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-
infarmed fishery management. | cppose 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 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 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 shauld 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 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 (htto://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

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 cancern, | 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 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, can or should be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely_

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




Catriona Brady

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

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 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-faw 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-taw, 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://dublinpikeanglers com)

=



Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

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 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 hye 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 Brady

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

From: (R vy ]

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://dublinoikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz

]
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%
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 808 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 perbaps it should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50¢cms 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 (http //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

Fron: [ S e N

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 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 a2 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

From: [ SV 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 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 (htto //dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ NI |

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
propased 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 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 ||| | | | |  EIE

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




Catriona Brady

A —— .
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19
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 wil} 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://dublinpikeanzlars com)




Catriona Brady

L e S e ]
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

Fram: [ L]

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 should mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50¢cms 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 propased 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 ||| GGz

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

From: [ S

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the praposed 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 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongeoing 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 ||| | GGGz

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: [ S A G 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. | appose 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 salmanid, 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 propesed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size an 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 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 || N

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

From [ e e SN

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-
infarmed 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 Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ S |

Message Body:

To whom it may cencern, | 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 ane 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 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ LT ]

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 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 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 Sincerety ||| G

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: [ 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 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”. |f 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 perbaps 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: Intand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From . [ N |

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”. Iif 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)




Ea_itriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

cror [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 {0 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 {nttp://dublinpikeansiers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: RN s 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 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, 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.cam)




Catriona Bradz

]
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consuitations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ RO |

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://dublinpikeansglers com)




E_a_triona Brady

" T —— I
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1Y
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o v [ 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 aliowed to catch and take 4 pike of ANY
size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for Angiing Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as ane 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”. {f 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 Brady

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

From: [ O e S|

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose 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 salmaonid 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!

N
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 Sincerelv_

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




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

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. | oppase 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: Infand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [N N S|

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 lreland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | oppose the
propased 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 he 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

o R 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-
infarmed 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 (||| | | NI

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




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ 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 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 1% 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 hye-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://dublinoikeanglars.com)




Catriona Brady

L L ]
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consuitations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ C

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-faw 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 ||| [ |Gz

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




Catriona Bradx

From: i

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 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-faw 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 Bradx T —————

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Szlmonid 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 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 praposed 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://dublinpikeanzlers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ D ]

Message Body:

To whom it may cancern, | 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 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 on Dublin Pike Anglers (http //dublinoikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: T 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 50¢cms 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 //dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o [ A 10

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. | oappase 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 fisharies that is not a salmonid, can or should be removed
by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely ||| | NGzN

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




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ 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 802 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 saimonid, 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 (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: [

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 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 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

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://dublinpikeanglars.com)




_C_a_ntriona Brady

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

From- [T | 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 B09 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 taw 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://dublinpikeanzlers com)




Catriona Brady

L ]
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Infand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations 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 faisely 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 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 saimonid, 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 Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Infand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

. e 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 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 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://dublinoikeanglers com)




Catriona Brady

R T
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15
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 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 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

croor [T

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 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 famaous 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 ||| | GG

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




Catriona Brady

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

i ("

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
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 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 (htto://dublinpikeanglers.caom)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: 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 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 (http://dublinpikeanszlars com)




_C_atriona Brady

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

SN~ eaumea

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 an 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
proposaed 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 //dublinnikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

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




Catriona Brady

L ]
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

srom: [ 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 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
propased 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 (hitp://dublinoikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz
L |

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 10 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 en Dublin Pike Anglers {hLtp://dublinpikeanzlars.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. | 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 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 ill-
infarmed 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://dublinpikeanclers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o S 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 Sincerelv_

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




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

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 (hito //dublinpiksanglers.com)




Catriona Brad! .

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 hye-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

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 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 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 || R EEEEE

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




Catriona Brady

From: .

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ bWy 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 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 16:14

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 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-empis 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 (http //dublinpikeangiers.com}




Sa.triona Brady

e I —
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 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 salmaonid 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 Saimonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

Fron: [ s 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. 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
propased 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 Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

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 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 (http://dubl npikeanglers com)




Catriona Brady

A T T
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1Y
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 1o 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 Iinland 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

|
From:
Sent: 13 May 2018 16:14
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

e+ 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 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 (htin://dublinpikeancslers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: | N W 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. 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-
infarmed 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 {http://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Brady

. ____________________________ |
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

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 praviding 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 R I —
From: .
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o R~ 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://dublinniksanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o [ I 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 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 ill-
infarmed 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: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ e g 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
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 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.cam)




griona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ e s S SRR

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppase 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-
infarmed fishery management. | oppose the proposed bye-law proaviding 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 ||| | | | | IE

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




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o, AT

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
angiers “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://dublinpikeang|ers.com)




C_Iatriona Brady

o R ——
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 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 lreland 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

. [ |

Message Body:

To whom it may cancern, | appose 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.cam)




_C_a_triona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o (R 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 irout 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)




Etriona Braﬂ

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

From: [Tt SRt iy Ve |

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 Nationzl 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. cne 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-
infarmed 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 Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1Y

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

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://dublinpikeangzlers.com)




Catriona Brad!
1

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

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 ||| [ GGzl

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: [ O = W |

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 £SRI 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-taw 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

i, 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 (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 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 (||| | | N

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

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 Sincerelv_

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




Catriona Brady

L ]
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
unenfarceable an 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-
infarmed 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 (nito//dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Brady

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 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 cam)




Catriona Brady

L e~~~
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

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 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://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

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 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 SO0cms 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

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

From: [ 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 -

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

rrom [ W

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-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 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 ||| N

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




Catriona Brady
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From: d
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15
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 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://dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Brady
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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 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://dublingikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

T eyt

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 ||| Gz

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




Catriona Brady

o R
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1Y
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

Fron: [ L3~ 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.cam}




Catriona Brad!
s U

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 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 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 (http://dublinpikeanglers con)




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 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://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

reon 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-
infarmed 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 {http.//dublinpikeanglers com)




ﬂriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Saimonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [T Se |

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 an 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 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 //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 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-
infarmed 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 ||| | | NI

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




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 13 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [y O]

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose the proposed new bye-law 1o 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 Brad!

N —
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmanid Waters Bye-Law 2018

ez m: [ PR |

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-//dublinpikeanzlers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

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. 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 cantact 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

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, 1 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 ||| |Gz

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

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 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 ane 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 [N ¢ s 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 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 (httn://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ W A 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 brawn 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 Bradx

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ SRR e 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 SO0cms 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://dublinpikeangiers com)




Catriona Brady
]

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

v [ 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 {hitp.//dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland 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 8089 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 salmanid, 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: [ 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 SO0cms 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 [ 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 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 shauld 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 Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From - [ PSP

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 Brady

L ]
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ 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-iaw, 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 ||| | | | }  JNER

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

o [ |

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’. 1 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.//dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Brady

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

From: [ VNN |

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 peopte 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 ane 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. 1 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 16:14

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 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 (hitp://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Infand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ v |

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 (hitp://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz
.}

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

- v 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 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://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradx
o N —

From: !

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o, [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 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 16:19
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [E R R N 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

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: | v+ R |

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 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-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 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 ||| | [ GEN

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




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

St o |

Message 8ody:

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 ||| ||| EGTGN

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




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

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 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 (hito //dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz
o

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consuitations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

B e T3

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppase 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 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 (http://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent; 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

Fram; [ 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-faw 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 Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

oo R P 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-taw 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 _

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




Catriona Brady

s M
From:
S5ent: 18 May 2018 16:15
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

. R |

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 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 £SRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly states that 61% of brown trout
angiers “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 //dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From: ;

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

“rom; [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://dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Brady

L I
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 an 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 reland 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

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//dublinoikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent; 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From; [ R TT |

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
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 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 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
unenforceahle 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
pelicy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empis 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 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 (hitp.//dublinpikeansglers.com)




Catriona Brady
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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 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 S0cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries lreland ongoing review of pike
policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This makes for bad and ifi-
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 Brady
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From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Intand 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 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-//dublinpikeansiers.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 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 ane 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

rom: [ 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 [aw 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 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 (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: [ E S PR

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. 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 {httn://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.
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

o R TSR]

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://dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

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 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://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
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 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongaoing 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://dubbinoikeanglers.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 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 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-faw 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://dublinpikeangiers com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

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 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 Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

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 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 shauld be removed

by virtue of this designation. Your's Sincerely _

This e-mail was sent from a contact form an Dublin Pike Anglers {http://dublinpikeanslaers cam)




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 wilt 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 {aw 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 il-
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

L ]
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

S 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 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 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 ||| G\

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




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o, BT G|

Message Body:

To whom it may cancern, | 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 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 {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: |

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 803 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 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://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 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 50cms per
day. | oppose the proposed bye-faw 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 16:15

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ S 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 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 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 (hitp //dublinpikeanzlers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Infand 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-taw 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 (hitp://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations 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 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 ||| | N

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




Catriona Brady

L -~ ]
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland 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 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 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 {htip://dublinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Intand Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ t | 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 lreland’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 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 salmanid, 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 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 16:15

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 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 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 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 Natianal 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
angiers “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 (hitp://dublinpikeanslers.com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o v AT

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | appose 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 (hitp://dublinpikeanglers.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 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 (http://duslinpikeanglers com)




Catriona Brady

b o |
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: [ ST 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 remaved
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

o S —
From:
Sent: 18 May 2018 16:15
To: Inland Fisheries
Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

R b s, 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 |ess 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 {htto://dublinpikeanzlers.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. 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 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 I

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




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

v R PR

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 lreland 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 {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 [ VR

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 (htto://dublinpikeanslers com)




Catriona Brady

L - > mmWw e - e—
From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

e [ T |

Message Body:

To whom it may concern, | oppose 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 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 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 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

rom: [ R S 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 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 brawn 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 (http://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.
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 (hitp //dublinpikeanglars 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 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

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’. | oppase 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 {imiting 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 (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: [ N g 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 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 Bradz
P

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

ror [ R 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 {nttp://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 13 May 2018 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

Fro: [ i e N

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
angiers “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 //dublinoikeangiars. com)




Catriona Brad!

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:19

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From- [ 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 50¢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, ¢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 Brady

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

From [ DI % |

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 16:1%

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

o N

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 ||| G

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: [ 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 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://dublinpikeanzlers.com)




Catriona Bradz

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: Inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From;: [ R 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 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 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

From: [ 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’. | 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 ||| Gz

This e-mail was sent from a contact form on Dublin Pike Anglers {hitp //dublinpikeanglars.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 Nationa! Strategy for Angling Development — Market
Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’. | appose 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://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

From:

Sent: 18 May 2018 16:14

To: inland Fisheries

Subject: Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018

From: TR 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 ciaim 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. 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 Angiers (hiip://dublinpikeanglers.com)




Catriona Brady

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

v, [ 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 (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 & P 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.//dublinpikeanslers.com)




