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Dear Members,

For quite some time now, it Seems, I and others have had to badger you into
doing your stuff as far as producing suitable articles for the Bulletin is coneeorned.

Por an equally~1onghtime,-I~huva~hapa&“and“prayu&“tuat*““una"ﬁna“=“1“iﬂﬂiﬂ"ﬂl‘tﬁt!‘tb“!tj%?
thankyou for your efforts, Now, at last, I can and do. I thank every one of you who have -
played your part and produced an article for the Bulletin. The articles are coming along .
quite steadily at the present time, and what fine articles they are, too. They should il
Provide you with adequate reading and something to get your. teeth into. If you do not
agree with what has been written, then DO write something in reply. Don't just write
saying that you feel it is so much codswallop =~ put something down in writing as to how
Jou arrive at that conclusion. That will be comstructive. Useful discussion is a thing we -
have been & trifle short of at times in the past. We have weathered a few storms and have
come through, but now we have things really rolling again we have the opportunity to make
this Club, through the medium of your Bulletin, even stronger than ever before. Do try.

The public Enquiry held at Boston, Lincs, in which anglers at large who cared
for their way of angling did battle with the giants from the Anglian Water Authority, was
& very interssting affair. We will endeavour to produce a special report on the enquiry -
for you, but suffice for the time being to say that I feel we came out of it very well.
Justice, I have found, is a peculiar thing the outcome of which I would not dare o :
speculate. So I will not wave any flags as yet, but say that I¥F justice IS done, then we
must surely have won several of the pointe about which we disagreed with the A.V.A.

I mist $ell you that the Anguilla Club was strongly and ably represented by a wiihss
“Darrister at law provided for us by the N.A.8.G. , and the thanks of ‘eath one 6f owr T
members must be due to them. The N.A.S.G..were also represented by Alan Beat who spoke !
very strongly in support of us regarding close season eel fishing, as well as on other
topics being pursued by the National Association. Our owm Chairman, Brian Crawford,
presented an excellent cage and stood up very well under cross examination by the enemy.:

One could not let this subject go by without praising the efforts of Brian 3
Crawford and Mrs Crawford for their efforts in entertaining, feeding and housing myself, -
Alan Beat and the lady Barrister. They were put to considerable inconvenience what with :.
the prolonged discussion of tactics, the clicking of typewriters and the duplicating of
written material until well into the early hours of morning. Thankyou, both.

Aell, the new season is at hand, and I trust that due preparation has been mads
for I expect that you are all straining at the leashe. Far be it for me to lecture you, bgﬁ
you should all be aware thaet Water Authority Rod licences arerequired. I do not like the -
present laws, and will oppose them whenever the opportunity arrises. Yot because a law is
& bad one, or even though it is bad, there is little excuse for breaking it I!m afraid. A
So keep your noses clean and do not bring yourself -~ or the Club - into disrspute, I do ' -
wish each one of you the very best of sport and may good fortune attend your efforts. This
vubilee year would be a fitting time to record an eel of six pounds or over on our troph;f

We do now have' a brand new eleotronisdnclnnsr,_andﬂlhda:awsa;_ﬁhpﬁhiﬁ_uilkthﬂ?;ggg
pPut to good use in the coming months or even years, by your very able secreiary Terry and
his assistant. - :

The first of many feature articles we hope to send to the new angling monthly ..
*Coarse Angler® has been sent to the publishers and the author, Dave Holman, will recaivg

payment for same direct from them. Te Editors have shown considerable interest in the 4"
Anguilla Club and wish to receive regular news of the Club. They will allow us editorial :
space without charge, and will pay for any suitable featurs article. Bemember, however, AT
that any material must first be submitted to us., In that respect I have to tell you that bl
your Chairman has asked if I am willing to act as P.R.0. as John Watson has expressed tho'ff
wish to drop thet post. I have confirmed that I am willing, and therefore all articles for"
the Press - apart from indignant letters of protest that is - should come to me. ‘

A.J.Sutton,.
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A COMPARISON BETWEEN SECTION, DEAD AND LIVEBAITS.
By; Terry Jefferson.

Livebaiting for eels is a subject which has come in for a fair amount of discussion
in the last year or two. I think that possibly the main reason for this has been the
reported captures of eels of a good average size on livebaits intended for pike. Every
season, good eels turn up to pike anglers, accidentally on livebaits.,... or are they
accidents? I think noti It happens too often for it to be accidental.

However, is it a method the eel angler could use to improve his results?

I decided to give the method a try last season to see for myself how livebait would
compare against dead and more especially, section baits.

Although one season's results are not enough to reach any firm conclusions, I will
try to give a practical appraisal of the method of livebaiting compared with the other
more established methods.

" With section baits, the average size of section used by most anglers seems to be
between one and two inches, be they head, tail or middle sections. The hook is normally
well hidden with Jjust the bend and point exposed.

One of the main ideas behind section baits is to hit the eels soon after picking up
the bait, if not immediately, whether the reason be to make sure the eel cannot reach
snags or weed before swallowing the bait, or to simply improve the chances of lip hooking
the eel instead of the more common trace dissappearing dovn the throat trick.

With the size of the section baits, you do stand a far better chance of lip hooking
the eels. There will obviously be a fair proportion of misses as there are with any method
but if the eel is of a reasonable size then the chgnces of hooking such a fish with a quick
strike are greatly improved because the eel is perfectly capable of engulfing the bait as
soon as it picks it up.

Obviously there are areas where section baits could be taken by much smaller eels,
instance the tadpole eels of the Norfolk Broads and Lincs where five or six inches dead-
baits seem to present few problems to all but the eels under about I3lbs., but the chance
c¢f lip hooking the eels is still greatly improved.

Vhen using whole deadbaits, the main problem which faces the eel angler is one which
has always been with us, and I don't think we will find a sure fire solution, and that is
when to strike in order to stand a chance of hcoking the eel somewhere near the front of
the mouth where the hooks can be easily removed.

Obviously, noone wants to risk loosing what could be a big eel, as there is no way of
knowing how big an eel is when it picks up the bait, and as a result of that, I think we
all tend to delay the strike a little bit longer in order to make sure of hooking the eel
and invariably it turns out to be deep hooked.

It's fairly normal practice when fishing with whole deadbaits to wait until the
traditional second run has started before hitting the fish.

The eel normally picks up the bait across the flanks, certainly in my experience, as
has been shown by the marks on dropped baits, or baits that have just been taken and the
strike failed to make contact. The eel then moves off with the bait, maybe inches, or
sometimes many yards,(like the Bala eels,), eventually stopping to turn the bait before
swallowing it and then moving off again.

I havn't had the courage to try it yet,(has anyone else?), But 1t would seem that
the best chance of lip hooking the ecls would be to hit them shortly after the first run
has stopped, say 5-8 secs. Cbviously, there is still a chance of missing the eel, or it
might have Jjust dropped the bait, in which case your not likely to catch it anyway, but
it just might be a way of getting scme sort of consistency into lip hooking the eels,
instead of the all too regular deep hooking.

The only drawback I can forsee is that with astationery eel it is necassary to wind .-
right down to the fish before hitting it, with the risk that the eel will feel the build
up of tension in the line and eject the bait before the strike can be made, whereas with
a running eel, tightening up to the fish is so much easier 2s the eel does half the work
for you, plus the fact that the ecl may have already swallowed the bait making ejection
almost impossible,

When fishing with livebaits, similar problems arise as when fishing deadbaits, for
example, when to strike.
Plus one other which tends to put me off the method, and that is the fact th?t the..
. (cont'd
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«ece.o.ho0k is almost entirely outside the bait, together with the trace, whether the bait
be hooked through the lips or the tail.

With a lip-hooked bait, the obvious problem is that when the eel turns the bait to
swallow, it gets a mouthful of metal before it tastes anything it expects to. To my mind,
not a very desirable situation. I have tried this using smallish hooks down to size four
and six which might help to alleviate the problem mentioned above, but then the problem
arises as to whether a hook of that size would find a decent hook-hold, particularly as
when the strike is made, the hook may remain pointing in the wrong direction, that is to
say down the throat, not being able to swivel round between the bait and the side of the
eels throat. )

Perhaps the best, easiest and most effective way of fishing livebaits would be to
tail hook the bait, That way the hook is ajmost certain to be pointing in the right
direction when the strike is made, plus the fact that if the eel has already started to
swallow the bait, the chances are that the hook will still be somewhere near the front of
the eelc mouth.

In conclusion, I would say that all of the aforementioned methods have their good and
bad points which I have by no means covered fully, and I don't think it is possible to
say that any one method is better than the others.

It's all too easy to fall into the groove of finding some success with a particular
method, and then to use it to the almost total exclusion of all others.

Different waters and varying conditions call for a continually changing and varied
approach, and it is up to us all to see that every possible method is given a chance.

We should all endeavour to prove that eel fishing is not the stereotyped pastime it
is often reckoned to be, and can so easily become..........do you not agree?

HOW WRONG CAN YOU BE!

By; Terry Jefferson.

Many of you will have heard of the Liesure Sport waters at Broxbourne in Herts. They
were to be the venue for the Club trip last Summer, but we had to change venue at the
last minute.

Anyway, Chris Davy, Ken Goward and I first fished Brozbourne about 4 years ago. Our
main quarry at that time were Tench in the summer and Pike in the winter.

We had modest success with both species, but nothing to set the Angling world alight.
We often discussed the eel potential of the waters, and we agreed that they undoubtably
had everything going for them; situated right nest to the River Lea, but virtually Prison
waters. Very rich in weed growth with an abundant supply of natural food. Established
rravel workings, they just had to hold some massive eels just waiting to be caught.

NO NIGHT FISHING!

We didn't want to risk poaching the waters at night. It might jeapordise our chances
of night fishing in the future, and the River Lea was patrolled at night by groups of
Baillifs Jjust looking for trouble.

A11 we could do was fish on in the hope that one day we might be able to night fish
the place legally.

Then...... .1lo and behold, Liesure Sport introduced night fishing at Broxbourne last
year for the first time.

This is it we thought, we're made.

We teamed up with Arthur Sutton and felt sure that each season would be good for a
couple of sixes, fives coming out every month, and so many three's and four's that you
couldn't go anywhere without walking on them.

HOW WRONG CAN YOU BE!

In all the time we spent there, which was considerable, we failed to get one positive
eel run......not even a bootlace on worm. We know the eels are in there, big sods as well,
but where are they?

Arthur has had experience of the Lea valley waters before, and they have normally
proved to be late season producers, but surely we should haveﬁhad some indication of the
presence of eels. All we got was a couple of small pike.’

There is one idea I thought about a bit but never actually tried last year.

We know of a couple of good eels taken on worm in daylight by Tench anglers, so why
not give it a tryTeoceccceccaons Has anybody else?
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WIRE TRACES- THE PRO'S AND CON'S.

By; Dave Holman.

I read with interest, Kelvin Hardman's recent article on wire traces and was
immediately saddened that still the same old arguments are raised by the users of this
item of tackle for eel fishing.

Kelvin suggested in his piece that we should all use traces, come what may and even
said that he was surprised that many eel anglers don't like them.

I don't like them Kelvin, the reason is extremely simple. I reckon at a conservative
estimate that they will cut down your chances of a good run by at least 50%, no matter
how long or short they are. Having said that, I do believe that traces have a part to
play, albeit a small one in my part of the country. . )

One of our main problems as an eel group searching for more and larger eels, is that
we remain convinced that heavy tackle is required to land the big fish we seek. We are
horrified at the prospect of our giant prey breaking free when hooked and consequently,
our tackle strength is far in excess of anything that is required.

I was delighted that Kevin Richmond wrote of the merits of lighter tackle in a recent
Bulletin and that since adopting this approach, he has enjoyed much better fishing. Good
luck to you Kev, I sincerely hope that your sport continues to improve.

Whats all this to do with traces?, you may ask. Every time that someone advocates a
return to our traditional set up of 31b test curve rods, I51b line, wire traces etc., it
sows the seed of doubt in any members mind who may be thinking of changing or modifying
their gear or tactics. Instead, they play safe and continue with fackle more suited to
landing dock-yard conger.

Just take a quick look at the six figure rod hours for the last decade and then say
without blinking, "Yes, we are right to continue as we are.'

My own sport took a nose dive when I first joined the Club and plckeé up the habit of
using wire traces, now I know better!

Firstly, imagine if you will, a set up for fishing worms, it doesn't matter how you
attach the hook, there is either a huge knot or a doubled length of 251b nylon coated
trace wire just where you least want it-right at the bait.

No wonder so many eels drop the bait-wire traces on worm tackle is just not acceptable
to me.

With deadbaits, the join with the hook is at least hidden in the bait fish. However,
many eels just will not accept this springy rigid stuff flapping about at the back end of
the bait., Whatever the reason for this, more runs peter out than is ever acceptable.

Why do we use wire traces then,-to hinder our chances?

Eels will bite through nylon, make no mistake about that, but only if they have
sufficient teeth to do so, and here lies the key to my argument.

As some eels are long, some fat, have pointed heads or different colourings, so some
eels are equipped with considerable dental gear while others have teeth of more modest
proportions. The reason is obvious enough - it depends simply on the eels diet.

Some anglers will tell you that eels eat a mainly fish diet but this is completely
untrue. Eels are highly adaptable and where other species struggle to attain a few inches,
eels grow to a good size even in such places as ponds and canals. No other fish can claim
to be so highly efficient at making the best possible use of its enviroment than our
friend the Anguilla.

Certainly they eat small fish when little or nothing else is available, even turn
canmibal in some instances, but given the chance, our guarry will seek a life of picking
and choosing the finer delicacies in his habitat rather than see off the carrion that some
misguided writers wculd have us believe.

On many waters, eels just don't need these nylon chomping teeth and consequently they
don't develop as the eels grow, as they would on other eels living where the main food
gsource is fish.

So very often this question of using a trace doesn't even arise. Don't take my word
for it, next time you catch a few eels from different venues, check their teeth yourself.

Another vital point often overlooked when considering wire traces, is the angler him-
self. If you insist, as some people do, in murdering your eels to the bank immediately you
hook them, then you will need a trace. Play your eels carefully and with respect as you
would any other species and don't be in a hurry to get the eels out. This way I have dealt
with many good eels with lines down to 41b.B.S. Each water, or even swim, you fish should
dictate your tackle and method needs. Don't be stereotyped. Keep your options open.

S0 Kelvin, I havn't had the pleasure of meeting you, but please think before you clip
on your next wire trace.....a... . .is it really necgssary?
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~ TRACES.

By; Henry Hansen,

In the last Bulletin (Vol 14 No3) there was an excellent litsle plece by Kelvin Hardman
on whether fels knew about traces. I would like to chip in with a fevw words, as I hope
many others will have done (I hope @ dont miss the follow up issue). Its articles such
as Kelvins that are the very guts of &Zel fishing and thinking. One that we all should
have very definite views about.

I freely admit that my first four or five years Lel fishing was done without wire traces.
I used to use threec foot of mono of about 201b bs. Of course each trace length was
rejected as soon as a fish had been caught on it. Neither I nor John Szechlowicz (A past
club member) actually lost any fish whilst using this arrangement, but a few friends did
(They were more brutal then us!). A very large mumber of Hels (Up to 471b) were taken in
this way, but warning signs were soon apvarent. At the time, most of the places we fished
were open clay pits that held no real snags for fels to get hold of. But it was soun very
noticeable that even small fish could cause considerable danage to the mono traces.

- started to switch over by usin;, both mono and wire traces, so that a direct comparision
could be nade. On the waters we fished at that time the use of a wire trace had no
noticeable detrimental effects, so I switched to then completely. As I said, in the waters
we fished at that time the fish were so thick on the ground that I firmly believe that
they could have been caught on any terminal arrangement. But actuwally, I feel certain
that in both hard fisied waters and those of the natural type (ie hitemere), the use

¢f a wire trace could be detrimental. By this I mean that do you sacrifice sport by using
a trace, knowing that when and if you ho.k your fish, you should land it? Or else do you
forget the frace, get more runs and hope that your line is up to it? Obviously it is up

%o the individual to choose his terminal gear, such that he has the best chance of catchiag
the calibre of fish he is after. But other Tactors come into the argucment of whether to
uze a trace or not, more of this later.

‘e to the actual trace make up. I personally use the plastic covered multi strand vire,
dlack Seal to be precise, I will continue to use this wntil my supply runs out (Very soon)
probably will then use some of this lHarlinSteel stuff. Bob Croxhall showed me some at
Zra last year and it certanly impressed me. Now Kelvin in his article, said that he

used about 20 inches of wire so that it was supple. Wow this is sound reasoning but
2qually so is the use of a stiff trace. I quote from a past article from A.J.Sutten

.70l 11, o1, page 7) "Recollections of Jack Bellamys come to mind. Jack used piano wire,
rzally stout stuff, the wire protruded some fourteen inches from %he anal vent of the
dead bait, the idea beins that vhen an el took the bait crosswise, the line commected
to the wire was held away from the Eel. I never knew Jack +o experience an abortive run!
liake you think doesnt it! Incidentally whats the average breaking strain of piano wire?

3
I

12 the trace is supple. there is avery real chance that as the Zel swims away with the
tait crosswise, the trace will bend (Towards the Zel). There is then the likelyhood of

%he swivel hitting the side of the Rels body. This could scarse it enough to drop the bait ,
or equally, it could cause it to give you a faster run., ‘hersas if the trace is rizid

aid sticks out at right angles to the Dels direction of travel the swivel cannot possbly
come into contact with the Zels side. Obviously though, there is a zreater probability

of the trace and lme fouling some underwater obsiruction if ihe trace is rigid, At least

a supple trace would be slipsreamed (To a certain extent) by the sel wish +he probability
of hitting less obstructions.

I

In my opinion, the trace should be a compramise betwesn the tuo types. This can be dictated
=0 a large extent by the actual lenght of trace wire used. A% present, I use about

Tifteen inches. I greatly lock forward to the results of the new repcerting scheme vhich
should give us valuable information regarding the merits of using traces, their lengins

and composgitions.,
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Incidentally, although I have only mentioned two types of trace material (Mono and Yire)
I realise there are a great many others. I did start using braided terylene as the

hook length, especially when vorm fishing. This I thought would cut throukgh thick weed
far better then mono. Of course a wire trace would do this, but braided terylrme is both

“lighter and limper. I stopped using this when Steve Hope had several bite offs. I would

greatly appreciate other people experiences on other trace materials.

As I said previously, there are other factors that need to be condidered before a choice
can be nade if vhether or not to use a trace. Namely the kind of Eel that you expect to
catch, I dont mean the size, but the actual physical make up of the fish in the waters
you fish. Dave Holman has repeatedly stressed that ih the waters he fishes (Cheshire
Meres, Shropshire union canal) a trace is simply not necessary. This is because the Bels
have hardly any pronounced teeth and also have small heads (iidthwise). I feel sure also
(Plus from some experience o.: these vaters) that with feeding on worms, lecches and weeds
the Eels are far more choosy over what they eat and the appearance of what they might
eat. Being more choosy, due to the abundance of natural food, they have a far better
chance to feel the trace. I am sure a short chat with Dave will confirm this. But try
not using a trace at Bala or a Morth Lincolnshire pit and see vhat happens! Up here
we have the infamous "Tadpole t;pe idels" A breed that .Alan Hawkins did not nention vhen
he gave his talk at Nottingham last year. These type of Eels are usually about 2 to 31lb
+n length and head size, but the rest of taeir body is that of a ten owice bootlace.
They have mouths and teeths like Pike: They can chew through mono in naught seconds flat.
This is the reasons why we use very large baits. Actually they are really strange fish,
because once they reach three pounds, the rest of their body catcies up with the head
(Proportion wise). I am not lying vhen I say I have seen Steve Hope land pound Zels on
ten inch Roach manytimes. Greedy isnt the word!

It is tae altter point, one of physical characteristics that is overlooked by a lot of
people. In"the press recently there was an article by Phil Smith and also in the past
by Bob Jones. ihilst I am not trying to knock them (How can I with their records), they
really piss me off vwhen they make such swveeping statementsas,':hy use a trace"? I've
landed some nice Zels to 8 pound and not needed them" Bob Jones, and "The use of a wire
trace is a matter of personal choice? Phil Smith. Both these anglers, from photographic
evidence, fish waters where the Lels are small headed and hence have no pronounced sets
of teeth. Phil Smith practically admits this when he recomuends the use of a bleak on a
size Ten hook. As for Bob Jones, he fished a water witha fair head of BEels and practically
no other fish (Zxcept a few Urout). Hence he could use orm for bait, this being why he
didnt ever use a trace. He never mentioned this slight detail. Its alright advocating
*sing certain methods and tackle, but you must fully elaborate on the conditiond under

“vhich it is to be used and the type and size of Eels to be expected.

Jell I've said my fourpennyworth, for the time being! Kelvin lets hope you have started
something, something which is picked up by others. Afker all, if we are consiantly think.
ing about such fundamental problems as this, and equally, coming up with the tight answers,
then we can beisure that this clubs members remain progressive and not Stereo Typed,

A

A TS IDSAS, AMD 1IY S£ASON.

By: WOLY HOLLZRBACH.

Eel fishing, a much neglected theme in thc press or in books. Apart from a Tew more
enlightened writers, vho for the most part regard iels as only good for the pot. So, how
do we improve ourselves? In the following lines I have put a few of ny thoughts to paper,
maybe you will agree or disagrece, but most of all I hope it makes you think,

I think thai we as anglers have far to many pre concieved ideas which we blindly accept
before even starting to fish, for ezauple, on a newv water flo you look around it? I mean
look positively around it. Or how many times last season did you use an entirely different
bait apart from the universal worm and deadbait. (.ly first iel was caught on chicken guts
last season) To see it another way Bels have been caught on some very uncommon baits in
many different conditions, which we as specialists would hardly class as tile norm, what
of it? ell it does makc you think, doesnt it?
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(1) Do you think tuat if we used a different bait on at least onc rod all season we
would have improved catches, ie, did you know that worms and deadbait form only a small
part of the Eels diet in its natural surroundings? And that its main food (ilearly 50;.)
is crustaceans etc (Sinha and Jones, The Duropean el 1976.) Yell so what does that tell
us? I think quite a lot! I mean so many possible balts are largely ignored for the sake
of easily obtained and handled worm and deadbaits. I think also that a lot more varied
vait usage would at worst help cur knoledge a lot, and for the best, well who knows!

(2) How often do you give a water, be it lake, river or pond a really good looking over?
Finding out such things as depth, bottom conditions ctc, fish distribution. For example
where the smaller shoal Ffish spend most of their tine. Because I think it folious that
where fish congreate taat is vhere their natural focd is, and this in turn will mean
food for the =els themselves. Another point which I thiak is quite inportant is to try
and locate lussel beds, because I am morc or less sure that quite a few of a waters sel
population feed largely in and arouwnd t.cse "beds" (A garden rake head tied to a long
line and literally heaved in at random or where there is evidence of empty shaells wAill
soon locate beds taat are within reach.) Also, what about using iiussel as bait when
fighing near beds. This is what I intend to do this season, in ay local river anyay, and
r0g8ibly on the Grand Union Conal this spring. Talking of the ¢.U. A.J.S., Dave Smith
and myself are going to try out a lot of ncw ideas. One of vhici Arthur vas talking to
ae about last Spring in one of our think sessions on the C.U.!. This is a midwater or
surface vait for using on lioonlit aizhts. o seem to accept I thiuk, that moonlight is

a bad influence regarding Hel cateh rates. Arthu-s icen i3 based on vhat an old Horfolk
(I think? Correct me if I an vrong Arthur please) countr;man Sold him, 'hat he told him
7as "I o1ly go deling on moonlit nighic so as to catch the big ocnes! And I always fisn
>n the surface to do it? Lets .ace it, it does seea a funny idea, BUT in capital letters
21 experiment doing this could conpletely change our viows on aoonlit sclivg, Or, it
could prove that only . orfolk lels prefer 'tloonlis serranadeing'. But anyway without
trying how will we know.

Text I cowme to another favourise (At one time) 1 A0, question, “'what -ine sirengti to
use". .ell when I first started fishing for =els I fished light, result, lost Jdels. So

I stepoed up my line to around 10 to 151b b.s. Shis state of affairs is still own, however
258 a result of a talk to Dave Suith (Yes he can talk as w7ell as drink) I an revising nay
cackle set up for this year, 1e, on onc rod I an having 7 yes 71b b.s and the other

stays at the usual 1C to 151b. I an really starting to belicve it :ay be better to, as
Dave puts 1% 'T'ish for bites . I admit a hell of alot -iore a @ling skill vill be needed
should you get a fighting 418 Zel on the end of 71b line, but with a slippiag clutch, a
"ot of swearing, it may well vork. ‘hy dont you try 1t as well! Oh and :0 trace either!

I was going to write an article on groundbaiting and on Jgls teeth in difiering conditions,
novever I had a negative response fron my plea for help i.. this early last year (waich
is vanel). However my experiences oi groundboiting can be read ia ny artvicle iy Season
1976" which follows this one (Do make it seem longer!).So hear goes, insiead of last

sson when I wrote only of the good things this time you will have to suffer everything
thats happened this past season, so there. I an vriting this as you would read a diary,
which really is what it is, so each session will occupy a few lines to try and give you
11 a general picture of My Season 75. I feel tunt 1f we all rive detailed descriptions

I

of our seasons and the ;ood and bad, ocur likes and dislikes etc, we can learn one heck
of a lot, So auyway here goes.,

“=ssion 1. 24th Feb, River ilene "Aven works! slothanpton, opnosite power station.

I had fisstly decided to fish the C.U. but left it a bit late so settled for the above

venue, the fisrt tine by the way. the air teaperature was 32f (Dam cold) the sky was

overcast and it was very vindy. I was fishing with tuo rods both baited with worm. The

ol rod was in 6f% of water and rod 2 in 7ft. At 22.15. the bait on rod fwo moved off
~ainst the current, I' struck and landed s 21b 150z Roach. At 2300 rod 1 gave indication

ol a bite, result, a Perch of 70z. Total rod hours 10, line strength 141b b.k.

Session 2. 26th Feb, Caslte Ashby lakeg, ilorthants.
~cather clear with slight frost, air temp 35f, 3 rods used (I wish I'd nover gone on this

.
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one because I had a Euncture.) Tvio rods haa Sprat dead bait, and one with lovworm, vhich
veilded a bream of 1wlb a: olooc. Catfood (Kit e kat) used as grow:idbait. Session
started at 2200 and {inished at 0200, toal rod nours 13.

Session 3. 20th Teb, F.U.C. Blisworth, near tu nel.

Jeather clear with heavy ground frost, alr temp 21f. 3 rods used, twe with sprat one
7ith worn. I had one run oin deadbait thich went for twmnty yards or so towards, and iato
the tuanel mouth, the: notaing, on inspecting balt one side was ripped open, the other
side was veyry serrated. Ca:l anyone give me some idea as to vhat it was? Rod hours 16+.
Session 4. 29th Feb, G.U.C. Blisworth village.

3 rods all worm, no resuvlts, air teup 3°f. Total rod hourd for I'eb, 64 and no Eels. One
Roach, onc Perch, onc Bream.

Session 1. March, diver ifene, Doddington, ilr :ilellinghoroush, lr Gelatine factory.

3 rods all worm, coutiruousrain, alr teap 41£, 1o ruas, 195 rod hours,

larch, G.U.C. Bugbrook; .‘orthants.

temp >5f, 5 rods, worn on one bleak on the other t.o.

Session 2.
Jeather cloudy, snow showers. Alr
do runs at all. 21 rod hours.
Sesgsionl 3. ilarch, Ditchford lakes, Rushden, llorshants.

Jontinual snow, air 35f, two rods bot with ilcach DB. One run at 2000, result a
Pike of 7+lb. Total

AL ST ] Tn =~y i
Jessicn 4. liarch, Bra lalkeo, Ly,

D
3 rods, 2 with Roa:zh D3, one ith 3

o

cterborough. (vdth B.7))
leak LB. To results, air teap 40f, water 41%.

e

Session 5. llarch, G.U.7. Jorthampton.

3light rain, air teap 4271, water tempdlf. J rods, 2 worm one D3, Catfood used as ground
)

hait. A blank.

i

Sessionb. March, Peacock 1o 2, Peterborousgh.
Intermittent cloud, windr, 2 rods, Herring head and worm. A Pike of 31b ou the Herring.
Total RH for :larch 109, Lels nil. (Is it worth it!)

Sesgion 1. April, ¢.U.C. Gayton, :torthants.
Rain at first then clear. 2 rods Jomn on one Chicken liver ou other, a blank. Air teup
40f (start) 447 (finish), waberdt,42f.

Session 2. April, Bra lake, Peterborough.
e 1 - .
light cloud, = mwoon, 2 rods Roach DB, worn. Mo results.

Session 3. April, G.. .C. Ililton Malsor locks.

Cloudy, air tenp 52%, water 51f. 3 rods, 2 with chicken liver, one with worm. At 2230,
7o, my first Zel of the year a veriteble gicnt of 1:7, and lo and behold after clanging
location (Because someons tippec ny bike into the canal, Bast#™#!) Another lel of 150z
hoth taken on chicken guts (liver). The worns were ignored. Total RU for April 100 for

2 sels.

szion 1. iay, G.U.C. Bugbrook, ilorthants.

e
Cloudy, air femp 49 to 52%, water50f. 3 rods all worm, oane =el at 2315 of 2:6%,

Session?2. Hay, G.i7.7. iilton HMalsor (ilear the scene of the 2:7 zZel capture.)
Tlear weataer, air temp 54f, water 53f. 3 rods all wor:a, nothiang as all, but John

mewe—wouySEn caught nhis 5:3 20 yds dovmstream!
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Session 3. llay, Bra lake yet again.
Cloudless, k:l1f moon, water temp 51f, air tewp 50f. 5 rods, 2 Spratt 1 worm. Total blaik.

Session 4. iiay, G.U.C. Bugbrcoke.
Quarter cloud, full moon, vater teup55 to 52f, air temp54 to 4of. 3 rods, 2 DB, 1.
Cne run vhich peterced out.

Session 5. liay, Castle Ashb;, lakes, “orthants.
Jater tewp 50T, air temp 507. 100,. cloud. / 3 rods all worn. One Wel of 35:2. Croundbait
chopped worm and mag ot i bran.

Session 6. May, G.U.C. Cayton.
Cloudy, water 55f, air 48f. 3 rods, 1 /,2 DB. 4 blank.

Sessions 7&3. ilay. Bra lake. (fhe Spring trip.) A bit of a iashout really, wvasnt it lads.
In the two nights I fished I used J rods per night, usiag Crucian Carp, Bleak, Perch and
doach. The water tenp aver 52f, the air 49f. ilo results. "Yotal M for uay 229, Zels 2,
(I'm gotting worse.)

Session 1. June, Peacock ‘ol, Poctorberough. (Another mini club trip.)
~loudy, I fished 3 rods all with Roach sections. I caug:t one Eel of 1:12, hooked, yes
hocked, right in thei taill

J l,L-m.oo
vormy aight. llanaged Zels of 2:8, 2:10 and 3:4, not bad.
ed sn ofﬁv10ug session (ilay, Session 5).

Sfegsion 2. June, Cagtle
5 rods all vwrith Bleak DB,
Azain sroundbeit the saile us

Z. Jure. Sverything seems to be happening at the moment, we get notice of a new
So I decide to ~ive the dreat Ouse at Bedford a hammering. This first night I
n a cloudy night, 2 rod D3 ore .J for one el of -:1b on vorn.

cession . June, this vas to be uy best night ever, although it started out vey dismal,

Zirst I had a puncture, repaired thet, and then found ny darling daughter had "freed

a7y worm supply. I only salvaged twelve or so. I set up 3 rods and a shottage of worms

(It was to late to cateh any DB.) I cast out at 2100, at 2215, taey (dels Q started

comiag, 3:0, 1:11, 2:10, 3:3, 4:6 and 2:9 at 0100 I had run out of voras just 4 hours
(&)

after starting, six fels i &

2
a
1

in 12:h, Cor:i Gromndbait was Bacon fat, breadcrumbs & catfood.

Session 5. June. Another go at the sane swim. (Car park ilo 1)
zain the same groundbait and tackle, but none of the tagged :lels recaught, but ancther
A
cs J:5.

03

¢ssion 6. June. A nove upstresam of some 50yds, again all worm, same groundbait. Zels of
34, 2:6, 2:15 and 3:4. llone orf them had beem caught before. A session of Shrs 15 RH.

~
o
2

cession 7. June. Same swin as before, same tackle and proundbuit result, a blank! I
shink theres a messazce here oomgfheLeQ Dotal RH for Juhe 136%. Lels 16.
Sassion July. Another nove on the great Ouse, but try as I may, Im on the decline.

1.
J rods all worm, nc gsroundbail, no Zels.

rods, 2.J, 1DB, no Zels?
roas 2ll worn, growndbalt used and no resulits.

Segsion
wagsion

July. G5, Ousge again.
J
July. Gt. Ouse ajzzin.

o
i

gion 4 . July. Gl Ouse. 2 rods J, 1 Bleak DB, growldbalt used to catch one el of

ion 5, July. Same place, zame tacticts, no dels,
ion 6. July. A change on the Ousc to Kempston. 3 rods all DB, groundbait used, to
~h 2 .lels of 1:11, and 2:8. Jotzl 2H for Julyl65, =els 3.

Cession 1. August. Back to swin on Ct. Ouse, 5 rods all Blesk DB, for one big blank,
sroundbait used.
Sesslon 2. sugust, and zo on risht until the ond of Septeuber to catch 2 Eels.

'n conclusion? Looking back and thinking how to' better my results, I have decided on ny
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last season results that (A) A different type of bLait appears to be more successful
carly in the year.

(B) iy experience shows that groundbait had a definite pattern on the Gt. Ouse, in tha%
the first time a groundbait is used in a particular spot it is very highly productive,
but not on succesive sessions. This is certanly something to think aboxt, and if you
can help please let me know. I would welcone any acvice from anyone to get over this

problen. But anyway do let us know about your Season 756, however good or bad (It can.ot
be a1y worse then mine).

Diegram for surface or midwater fishing
(Allowing for a run.) Not to scale.

small weight is placed on line near reel to keep shot tight to float

=~ .  Reel line
Hhhxm
e
\«Hx Ball Float
Yater level R | =
Lead shot at "
Depth required :
’.‘I.Q"{'i.‘z:; e t‘-:\d-‘—‘-i-"":‘-\ Z\j’ ")\
Ylorm or Deadbait \
4
Lead to anchor float on N
L S fixed line
Reel line

Anchor line

Float could be a cork with
wire pushed through and

locned either end to make casting
better.

B

/  Bait

F

: This method would keep bait static, and so
avoiding constant recasting of bait.
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