Catriona Bradx

From;

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. ) oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito.//dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new hye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 comnpletely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”, If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent frorm a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito://dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there wili be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.,
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries treland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I,

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpase of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| I

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htto-//dublinoikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size an the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development ~ Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be Jimiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-faw is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law wili adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
tn this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. i oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http'//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a saimonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {(htto://dublinpikeanglers.con)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely cfaim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http.//dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent; 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remaval of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s "top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day,
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeangters.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism an these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it shoutd mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongaing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htto //dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely cfaim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ili-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htto //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

tror: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
praposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Intand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

eror: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are aliowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and jll-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely (||| N

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (httn //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | | R

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR! paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. [ oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland angoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {htto://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remaval of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad andill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htto://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 808 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Irefand’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on ail other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppase any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-taw will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR| paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (h:tp://dublingikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-faw to allow for the remaval of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. [ believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppase any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Irefand ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a sa!monid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitn.//dublinpikeangiers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remova! of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. ! oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | I

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp //dublinpikeansglars com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top ciass pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanzlers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enfarcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
in this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to SOcms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| EEEGzN

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {nttp //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland's ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | ]

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito //dublinoikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. [ oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongeing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your’s Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanglzrs.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Baody:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http://dublinpikeanzlers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o S ]

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | | IR

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {(hitp //dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppoase the proposed new bye-faw to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanszlers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

erom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. { oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a cantact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

erom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less |arge pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
praposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ili-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that

any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http://dublingikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

erom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development ~ Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http.//dublinpikeanclers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | | N

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http//dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law B09 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the intraduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http.//dublingikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 13 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htto://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ilt-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {(hitp //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o [T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that

any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {htto://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o T

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | | | | ] IR

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitp //dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http. //dublinoikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

erom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | IR

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinoikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htio://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

Ta: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely cfaim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. ! oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers "are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o [ |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | |

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanglars.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it shoutd mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From: .

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye faw 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’, | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR! paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Intand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmanid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rram. [ |- o g |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitn.//dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law wilt adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {htto //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

ror: D T T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | ||| |GGz

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp-//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

erom: I

Message Body:

Tao whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 1615

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

eromn: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (httn://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-taw 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that

any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htto://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

trom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remaoval of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 808 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e: one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ili-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitp//dublinpikeanzglers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Intand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ S |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brady

L R A
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

Frar [ S

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely ¢laim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmaonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublingikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. [ oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers "are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ili-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {h:tp://dublinpikeanslers.caom)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: I[nland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for praducing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are aliowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To; Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development ~ Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland's ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
[n this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that

any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {httn //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be fess large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR| paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanzlers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o [T TR

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as saimonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | | EEE

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (it //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From:

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it wili make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. ! oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to SOcms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, ¢can or should be removed
hy virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitp //dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

from: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removat of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland's ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dubtlin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 20138 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ RSl |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development = Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-faw, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

e s T
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19
To: Intand Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR! paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, ¢an or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

Ta: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppase the propased new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law wili adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| [ G

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hito://dublinpikeanzlers.com)




Catriona Bradz

|
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ R RS

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The Nationa! Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Intand Fisheries ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| N

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http.//dublinpikeansiers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there wili be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland's ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I,

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR| paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely |||

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

erom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinnikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

oo [T AR T

Message Body:

Ta whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | I

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp.//dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Saimonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o [ T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be fimiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye Jaw 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Infand Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, ¢an or should he removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form an Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consuitations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remova! of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenfarceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. ! oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o (R

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development ~ Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. ) oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Intand Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| N ]

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htio //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland's ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-faw as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a cantact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hito.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 1619

Tao: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From. [N ) WS |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remaval of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e: one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From. [N P (o N e

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely || | IR

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitp //dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o S R |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new hye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | | I

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {htto //dublinpikeanglars com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o (T T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppase any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Infand Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {(h:itn.//dublinpikeanglers.com)

[



Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o TR

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, ! oppose the proposed new bye-law to altow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely |||

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp //dublinpikeanzlers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 13 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. 1 believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland's ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be remaved

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| |

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: e A |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remova! of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size, Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. 1 oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito://dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 13 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanclers.cam)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject; Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

crom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enfarcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | | ] ]

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-faw as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http //dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradx
“

From:

Sent: 13 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
in this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or shou'd be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a cantact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

erom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development ~ Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form an Dublin Pike Anglers {http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o [ T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye faw 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should he removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http.//dublinpikeangiers.com)




Catriona Bradz
.

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Szlmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rom: [T o e e R |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppase any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that

any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanelers.com)




Catriona Bradx
“

From: :

Sent: 13 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

erom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current Nationa! pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 808 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpase of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| [ | | Gz

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitn://dublinpikeansiers.com)




Catriona Bradx
“

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consuitations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: [ A oo - |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From: ,

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject:. Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National gike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on alf other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is ta help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppase the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanglers.con)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

oy (IO ]

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Deveiopment - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and itl-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito //dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

i R

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development ~ Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
tn this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
palicy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely || ||| Gz

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitn //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [P ¢ ]

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current Nationa! pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR! paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Iniand Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as saimonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz
_

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Infand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o (S TR

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Intand Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitp-//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz
“

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Saimonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o R ST |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | IR

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanszlers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

Fror [ e SR |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of treland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Infand Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitp.//dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely ctaim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: (SRR S S AN |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’, | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR| paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Intand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rom: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. [ believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirrar the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to SOcms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeangiers.com)




Catriona Bradx
s

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Saimonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

crorn: IR

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | appose the proposed new bye-law to aliow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers "are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpase of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {nttp //dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

crom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on ali other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland'’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Irefand ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| [ G

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

e R~

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-faw as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject; Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice 'catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpase of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | SN

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htto //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From;

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Infand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to aliow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-faw as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
in this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’, | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

- D —
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consuitations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the intreduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp //dublinpikeanslers cam)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consuitations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, [ oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remaval of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on alf other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caughtin
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous far producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is nat a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely |||

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (nito //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

O B |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppase the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | ]I

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeansglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current Nationa! pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o, T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 ciearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Iretand ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad andill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Brady

_________________________________ N ——
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

1o P =7 T

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp //dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

oo, T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are aliowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Iretand’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To; Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito.//dublinpikeanzlers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

O i~ TS |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law ta allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Saimonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

Fro: [ A |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that

any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hito //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o, [T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitp.//dublinoikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

e R
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Saimonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

oo [TV ]

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerelv_

This e-mail was sent from a contact form an Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeansiers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

reor: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRi paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp //dublinpikeanzlers com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be remaved
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

crom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to SOcms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http//dublingikeangiers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland's ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ifl-
informed fishery management. ] oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Saimonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

erom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | N

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz
m

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current Nationa! pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of ireland's ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye iaw 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitn://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent; 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remaval of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR! paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Cansultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as peaple may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and jll-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitp //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ R

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it wili make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o (|

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-taw to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current Nationat pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | N

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o T T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s "top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely || || ||| [ |GzN

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers [http://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

fror T T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the propased new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | NN

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

L e R
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o T

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The Nationa! Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR! paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitn //dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz
“

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

ram: SRR |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their passession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the intraduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50c¢ms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, ¢an or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {httn //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

oo [ R |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact farm on Dublin Pike Anglers {http //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

e D
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ S |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enfarcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less |arge pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp.//dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ S o |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

oo R TR

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s 'top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a saimonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http.//dublinpikeanzlers.com)




Catriona Bradx
- D

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers "are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp //dublinoikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx
.

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as saimonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be remaved
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {httn //dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Saimonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angiing
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 808 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| [ EGN

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htip //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx
L~

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o (A T

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enfoercement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. 1 oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| Gz

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

N o -t

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The Nationa! Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of hrown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-taw is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. ! oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ili-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that

any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can ar should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito-//dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: R |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if peaple are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmenid, ¢can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htio://dublinpikeanslers con)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consuitations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

e T

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The Nationa! Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (httn.//dublinpikeanslars.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

oo (TP M

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one aof the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to SOcms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can aor should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.cam)




Catriona Bradz

From: :

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Saimonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o (A T

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Infand Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a cantact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp://dublinpikeanzlers com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consuitations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

1o |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinpikeanslers.cam)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o R P |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR| paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 808 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | NN

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htto://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

EEEEEE——————————— P —
From;
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19
To: Infand Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o [T 7 S

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falfsely claim that any pike found in their passession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development ~ Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR| paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remova! of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htip.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

e S T
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enfarcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESR) paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 51% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http//dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Brad!
L T Y

fFrom:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitn://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ 1 e S|

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are aliowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s “top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (h:tp.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

e

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if peaple are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland's ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitp://dublinpikeanzlers com)




Catriona Brady

L e e I —
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

Ta: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ |

Message Body:

Tao whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new hye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ili-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeangters.com)




Catriona Brady

L e e 1}
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o ]

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as peaple may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http-//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o [T T |

Message Bady:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. i believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their passession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirrar the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as saimonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http //dublinpikeanzlers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and refease’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmanid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | | NN

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeangiers.com)




Catriona Bradx
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From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as peaple may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the intraduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuvine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmanid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

T
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Sa!monid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the remova! of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Infand Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {(hitp://dublinoikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to altow for the remaoval of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
ane of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less arge pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries irefand ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | || |G

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hitp.//dublinpikeanclers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenfarceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ilf-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (http://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent; 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018
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Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpase of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it shoutd mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely_

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito.//dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ | |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 803 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hito://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [~ NN

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers "are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brawn trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hizp //dublinpikeanslers.cam)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

erom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘tap class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as itis unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {http //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mait was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (hito://dublinpikean=lers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rrom: I

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development - Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (bito://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the
waters listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006 completely
unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in their possession were caught in
one of the 7 listed waters. | oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters
are famous for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect
brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day.
In this regard perhaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per
day. | oppose the propased bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ill-
informed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named
under this proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers that
any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| ||| | [ EGGzN

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers (htto.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




