1426.0 R56 
Barbus serra Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-16 -31.8590 18.9833 446 387.0 331.0 241.0 953.0 R54 
Barbus serra Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-16 -31.8590 18.9833 439 377.0 322.0 262.0 975.0 R53 
Barbus serra Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-16 -31.8590 18.9833 443 390.0 331.0 234.0 830.0 R52 
Barbus serra Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-16 -31.8590 18.9833 450 382.0 334.0 260.0 984.0 R51 
Barbus serra Melkbosrug Mr 2003-9-16 -31.8590 18.9833 446 388.0 333.0 256.0 1055.0 R49 
Barbus serra Bruinkrans Bk 2003-10-3 -31.8630 18.8376 473 429.0 397.0 264.0 1165.0 R29 
Barbus serra Bruinkrans Bk 2003-10-3 -31.8630 18.8376 511 456.0 425.0 270.0 1283.0 R26 
Barbus serra Bruinkrans Bk 2003-10-3 -31.8630 18.8376 440 391.0 365.0 232.0 1852.0 R27 
Barbus serra Rietvlei Rv 2003-11-6 -31.5810 19.0716 264 229.0 215.0 108.0 181.0 R22 
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Table 4.2 Summary of the total numbers of native and non-native fish caught, tagged and recaptured (recap 
  = recaptured) throughout the Olifants and Doring Rivers during 2001, 2002, 2003, as well as the 
  numbers of non-native species recorded over the same period.  The table combines adult and 
  juvenile fish of all species.  Those fish which were not tagged were either too small, or were kept 
  for biological examination. 
 

 2001 2002 2003 Total Recap 

Species Caught Tagged Caught Tagged Caught Tagged Caught Tagged  

L. capensis 54 45 4 0 16 4 74 61 0 

B. serra 282 31 7 0 204 12 493 44 0 

L. seeberi 453 304 75 0 83 63 611 371 3 

B. anoplus 23 0 0 0 0 0 23 0 0 

Total 812 380 86 0 303 79 1201 465 3 

M. dolomieu 131 0 4 0 257 0 392 0 0 

M. punctulatus? 18 0 0 0 0 0 18 0 0 

M. salmoides 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 

L. macrochirus 1639 0 1 0 1278 0 2918 0 0 

T. sparrmanii 41 0 0 0 21 0 62 0 0 

O. mossambicus 8 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 

Total 1840 0 5 0 1556 0 3401 0- 0 

 

The reason for the paucity of data from this programme can be ascribed to the following: 

 

 sampling was not continued over a sufficiently long period of time – mark-recapture programmes 

need to be continued over several years; 

 low capture and tagging rates – the absolute abundance of fish in the mainstem of the rivers is low; 

 sampling was not intensive enough – increased effort per segment and site, as well as increased 

manpower, would be necessary for the tagging programme to yield appreciable amounts of data. 

 

Because of the low recapture rates, tagging programmes are not considered practical for studying the 

seasonal movements of riverine species in large river systems with limited manpower.  This is 

particularly true where population numbers are low and where there are few commercial or recreational 

fishers who could contribute to the tagging programme.  For mark-recapture studies to be sustainable in 

the Olifants and Doring Rivers, it is here recommended that they be continued over a longer period (>5 

years), that the studies be more contained, (i.e. a shorter river segments), and that they be administered by 

conservation bodies, preferably in collaboration with recreational fishers. 
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5. TELEMETRY PILOT STUDY 

 

5.1. INTRODUCTION 

Given the difficulties and limitations of tracking fish movement in the study rivers using conventional 

tagging methods, it has become clear that telemetry is the most viable alternative.  One of the primary 

objectives of the current study was therefore to assess the feasibility of using telemetric techniques to 

study the spatial behaviour of cyprinids in the Doring River. 

 

During 2002 a research programme was planned with telemetry specialists from the Norwegian Institute 

of Nature Research (NINA).  This programme, involving collaboration between UCT, the South African 

Institute for Aquatic Biodiversity (SAIAB) and NINA, would require that radio telemetry transmitters 

with a minimum of 12 or 24 month lifespan be implanted in 30 Clanwilliam yellowfish, 30 Clanwilliam 

sandfish, and 30 sawfin, all taken from the Doring River.  The position of each fish would be ascertained 

every two weeks by tracking them by aircraft between May and December – these being the months when 

the fish are likely to be most active.  Aircraft tracking would be supplemented by more intensive ground-

based tracking during critical periods, i.e. after the first rains of the high flow season (May – July) and 

over the spawning season (October – December).  Before this study could proceed, it was agreed that 

pilot studies needed to be conducted to ascertain the sensitivity of the study species to the implantation of 

transmitters.  The mortality rate and healing process in Clanwilliam yellowfish, sawfin and sandfish fitted 

with dummy radio transmitters, was therefore monitored in captive wild fish during 2003. 

 

5.2. METHODS 

During September 2003, eight adult yellowfish, 11 sandfish and one sawfin were collected from Aspoort 

and De Mond on the Doring River and transported back to Cape Town with the assistance of staff and 

vehicles from the Two Oceans Aquarium.  The fish were transported in a 1000 l trailer designed 

specifically for the purpose.  Water changes were conducted daily while the fish were in the tank.  The 

water was aerated continuously with pure oxygen which has a sedative effect on the fish.  Low dosages of 

anaesthetic (2-phenoxy-ethanol) were added to the water to calm the fish after it was discovered that 

sandfish were jumping against the side of the tank.  Despite these precautions eight sandfish were lost 

during transportation to Cape Town.  The remaining 12 fish were held at the Two Oceans Aquarium (six 

yellowfish, two sandfish) and UCT (two yellowfish, one sandfish, one sawfin). 

 

Dummy transmitters were inserted into the captive fish.  The dummy transmitters were fitted with one of 

two types of antennae: (1) coiled antennae, where both the transmitter and antenna are completely 

encapsulated in resin and held within the body of the fish and, (2) whip antennae, which protrude from 
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the resin and exit the body of the fish.  Whip 

antennae have a higher field reception range than 

coiled antennae, but there is the danger that they 

may snag, or irritate the exit wound.  

 

The fish were first anaesthetised in the manner 

described in the previous section.  Before surgery, 

each fish was weighed and measured.  A 20 - 30 

mm incision was made parallel to the midline of the 

ventral surface halfway between the pectoral and 

pelvic fins (Plate 5.1).  The dummy transmitter was 

then inserted into the body cavity.  In the case of 

fish fitted with transmitters which had whip 

antennae, a separate opening was made with a 

hypodermic needle through which the antenna was 

then extended (Plate 5.2).  The wound was closed 

with three interrupted sutures (Plate 5.3 and 5.4).  

Transmitters were implanted in ten fish: whip 

antennae in four yellowfish, one sawfin and two 

sandfish and coiled antennae in the remaining two 

yellowfish and sandfish.  The fish ranged in size 

from 450 – 630 mm TL. 

 

Aquarium facilities at the university of Cape Town 

consisted of a 2000 l tank with a discontinuous 

filtration system comprising a 1000 l holding tank 

and a 1000 l gravel-bed filter.  Stocking densities in 

this facility were approximately 300 l/fish.  The 

aquarium facilities at the Two Oceans Aquarium 

consisted of a 2000 l tank with a continuous 

filtration system.  Specimens were retained for an 

acclimation period of one week prior to surgery. 

 

Plate 5.1 A 20-30 mm incision on the ventral surface 
is opened into the body cavity of the fish.  

Plate 5.2 A separate opening is made for the whip 
antenna. 

Plate 5.3 The dummy transmitter is inserted and the 
wound is sutured closed. 
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5.3. RESULTS 

The details of the study animals implanted with dummy transmitters are reported in Table 5.1.  All but 

two of the study animals died between October and December 2003.  The loss of these animals, however, 

was attributed to infections and diseases resulting from their confinement rather than the surgery or 

transmitter.  The loss of the majority of sandfish during their transportation suggested that these fish are 

particularly sensitive to stress, possibly induced by water-quality deterioration and/or confinement.  It was 

suggested that the 1000 l transport trailer had been stocked with too many fish resulting in a build up of 

urea, despite the regular water changes.  Poor water-quality at the UCT aquaria as a consequence of an 

inadequate filtration system resulted in the fish being kept here eventually succumbing to fungal and 

anchor worm (Lernea) infections.  All the fish kept at UCT died in early November after attempts to treat 

both the fungal and anchor worm infections failed.  Until December, the fish kept at the Two Oceans 

Aquarium recovered well from the surgery and the wounds were healing well.  Three months after the 

surgery, however, in December 2003, a protozoan infection (Ichthyophthirius) killed all but two of the 

yellowfish.  These remaining yellowfish are currently (2004) being held at the Jonkershoek fish hatchery 

in Stellenbosch, Western Cape.  A post mortem examination of the wounds in the dead fish from the Two 

Oceans Aquarium suggested that before their deaths, the surgery wounds had closed. 

 

Plate 5.4 Fin Okland (NINA) sutures closed a Clanwilliam yellowfish after inserting a whip  
  antenna.  The antenna can be seen protruding from the behind the anal fin. 
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Table 5.1. List of fish implanted with dummy radio transmitters during October 2003.  The first tag number 
reports the number of the VI Alpha tag, the second tag number reports the number of the dummy 
transmitter. 

 

Species TL (mm) FL (mm) SL (mm) Mass (g) Tag no. Tag no. Type Location 
Cause of 

death 
          

Barbus serra 530.00 520.0 468.0 2000.0 R32 H-37 whip UCT Infection 

Labeo seeberi 522.00 458.0  1200.0  L-6 whip Two Oceans White spot 

Labeo seeberi 534.00 492.0  1200.0 R43 L-12 coil Two Oceans White spot 

Labeo seeberi 510.00 450.0 410.0 1400.0 R33 H-45 whip UCT Infection 

Labeobarbus capensis 652.00 602.0 566.0 2850.0 R42 T whip Two Oceans White spot 

Labeobarbus capensis 708.00 630.0 578.0 4000.0 R39 L1 whip Two Oceans White spot 

Labeobarbus capensis 640.00 586.0 558.0 2650.0 R38 L10 whip Two Oceans (alive 2004) 

Labeobarbus capensis 524.00 460.0 432.0 1400.0 R36 11 coil Two Oceans (alive 2004) 

Labeobarbus capensis 522.00 462.0 446.0 1400.0 R37 L3 coil Two Oceans White spot 

Labeobarbus capensis 570.00 520.0 490.0 1900.0 R35 H whip Two Oceans White spot 

          

 

5.4. CONCLUSION 

Despite the deaths of all but two fish, the team felt that the experiment had been worthwhile.  Should 

funding become available for the telemetry study to proceed, wild fish would be captured from the Doring 

River, the transmitters inserted, and the fish returned immediately to the river instead of being transported 

to Cape Town – the worst possible scenario. 
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6. FISH DISTRIBUTION IN THE LOWER OLIFANTS AND DORING RIVERS 

 

6.1. INTRODUCTION 

The results of the 2003 surveys are reported in this chapter and discussed in the light of previous surveys.  

Due to the low numbers of native fish caught, the comparatively few replicates and therefore high 

variability of the dataset, only a qualitative interpretation of the abundance and distribution of species has 

been possible.  No attempt has been made to analyse or represent the data statistically. 

 

The focus was on the lower Olifants and Doring Rivers where the proposed water-resource developments 

would take place.  Additional funds from the WODRIS study (PGWC 2004) enabled the scope of the 

2003 WRC project to be extended, and information acquired during the course of these surveys provided 

the basis for low-confidence predictions on the impacts of a dam on fish populations in the lower Doring 

River. 

 

6.2. FISH ABUNDANCES AND DISTRIBUTION 

Tables 6.1 and 6.2 report fyke net catches during May, and September to December 2003, respectively.  

The fish caught during 2003 (Table 6.2) have been separated into juveniles and adults.  Size at maturity 

(L50) was estimated on the basis of best available knowledge since, even where reliable estimates are 

available for the bass and bluegill, life history parameters in local systems are likely to differ from those 

reported for their country of origin.  Size at maturity of smallmouth bass at a maximum size (Linf) of 520 

mm was reported by Fishbase (Froese and Pauly 2004) to be 224 mm TL.  Smallmouth bass as small as 

200 mm TL were ripe and running in the Doring River, however, and this size was therefore set as the 

length of mature fish.  Size at maturity of bluegill sunfish at a maximum size (Linf) of 250 mm TL was 

reported by Fishbase to be 150 mm which corresponded to lengths of ripe and running fish in the Doring 

River.  Jubb estimated L50 of Clanwilliam yellowfish at 250 mm TL and this size was taken for sawfin as 

well.  Moggel Labeo umbratus and Orange River Labeo Labeo capensis have been reported to mature at 

330-400 mm TL (Allanson and Jackson 1983) and so 350 mm TL was take as L50 for Clanwilliam 

sandfish. 

 

During May 2001, bluegill sunfish comprised an overwhelmingly high proportion (82 %) of the catch in 

the lower Olifants and Doring Rivers (Table 6.1).  These were caught in the small fyke nets at all the sites 

between the Bulshoek Barrage and the estuary.  The highest proportion of the catch came from 

Draairivier (Dr) on the Olifants and Oudrif (Od) (Figure 2.1) on the Doring River.  The fyke nets were 

set in flowing water at Lutzville (Lv), which may account for their absence in catches from here. 
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Table 6.1. Species and number of fish caught during the course of surveys conducted in the Olifants and Doring 
Rivers during May 2003 using the small fyke nets.  OR = Olifants River, DR = Doring River 

 
River Sites Species 

  L. macrochirus Micropterus spp. O. mossambicus T. sparrmanii M. cephalus 

Olifants Kleinrietvlei Kr 54 0 0 0 0 

Olifants Sandkamp Sk 14 0 0 0 0 

Olifants Kransgat Kg 11 19 3 14  

Olifants Gideonsoord Go 2 1 0 9 1 

Olifants Draairivier Dr 348 3 35 16 23 

Olifants Lutzville Lv 0 0 0 2 1 

Doring Bruinkrans Bk 16 3 0 0 0 

Doring Oudrif Od 184 4 0 0 0 

Total 629 20 38 41 25 

 

The co-occurrence of both smallmouth and spotted bass Micropterus punctulatus in the reaches between 

Bulshoek and the Olifants River estuary has complicated the identification of juvenile and young adult 

bass in the system.  In addition, hybridisation between these two species is known to occur (Koppelman 

1994) and since some fish appeared to have both spotted and smallmouth characteristics, all bass have 

been designated Micropterus spp.  Apart from bluegill sunfish, banded tilapia Tilapia sparmanii and 

Mozambique tilapia Oreochromis mossambicus were most commonly caught in these reaches.  Flathead 

mullet Mugil cephalus were caught as far upstream as Draairivier, approximately 46 river-km from the 

Olifants River mouth. 

 

The complete absence of the native cyprinids in the lower Olifants River catches could be attributable to 

gear selectivity.  The study team feels, however, that populations of native species here are extremely 

small and localised.  Gill nets have proved effective for catching the cyprinids (Paxton et al. 2002), but 

despite their application during the 2001 surveys, only two yellowfish have been caught in 8.5 net-hrs 

(Paxton et al. 2002).  In addition, dive surveys downstream of Bulshoek confirmed the presence of only 

bass and bluegill sunfish.  Interviews with farmers and the members of the Lutzville angling club 

confirmed that yellowfish are extremely rare and confined to the Cascade Pools region.  Most of those 

interviewed had never heard of a sawfin or sandfish, but a few remembered having seen sandfish in the 

Olifants River prior to the 1970s.  It is likely therefore that Clanwilliam yellowfish have been reduced to 

small and isolated populations, and that sawfin and sandfish have become locally extinct in the Olifants 

River in the last few decades.  It is suggested that a systematic questionnaire survey may yield more 

information regarding the past and present status of native fish species in this region than ecological 

surveys. 

 

On the Doring River at Oudrif (Od) and Bruinkrans (Bk) during 2003, schools of between 20 and 30 adult 

fish belonging to one of the native cyprinid species (Clanwilliam yellowfish or sawfin) were observed 

from boats and from the banks.  Despite extensive trials with the small fykes at both of these sites, 
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however, the smaller nets failed to capture the indigenous species (the reasons for this are addressed in 

Chapter 3).  Table 6.2 reports the numbers of fish caught in the Doring River later during 2003 

(September – December) using the larger custom built fyke net.  The sites where each of the species were 

caught together with an indication of the relative proportions at each site, are shown in Figures 6.1 – 6.5. 

 

Adult native cyprinids comprised roughly 40 % (83) of the total catch during the course of the 2003 

surveys, and these were primarily sandfish caught at Uitspanskraal (Uk) (27 adults) near the Biedouw 

River confluence on the Doring River and at Rietvlei (Rv) on the Koebee River (22 adults) located in the 

northernmost reaches of the Doring River catchment (Figure 6.5).  Both these sites have yielded large 

numbers of sandfish in past surveys (Paxton et al. 2002).  Significantly, these sites are located in reaches 

where the local topography is dominated by Bokkeveld shales.  For approximately 60 river km, between 

the confluence of the Bos River and Doringbos, the Doring River flows through shales and mudstones of 

the Karoo Series.  The river has eroded laterally here, in contrast to the vertical erosion where it flows 

through the more resistant quartzitic sandstones of the Table Mountain Series (TMS).  Meandering 

sandbed pools characterise the shale zones, whereas bedrock rapids and runs are more common in TMS 

zones.  Sandfish therefore appear to favour the sandbed pools of the middle reaches of the Doring River 

from the confluence of the Bos River to Doringbos and are found in large numbers in similar pools in the 

Koebee River.  Both yellowfish and sawfin are caught less frequently in these regions. 

 

Table 6.2. Species and numbers of juvenile and adult native and non-native fish caught in the Doring River 
system during the course of surveys conducted in September (09), October, (11) and December (12) 
2003 using the large fyke net.  DR = Doring River, OK = Oorlogskloof River, KB = Koebee River. 

 

 NATIVE NON-NATIVE 

 SITE   L. capensis L. seeberi B. serra Micropterus spp. L. macrochirus 

   Mon Juv Adult Tot Juv Adult Tot Juv Adult Tot Juv Adult Tot Juv Adult Tot 

DR Bruinkrans  Bk 10 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 3 3 35 0 35 84 21 105 

    12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 2 52 26 78 

DR Langkuil  Lk 09 0 0 0 0 7 7 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 

    12 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 3 1 4 52 3 55 

DR Melkboom  Mb 09 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 3 

    11 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 22 10 32 

DR Melkbosrug   Mr 09 0 4 4 0 1 1 0 6 6 0 6 6 2 3 5 

    12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 14 15 55 46 101 

DR Oudrif  Od 09 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 9 10 19 

    12 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 0 0 3 2 5 162 20 182 

DR Uitspanskraal  Uk 09 0 0 0 0 27 27 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

    12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16 0 16 45 4 49 

OK Brakwater  Bw 11 0 0 0 3 0 3 187 0 187 0 0 0 0 0 0 

KB Rietvlei  Rv 11 0 0 0 0 22 22 0 1 1 3 4 7 247 7 254 

KB Ondertuin  Ot 11 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 3 3 135 6 141 

 Total   0 4 4 4 63 68 187 16 203 62 35 97 867 158 1025
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Figure 6.1 Map of the 2003 study sites (black dots) showing the occurrence of Clanwilliam yellowfish caught 
at each site (shaded circles).  The size of each shaded circle is proportional to the number of fish 
caught at the site. 
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Figure 6.2 Map of the 2003 study sites (black dots) showing the occurrence of sawfin (shaded circles).  The 
size of each shaded circle is proportional to the number of fish caught at the site. 

         indicates sites where juveniles were caught. 
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Figure 6.3 Map of the 2003 study sites (black dots) showing the occurrence of Clanwilliam sandfish (shaded
circles).  The size of each circle is proportional to the number of fish caught at the site. 
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Figure 6.4 Map of the 2003 study sites (solid black circles) showing the occurrence of bass ( shaded circles).
The size of each circle is proportional to the number of fish caught at the site. 
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Yellowfish and sawfin appear to favour river segments which are bedrock-controlled  resistant standstone 

reaches.  Catches of adults of both these species, although low (four and 16 respectively), were made at 

Bruinkrans Bk, Melkbosrug Mr and Oudrif Od. 

 

In total, sawfin were the most abundant, with adult native fish being caught between September and 

December 2003.  This has confirmed the results of previous surveys, which suggest that sawfin occur in 

the lower Doring River downstream of the Kransgat River in greater numbers than elsewhere in the 

catchment (Paxton et al. 2002 and Paxton 2004) (see Figure 6.2).  They appear to favour the deep runs 

and bedrock controlled rapids in the lower Doring River, which flows through resistant sandstone in this 

region. 

 

The exception to the occurrence of sawfin in the lower Doring River is the high numbers of juveniles at 

Brakwater Bw on the Oorlogskloof River.  The river here is no more than 5 m wide, but has been found to 

support large numbers of juvenile sawfin.  Similar nursery refuges free of invasion by bass and bluegill 

sunfish can be found throughout the catchment in tributaries of both the Olifants and Doring Rivers.  The 

almost complete absence of juvenile fish in any mainstem samples since the sampling began in 2001 

suggests that the invasive species are causing catastrophic recruitment failures outside the tributaries. 

 

NOTE: the high numbers of juvenile sawfin caught at Brakwater (Bw) were an unexpected consequence 

Figure 6.5 Map of the 2003 study sites (black dots) showing the occurrence of bluegill sunfish (shaded 
circles).  The size of each circle is proportional to the number of fish caught at the site. 

#

#

#

#

#

#

##

#

# #

#

#

#

#

#

Bw

Bk

Dr

Go

Kr

Kg

Lk

Lv

Mb Mr

Ot

Od

Rv

Sk

Uk

DORING RIVER

O
LIFA

N
TS

 R
IV

E
R

K
ra

ns
ga

t R
iv

er

Oorlogskloof River

Troe-troe R iver

K
o

eb
ee

 R
iv

er

Vanrhynsdorp
Lutzville

Klawer

Clanwilliam

Vredendal

Biedouw River

Brandewyns R
ive

r

N

N

10 0 10 km

32°00' 32°00'

31°30' 31°30'

18°30'

18°30'

19°00'

19°00'



Chapter 6: Fish distribution 

 

33

of using 18 mm mesh on the fyke net – this diameter mesh gilled the smaller fish.  It is not recommended, 

therefore, that mesh sizes larger than 3 mm be used for constructing fyke nets for fishing areas where 

juveniles of a threatened fish species are expected. 

 

The one unusual exception to the absence of juvenile fish in the mainstem reaches was the capture of a 

single juvenile sandfish (47 mm TL) at Melkboom Mb in November 2003.  Since the surveys began in 

2001, no indigenous fish had been caught at Melkboom, the most downstream site on the Doring River, 

either by means of gill-nets, fyke-nets or seine nets.  The single juvenile sandfish, caught in December 

2003, was the first and only indigenous fish recorded in the Doring mainstem through this whole 

sequence of surveys.  Presumably it had originated from a spawning event further upstream.  Intensive 

seining of the same pool did not yield more individuals. 

 

Bass and bluegill sunfish (Figures 6.4 and 6.5 respectively) were ubiquitous throughout the study area, 

reflected by their occurrence and high abundance in all catches apart from the Brakwater (BW). 

 

6.3. DISCUSSION 

6.3.1. Fish movement between the Olifants and Doring Rivers 

Populations of Clanwilliam yellowfish, sawfin and sandfish are known to have occurred in the lower 

Olifants River below the Bulshoek Barrage in large numbers prior to the 1950s (Harrison 1976).  

Evidence gathered since 2001, however, shows that the number of indigenous fish in these reaches is now 

extremely low.  On five fish surveys over the past three years, only two yellowfish have been caught in 

gill-nets in the lower Olifants River downstream of the Bulshoek Barrage and, despite good underwater 

visibility, none have been observed during dive surveys. 

 

In addition, most farmers, local fishermen and other members of the community who live along the banks 

of the Olifants River between Klein Reitvlei (Kr) and Lutzville (Lv), and who were interviewed during 

the course of the surveys, say they have rarely seen or caught yellowfish, and cannot recall having seen 

sawfin or sandfish. 

 

Those who do recall having seen yellowfish say that their numbers have dropped substantially since the 

1980s.  During the earlier half of the twentieth century, large numbers of the endemic species were 

harvested from pools near the gauging weir at Melkboom (Mk), loaded onto wagons, and sold at local 

markets in Klawer.  Farmers who grew up alongside the river, however, last remember seeing large 

populations of sandfish and yellowfish between 30 – 40 years ago.  By contrast, bass, bluegill sunfish and 

mullet are now well known and caught on a regular basis. 
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The combination of sample data and anecdotal information suggests that endemic fish that remain in the 

lower Olifants River are most likely a remnant of a much larger population that may have moved between 

the Olifants and Doring Rivers.  Habitat degradation in the lower Olifants River, such as encroachment of 

riparian vegetation and reduced connectivity between pools, however, may have considerably reduced the 

availability of, and access to, spawning sites, and thus limited recruitment to these populations in recent 

years.  The large instream barriers (Clanwilliam Dam and Bulshoek Barrage) may have also prevented 

recolonisation of these reaches through downstream transport of larvae, or active movement of juveniles 

and adults from the upstream reaches.  Some recruitment may occur from the Doring River, particularly 

during high flows, but current population sizes suggests that this is minimal.  This contention is supported 

by other information collected during site visits and aerial surveys of the lower Olifants River, such as: 

 

 there are few large pools, which are the preferred habitat of the cyprinids; 

 the pools that are there are separated by long, shallow stretches where the river braids 

through mid-channel sandbanks and riparian vegetation, which would limit fish 

movement to the high-flow season, and for a brief period thereafter when the pools were 

sufficiently connected to allow movement; 

 the opportunity for migration is diminished still further by flow regulation which reduces 

the depths in critical habitat such as riffles, rapids and causeways; 

 no endemic fish were captured at the most downstream Doring River site sampled, viz. 

Melkboom Mk situated upstream of the Melkboom gauging weir, 7 km upstream of its 

confluence with the Olifants River. 

 

Thus, the conclusion of this study is that the existence of a synchronised seasonal migration by large 

numbers of endemic fish between the Olifants and Doring Rivers, which may contribute to fish 

production in both rivers, is highly unlikely. 

 

It is plausible, however, that the individuals in the Olifants River originate from infrequent displacement 

of individuals from the Doring River during peak flows which, when they occur, may be followed by 

compensatory upstream movements back upstream into the Olifants as well as into the Doring to 

spawning grounds in spring (e.g. Lucas and Batley 1996).  There are still substantial populations of 

endemic cyprinids in the mainstem of the Doring River upstream of the Melkboom site (Mk).  Fish 

surveys conducted here since 2001 have confirmed that significant populations of yellowfish, sandfish 

and unusually large numbers of adult sawfin (which are rare in the remainder of the catchment) persist in 

these reaches.  While bass and bluegill predation limit the recruitment success of fish in these reaches, 

these populations may still occasionally contribute to fish production here. 
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6.3.2. Proposed dams as barriers to fish movement 

The conclusions presented above lead to the following assessments of the likely barrier impacts 

associated with the water-resource developments that were considered in the WODRIS study. 

 

Dam at Melkboom: Unlikely to represent a major barrier to fish movement at the current levels of 

fish in the lower Olifants River. 

Dam at Melkbosrug: Significant populations of yellowfish, sandfish and unusually large numbers of 

adult sawfin persist in the middle and lower Doring River.  A dam located here 

would represent a barrier to fish movement. 

Abstraction weir: As for a dam at Melkbosrug. 

 

6.4. CONCLUSION 

A fishway at Bulshoek Barrage, together with the implementation of the ecological Reserve for the lower 

Olifants River may assist in reinstating some of the links between the lower Olifants River and the Doring 

River, and increasing the populations of indigenous fish in the lower Olifants River, thereby increasing 

carrying capacity of the system, and enhancing the chances of reproductive success of L. capensis, in 

particular.  However, such a rehabilitation programme would need to be accompanied by frequent large 

floods and a reduction of vegetation encroachment in order to clear riffle habitats and reinstate 

connectivity between the pools. 

 

Finally, given the extreme sensitivity of the tributaries, it is suggested that no further water-resource 

developments take place in any tributaries that are identified as high production units for native species, 

and that these rather be rehabilitated and designated aquatic protected areas.  A more rigorous assessment 

of key tributaries will need to involve all stakeholders, but a preliminary assessment may include: the 

Koebee/Oorlogskloof system (sandfish), Biedouw River (sandfish), Matjies/Driehoeks system (yellowfish 

and sawfin), Rondegat River (yellowfish), Boskloof and Ratels Rivers (yellowfish) as well as the reaches 

and tributaries of the Olifants River upstream of the farm Keerom (yellowfish and sawfin) as protected 

areas.
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7. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH 

 

The surveys conducted between 2001 and 2003 were driven largely by immediate management concerns.  

Detecting change and predicting the outcomes of anthropogenic disturbance, however, is difficult where 

baseline data are limited.  There have been limited studies into the ecological requirements of native fish 

of this system (e.g. Gore et al. 1991; Cambray et al. 1997; King et al. 1998), and no studies on their 

interactions with introduced invasive species.  Confidence in the management recommendations that have 

been made in this report and in the WODRIS study (PGWC 2004) on the basis of ‘best available 

knowledge’ is therefore extremely low.  While the current surveys have given some indication of the 

distribution and size-structures of fish in the catchment, they have provided few data upon which to 

develop predictive capacity and have revealed little about the ecology of the native fish.  Until a more 

focussed, detailed, and statistically rigorous sampling regime, combined with experimentation and 

hypothesis testing, is undertaken, recommendations made by ecologists to managers will remain difficult 

to defend. 

 

These surveys suggest that the impact of invasive fish species on the native fish species surpasses any 

other.  The combined impact of invasion and water abstraction, however, has clearly been devastatingly 

detrimental.  A priority for research in this catchment, as much as elsewhere in South Africa, is to 

understand how further modifications to freshwater ecosystems could facilitate the spread of invasive 

species and further enhance their negative impact.  In addition, life history and ecological information on 

the indigenous species is urgently required in order to test existing paradigms regarding the ecological 

requirements of freshwater fish living in these rivers, and possibly mitigate some of the negative impacts 

which may accrue as a consequence of human activities.  In the Olifants and Doring Rivers, however, 

recruitment is either non-existent or extremely episodic in all but the uppermost reaches of tributaries.  

Future studies therefore need to target these reaches. 

 

7.1 RESEARCH PRIORITIES 

Specific information needs on the endemic fish of the Olifants and Doring Rivers are listed and described 

in the following section. 
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7.1.1. Habitat/flow-mediated invasion 

Non-native species appear to be the strongest predictor of the presence/absence of 

indigenous juvenile fish in the Olifants and Doring Rivers.  The continued decline of 

native species is likely to be a consequence of the spread of invasives through the system, 

which may be accelerated by altered habitat or flow conditions.  Identifying which 

environmental variables (e.g. flow, cover, temperature) may be responsible for regulating 

invasive populations would highlight which human activities are likely to be most 

responsible for range extensions.  This information may provide a means of limiting, 

halting, or even reversing invasion.  Because of their overwhelming predominance 

throughout the catchment, bass Micropterus spp. and bluegill sunfish L.  macrochirus 

should be prioritised for research. 

 

7.1.2. Migration – effects of river fragmentation 

It is believed that fragmentation of migration corridors due to artificial barriers and flow 

regulation has affected the dispersal, colonisation, migration – and ultimately recruitment 

– of the large cyprinids in the mainstem of the Olifants River.  Despite circumstantial 

evidence that this has occurred, no studies have examined the role that migration plays in 

the life history of these indigenous freshwater fish species.  This project has developed 

the methods and cultivated links with international research institutions that will make a 

study of the effects of river fragmentation possible as soon as funding becomes available. 

 

7.1.3. Flows necessary to maintain spawning habitat 

The degradation of spawning habitat (sedimentation, riffle encroachment by marginal 

vegetation) due to flow regulation (e.g. downstream of Bulshoek Barrage) is believed to 

have reduced recruitment.  Spawning by Clanwilliam yellowfish has been recorded in 

fast flowing riffles downstream of the Clanwilliam Dam.  A comprehensive 

understanding of spawning habitat is not possible until more spawning sites for the 

Clanwilliam yellowfish can be located and quantitatively described.  Spawning habitat 

requirements for the Clanwilliam sandfish and sawfin are unknown. 

 

7.1.4. Spawning cues 

Modification of temperature and flow in the rivers due to flow regulation is believed to 

reduce frequency of spawning.  An investigation of the temperature and flow conditions 

required to trigger spawning by Clanwilliam yellowfish downstream of the Clanwilliam 

Dam was undertaken by Cambray et al. (1997) and King (et al. 1998).  There is a need to 

corroborate this information with studies from elsewhere in the catchment and extend the 

study to spawning by sawfin and sandfish. 
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7.1.5. Larval/post-larval habitat 

Fish larvae are known to use shallow littoral areas for predator avoidance and as flow 

refugia.  These areas are sensitive to changes in flow and the survival of larvae is 

dependent on their hydraulic stability.  A clearer understanding of the importance of 

these areas for local fish species is required. 

 

7.1.6. Flows to maintain river connectivity or exclude invasive species 

 Aerobic/anaerobic swimming capacity 

Information on the ability of juveniles, sub-adults and adults to 

overcome hydraulic barriers by swimming is important for exclusion 

of invasive fish, for design of fishways, and for defining 

minimum/maximum discharge for migration. 

 Jumping height 

Information is needed on the ability of juveniles, sub-adults and 

adults to overcome hydraulic barriers by jumping. This information 

is important for exclusion of invasive fish and for design of fishways 

for local species. 

 

7.1.7. Population size estimates 

Scientific methods for determining the size of populations need to be advanced in 

freshwater ecosystems in South Africa.  This information is necessary for assessing the 

conservation status of the species, for monitoring changes in population abundance, and 

for determining the vulnerability of populations to research interventions such as 

telemetry.
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