Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH?

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
comgletely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development - Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. 1 believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongaing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one 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’.

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 808 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12Z A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

! oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

Hi2 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

1 oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8BH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike 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 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 hye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| 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 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. 1 believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8BH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-faw will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

I oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye faw 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH?7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike 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 appose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at-present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Iniand Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Eim House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

1 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 passession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-iaw 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law shouid be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. in this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




tnland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8BH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

i oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for praducing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8BH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current Nationa! pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. in this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8BH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe 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 ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7Y

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the propaosed new bye-law 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceabie on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH?7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8BH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as gne of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-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 S50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
{reland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’,

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7?7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| 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 unenfaorceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size an the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s “top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. in this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters hye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises 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 angier can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

I oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that 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’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 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 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
jreland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2013

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. 1 believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s “top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

i oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7?7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe 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 ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Eim House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s “top class pike fisherias’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there wil! be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
jreland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. ane brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
ElIm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

i oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s “top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

I oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8BH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Eim House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on ali other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brawn trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 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 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 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law 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 peaple 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-taw will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”, If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the 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 all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address
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Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

I oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and 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.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. in this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

i oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. 1 believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

i oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for

Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

1 oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. in this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a satmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH?7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| 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-iaw 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

1 oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes' as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-iaw is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

i oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 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 satmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

| oppose the proposed new bye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. 1 believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

| oppose the proposed bye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




