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

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

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”, |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 ONEOIing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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

Earisvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

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

Earlsvaie Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

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

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

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 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 8089 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 hye-law as it undermines the current Inland Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

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

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,
E!m House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8BH7

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
mircor the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

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

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

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

| 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




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

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

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

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.

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

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

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’.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

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

Earfsvale Road

Cavan Town

H1Z ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

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

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
{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”. (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 hye-law to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

{ oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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,
E!m 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”. |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 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.

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

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The 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 shouid
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 ail other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of 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 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 enfarcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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 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 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 ane of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 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 unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 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 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 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 ane of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

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

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

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

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated S5almonid 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. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 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. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
£lm 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.

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

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

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

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

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 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. 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 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




Intand 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’.

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 ane 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

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.

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

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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. 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 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




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

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises 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 peaple may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

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

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.

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 ane of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

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

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 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’.

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

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

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

Signed
Name
Address




tnland 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




Intand 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'.

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

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

Hi12 ABH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

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

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

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 808 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

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

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

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 Iniand Fisheries Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

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

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communicaticns, 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’.

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

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

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

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

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

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 ASH7

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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.

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 cizim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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

H1i2 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
Iretand’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

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

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

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

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 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 saimonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Intand 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.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises 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 satmonid, 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 unenfarceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. {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
shouid be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

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

Earlfsvale 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 ABH?7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

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

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
propased bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as 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-faw 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 purpase of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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 8089 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this 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 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
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 Mational pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 faisely 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 wilt adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'.

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

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,
Eim House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 A8H7

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
mirrar the current pike bye 1aw 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

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

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

Signed
Name
Address




Intand 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’.

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

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

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 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 angiing
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’'.

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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, Ciimate 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 8089 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

| oppose any change in pike bye law 809 of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and 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 ESR! paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per day.

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

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

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 salmenid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Intand 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 an these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

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

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

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

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. 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 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 il-informed fishery management.

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

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 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.

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




Intand Fisheries Division

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

Earisvale Road

Cavan Tawn

HiZ 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.

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

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

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

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

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

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 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 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 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.

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 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 iess large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries'.

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 peopie are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

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

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

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

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

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

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

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

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

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

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

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 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 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 ABH?7

Re: Draft Designated Saimonid 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.

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.

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 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 aliow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it wili make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 ane of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

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

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 S0cms 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,
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 fisheries’.

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 ali other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

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

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 shouid
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 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 ESR! paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per day.

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmaonid, 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-iaw to allow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a 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 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-faw 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 ESR1 paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one hrown trout of up to 50cms per day.

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 arge pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s "top class pike fisheries’.

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

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

Dept. of Communications, Climate Action and Environment,
E!m 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 hy 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

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.

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 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 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. 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'.

1 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”. [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 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 80% of 2006 on the named waters as these waters are famous
for producing specimen pike and the introduction of the bye-law will adversely affect pike angling
tourism on these waters as there will be less large pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’,

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

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

| oppaose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

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

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 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 ane of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a 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 ESR! paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to S0cms per day.

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

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

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

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 wili make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

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

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 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 faisely 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 ili-informed fishery management.

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

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 Ireland ongoing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group’s findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 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 angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 |arge pike to catch if people are allowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

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

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

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

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.

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 20138

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

| oppose any change in pike 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 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.

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

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
freland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

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

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

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

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.

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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
freland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 Desighated 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. 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,
Elm House

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H12 ABHY

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 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 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

H1Z 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.

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

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 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 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 enfarcement of the current National pike bye-law 8089 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it 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 infars
that any existing 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

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.

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

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

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

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-iaw, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing species of fish living at present within these fisheries that is not a salmonid, can or
should be removed by virtue of this designation.

Signed
Name
Address




Inland Fisheries Division

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

Earisvale 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.

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

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 2018

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

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

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

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

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

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. 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 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. 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 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 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
treland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. If
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 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 aliow for the removal of 4 pike of any size on the waters
listed. | believe that it will make enforcement of the current National pike bye-law 809 of 2006
completely unenforceable on all other waters as people may falsely claim that any pike found in
their possession were caught in one of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

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

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’.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 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.

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
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and Fisheries Divigin ]
Email: injand.fisheries@dccae.qgov.ie o
F.'7 House
Minister Sean Kyne i Earlsvale Road , Cavan,
Minister of State for Community Development, Natural Resources and Digital Develo

Government Buildings
Dail Eireann

May 15th 2018
Public Consultations Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law 2018 Observation

Dear Minister,

i write to make an observation with regard the proposed Designated Salmonid Waters Bye-Law.

This proposed Bye-law provides for the designation of the waters and their tributaries, specified
in the Schedule {Lough Sheelin, Lough Corrib, Lough Mask, Lough Carra, Lough Conn, Lough
Cullin and Lough Arrow) to be managed primarily for the benefit of salmonid species.

The Bye-law also introduces a daily bag limit of 4 pike in those waters. Putting or transfer of any
fish species to the designated waters shall require a written application to Inland Fisheries
Ireland (iF1) and is only permitted with the written consent of IF1.

| feel the proposed Bye-Law if introduced would be a retrograde step that would have a
significant negative impact on angling in this country. In particular, pike anglers, both Irish and
International spend millions of euro each year in pursuit of their sport and it is vital that
Government policy does not interfere with this.

The total economic contribution of recreational angling in Ireland is approximately €755 million
with an estimated 406,000 individuals having participated in angling over the course of 2012,

This figure includes 252,000 domestic Irish anglers, 41,000 trips from Northern Irish anglers and
113,000 from overseas markets. The estimated 252,000 Irish anglers represented some 7% of
the adult population aged 15 years or more.

According to the IFI report the combined total of the expenditure calculations relating to domestic
day trip and domestic overnight pike anglers amounts to €69 million per annum.

The Economic Contribution of Pike Angling in Ireland (2015) concludes: "Pike and coarse
angling in Ireland can provide significant economic benefits to rural and peripheral regions whose
natural angling resources can attract both domestic and overseas angling participants. In many
cases these rural areas may be devoid of any alternative tourist attractions and angling can
provide an important and sustainable source of income for both the catering and accommodation
service providers in these marginalised communities.”

28 Pearse Street, & Mill View, Main 5t., Waorking with:
Athlone, Co Westmeath. Ballymahon, Co. Longford.

Tel.  (090) 6493604 Tel. (090)76438482 Clir. Ailish McManus

Mob. (086) 259 7744 €] Facebook: BaxerMoranTD Clir. Michael OBrien
Emaii: kevin.moran®@unireachtas.ie B Linkedin: Kevin Boxer Motan
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f know from my own first-hand experience, for example, of how successful the Lough Ree
International Pike Festival 2018 has been to the local area.

Furthermore, issues will arise, if this Bye-Law is implemented, in what is to happen with the
bagged pike and how such pike are to be disposed of. The species is generally fished as a
hobby and once weighed is released back to the water. Indeed, it is very questionable if the
proposed Bye-Law will have any effect on reducing or eradicating Pike numbers on the
suggested lakes.

As an angler, great care must be taken to ensure angling interests are protected into the future
and this can only be done by rejecting the implementation of this proposed Bye-Law.

Yours sincerely

Ko Baree Mozad
Kevin '‘Boxer' Moran

Minister of State

28 Pearse Street, 6 Mill View, Main St., Working with:
Athlone, Co Westmeath. Ballymahon, Co. Longford.

Tel.  (090) 6493604 Tel. (090)*6438482 Clir. Ailish McManus
Mahb. (086) 259 7744 B3 Facebook: BoxerMoranTD Cllr. Michael OBrien
Email: kevin.moran@aireachtas.ie i3 Linkedin: Kevin Baxer Maran




Inland Fisheries Division

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

Earlsvale Road

Cavan Town

H1Z 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. 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.

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,
Eim 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.

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 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 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 ane of the 7 listed waters.

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

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

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

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

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 aliowed to catch and
take 4 pike of ANY size. Genuine pike anglers practice ‘catch and release’. The National Strategy for
Angling Development — Market Research 2015 recognises the ‘Great Western Lakes’ as one of
Ireland’s ‘top class pike fisheries’.

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

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

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

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-iaw 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 ongaing review
of pike policy in designated wild brown trout waters and pre-empts the review group's findings. This
makes for bad and ill-informed fishery management.

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

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

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

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

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 shouid
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

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

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




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

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 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 designaticn.

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 SOcms 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.

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 salmaonid, 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 heip protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this regard perhaps it should
mirror the current pike bye law 809 of 2006 i.e. one brown trout of up to 50cms per day.

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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.

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 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,
E!m 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 A8BH7

Re: Draft Designated Salmonid Waters bye-law 2018

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

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

| oppose the proposed new bye-law as it is unnecessary. The ESRI paper 563 of May 2017 clearly
states that 61% of brown trout anglers “are negatively disposed towards pike stock management”. if
the purpose of the bye-law is to help protect brown trout then the bye-law should be limiting the
number and size of the brown trout an angler can take per day. In this 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 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 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 2013

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

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

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

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

| oppose the proposed bye-law providing for the designation of the waters named under this
proposed bye-law, their tributaries and distributaries as salmonid waters, if such designation infers
that any existing 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 ASBH7

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




