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A REPORT ON THE 1976 REPORTING SCHEME: PART 1

2, With the introduction of a new {ype of session report scheme, thig will be th: last
(i “Beport of ita type, following the style set by Terry Coulson so many years ago. In
/ faot this Report ende a period of 10 years intensive reporting and as the resylte

‘are absorbed, it is seen just how much effort and achievements has been obtained.

It is fitting therefore that the 1976 Resulis are the best ever for the Club, more
members reporting, many more eels caught, more rod hours put in and better averages
per eel at various weighta than for many years., Not only was 1976 the best year

for numbers of eels, but it was the best year for numbers of quelity eels. The
success of the Club in 1976 was not just a flash in the pan however, 1975 wes a poor
year for the Club and nationally as we captured just 16 41b plus eels, although our
best previous total, compared with a nationally reported total of just 41 41b plus
eels, 21 of which were over 51b against our total of 4 eels over 51b. By comparisoen,
1976 produced 22 eels over 41b for the Club, 7 of which were over 51b. Nationally,

73 eals over 41b were reported, of which 31 wers over 51b, 10 being greater than 61b,

Theref'ore, by mathmatical in.r~~ction we can sae that although we captured more eels;
because 1976 wes an outstandi:.gz year for specinen eels, we have only managed to
capture the same percentege, but not of the bigger eelsz, ie,, 61b plus.

Full detaile of all 41b plus eels of 1976 will be pukliahed leter and perhaps we may

te able to discuss why 1t was an exceptional year, very out of line with ths numbers

forcasted by the trend suggested over the past 15 years. Was it becauss of the

exceptional weather? Certainly over 50 41t plus eels were reported since July 1976
ver the hot summor began.

Once mere I would like to thank each of the Regional Keporting Officers for their
efforts in taking much of the work lsuad away from me, It does save a aood deal of tim:

Table 1. Povformance of Individusl Members 1974

This table sets cut s summary of tha eoffort and results of members for 1976, It
demonstirates a simple method of obtaining totals for each paraneter,

35 sets of reports were analysed, including Ron Fernard's as in previcus years.

639 eels were captured, compared with a previcus best totsl of 596 in 1974.

22158 Rod Hours wera achieved compared with the proviocus best of 21781%¥ in 1974.
This gives a figure of 35 for Rod Hours per Fel which ig » big improvement over the
past two years and 50% leas than for 1975, (ighest number reporting was 31 in 1975)

The numbers of sesafons ranged from 6 to 43 per member, The median number waa 21,
the lower quartile (14) was 15 and the upper quartile (U¢) wss 31. The 9 members
above the UQ put in 337 sessions (43%), the 9 members below the LG put in 85 ssesiona,

(115%).

The numbers of eels ceught ranged from 2 b 65 per member. The median.was 15, the
I3 was 10 and the UQ was 23, The 9 membars above the UG caught 320 eels (50#:), the
9 members delow the 13 caught 53 (3.3%) ecls.

The numbers of Rod Hours ranged from 140 to 2014 per member. The median wae 542
the 1§ was 351 and the U3 was 815, The 9 members above the UG hed 10618 RY (184,
the 9 members balow the LG had 1823 RH {84i),

Theee figures suggest, ss in previous yearg, 9 or 1Q menbors out in the mceat effort
and obtain the most eels. However, locking at Table 1 {t is geen that the members
who put in the most Rod Hours are not slways the ones who capture the most eels,
This is illustrated in the Rod Hours/Bels column. Flesse bear this in mind.

Table 1 also shows the numbers of 2, 3, 4, and 51b Plua sels captursd by each menmber.
It also acte as a guide to the Club totels far ench of these weightz, Details of

.. Yhese are broken down in later tables into sections on bait and time of day.



Table 1. Pertormance of Indivindunl Members. 1976

Kg(0.906) (1.359) (1.812) (2.265)

MEMBER 8§ R % mu/z 2+ 74 4+ 5y
Barnard 12 265 13 204 2 - - -
Bell 2K 480%F 23 21 16 3 - -
Billington 16 430y 17 27 12 3 1 -
Baoth £ 1492 2 78 2 ] 1 -
Crawford 21 815 14 58 4 1 1 -
Croxall 76 1270 21 &0k 9 2 1 -
Davy 36929 39 24 11 1 - -
Goldsmi th 2% 736 15 4% G 3 1 -
Gough T 140 3 463 2 - - -
Goward 7 171 3 s7 2 - - -
Hansen 16 810 10 81 4 2 - -
Hardman 19 957% 12 8od 11 5 2 1
Hollexrbach 17 10?911 23 47 ih 9 2 -
Hollimar 12 560 11 91 3 1 1 -
Holman 3 2014? €5 131 272 7 3 2
Bope 16 666 11 E0h T 6 - -
Hudson 6155 2 T6A e 2 i 1
Jacksen 35 11204 27 al% 8 4 - -
Jefferson 38 1373 14 98p % - - -
Jayes 21 306% 18 17 8 1 - -
Knee 20 494 30 16% 12 2 i -
Minerds 22 €y 9 67 1 1 il -
Mottram i7 ﬂ& 7 B4 4 3 - -
Munn W27 24 10 5 - - -
Orme 8 351k 8 44 5 1 - -
Pountney A1 515 22 23k 10 3 - -
Radford 2 43313 5 3 1 - -
Richmend 28 542y 4% 104 12 b 1 -
Smita.d. 17 261 1% 17% 5 E - -
Swd th.D. 15 413 20 204 11 2 - -
Stephenson g SV LR S 3 2 1 1
Sutton ¢ 754 35 :‘1% 290 3 - -
Vandereruycen 25 386 1% 255 5 1 1 1
Wateon 39 10456% 34 3ig 20 ) 3 1
woode 29 SH6E 11 535 5 = - =
TOTAL 774 22158 63§ - 275 8g 22 7
MEAN 22 633 18 35 8 2 - -

Table 2. Menhaps' Parformance 1967 = 1975
LﬁG‘) \96€_ 1962 1970 1971 1472 1973 1974 1975 19%

5z:ﬂé . 2z 26 20 26 18 13 30 3 35
‘of B 7 2 10 1 11 11 10 16 9 15
12 in 24 24 a0 24 %5 26 13 2%
3 3 4 2 ) 3 p) 9 5 10
Med No. of 5H 329 268 288 255 ATS 425 525 485% €04 542
Ui 1384 442 662 357 742 650 1136 94lh 858k 815
LQ 214 108 126 1535 281 186 335 261  Al4 351
Tot., E 204 204 4D 334 363 322 16 596 336 539
Tot, RH 113G0 10100 11600 8200 11970 753%; 13160 21781 21571 22158
RH/E 55 34 2 25 bﬂ pﬂ eD AT 733 35
; mt.o‘((gu'l
N ; ' o, [ t
{‘ [ £ ‘k iﬂe !}Bv p ’! 3 ;IJ - - L "
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Table 3. The Overall Result. 1976

=16~

Dus to the very small effort put into fishing Abberton Reservoir in 1976 it 19 not
of any value toc saparate out the Abberton results as in the past few yeers., Thue
a simple overnll result for all waters fished in 1976 is set out as below.

WEIGET
RANGE

0-1
1«2
2=3
3-4
4 =5
5-6

Total Eela

Total RH 2

Mean RH/T
RR/2
R2/3
RH/4

Median
uQ

Lq

IqR

TOMAL 16876
n C.:Gk
144 227
220 5743
184 88.4
69 7.3
15 95.6
T 100.0
639
2158
35
80
2473
1007
1:10
2358
130
13%

(CUMULATIVE FREQIENCY PERCENTAGE)

" -

Table 4. Ariual Tvends 1970 = 1976 arnd Cumulative Totsls 1967 = 1976 ‘A1l Other!

WEIGFT 1970 1972 1272 1073 1974 1975 1976 1967 = 1ﬂ£6
RANGE N C#% N _CFe N _C N Ce. N Oy N CR: N CR% N B
0-1 131 39 118 35 60 109 29 214 37.9 96 29 144 22,7 1322 35.3
1-2  12¢ 78 105 87 96 152 70 189 71,3 94 58 220 57.3 1286  €9.6
2-3 48 92 71 83 64 67 88 111 90.7 76 81 184 86.4 726  89.0
3-4 2 98 30 97 22 97 33 97 4% 96.2 45 9d% 69 97.3 304 97.1
4=5 3 99% 8 29,2 7 99.2 12 99 B 99,5 12 987 15 99.6 7 99.1
eb 2 100 299,98 2100 3100 3100 4 99% 7100 28 99.8
6=7 - 1100 - - - - - 1 100.0
Tot E 334 563 251 273 570 Je8 6%9 3749
Tot BX 8220 12000 7304 13160 21662k 21456 22156 1445604
RE/E 25 35 29 35 38 653 35 38
RE/2 110 102 e 118 131 1554 80 127 —
RH/3 316 291 251 290 338 346 243 365 —
— -

Medlan 112 1:5 119 117 114 1511 1110 g g
¢ 1114 285 2:7 214 212 2112 25 F160RE .
fis] 0:11 0311 i} 0214 H112 0:114 1:C
LOR 1:3 1:10 116 116 1:0 1113 1:5

‘;‘;‘A\! A ,‘;}__31 "i”k\,i v ji\a:l ;._‘.’-,.‘A | IR SR V \&,ﬂd—&,« i 32 ‘ﬁ“ A
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Figure 1. Annual Trends in Rate-of=Catche 1967 = 1976
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The data from Tells 4 and Figure 1 indisnte n better finishing trend, ie., in a
downward direction at the end of the 10 year reporting period., In fact, despite
saveral setbacks, ihkz overall trend is continual reduciion in rod hours per eel
especinily for 31V plus eels which show the mont markasd improvement from 600 red
hours per esl in 1967. The rod hours fox the 1970's show remarkable coneistancy
of between 2% to 350 rod hours per 31b plus asel and 100 to 150 for 21b plus vela,

The 10 years results then have resulted in abeout 3749 eels from almost 14500 rod
hours, an everage of 38 rod hours per el and a total of 106 41bv plus eels, These
results thow:h do not include the meny eels captured from dbberton plus the roé hours
put in. Recnuee this was an exceptional water, the resulis were kept geparate and
can be lockad up in the Annual Reporte for provious yeurs,

From the cummlative frequancy flgures in Tabls 4, L& is interesting to note that on
average aovout 2044 of all eels are under 31lb, or in ainmple terws, 1 in svery 10 eels
caught by membera 18 aver 31lb. Also 97% cf all 2els mre undsr 41b, again, in simple
terms, 1 in gvary %5 eels caught ny members {c over 4lb.

In the 1977 Reporting schemc, it will be thoue type of statistics which will be vary
important, not rod hours, hut the percentage of each members eel catches analysed by
weight and correlamted eguinst as meny other ralavent factors as poasible,



Table 5. Worm vergus Dead-Baif.

P

1976

WEIGHT WORN DEADTALT
RANGE N Cwt N cee
0=-1 73 30 66 18
1 -2 a8 65,3 132 53
2 -3 58 BT.5 120 85
3 -4 23 97 42 96.3
4-5 4 98.75 11 99.2
5«6 _ % 100,00 4 1000
244 3T

(Plus 18 eels caught on ‘other' balts)

By a simple ingpaction, it is cbserved thai for all weight yanges excapt the O-1 1b
section, deadbaits produced more eels than worms. However it has to be kept in
perspective as nearly thrae times a8 meny rod hours were spent on dsadbalts than oan
worm beits. The signifilcant trends will be ebserved in later tablee,

on of Takle 5, it may be considered thet about 1 in every 8
evary 6 eels caugnt on dead balt

As a simple explanati
eels caught on worm was cver 31b and about 1l in
was over 31b, regordless of rod hours,

Table 5, Fate of Cetch. ‘Worm versus Deed Bait. 1974 = 1976
WORY LEAL BAIT RATIC DB/

1974 1675 1976 1374 1975 1976 1974 1979 1976
RH/B 217 53 25% %2 63 1 2.0 s 1.7
RE/1 48 93 33 €3 B8 50 1.3 0.95 1.5
RE/2 117 171 e4% 14 145 863 1.0 0.85 1.3
RH/3 301 42 18y 315 316 270 1.0 0.7 1.4
RH/4 3163 2647 £09 1717 1129 .1028 0.5 0.4 1.3
Total Red houss en worm = 56683
Total Rod hours on deadbalt ~ 15424,

When tha zatio of DBE/W for 1976 ls rlotted onio Pigure 3 of the 1975 Report it
follaws a eimilar line to that of %he 1973 Report, ie., always in favour of worm
bajt., The final column of the Hatio Di/w shows thet on avurage, in 1975, worn
baita ware 1} times wmore aucesssful than decdbalis over all weight ranges, a very
different <.ocad to the provious two years,

To save time and avoid confusion, I have net repeatad figure 3 of the 1975 Report
here, but members can sasily draw the indizative graph if they so desire.

membhere huve svent almost three times as much atfort cn deadbalt
nay ba unsulted o

Alszo to be

to obtaidb

Notice omce more,
a6 on worm, The factors to be remembered here are that worms
some waters dus to too many small eels or oiher unwontad aecies,
remenberad in that 1978 was a very dry year and wowng Leenme VeTy difficult
for most momi4ra.

A further hreak-down on worm/deadveit resulis ls demonatrated In Table 7 when the
gigniricance cf time of day is congidersad.

. by DR
T B A
A~ 26 — ;* Tl ti T 2v oo
1 " R i K o
A+ pg v O 8 I
L+~ '+ bR= ) V- O "
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Table 7, Dry versus Night. 1976

CVERALL WORM DEADBAIT
DAY NiGHT DAY N IGHT DAY NICHT
TCTAL ERLS 10% 532 53 187 49 128
TOTAL ROD HE “#F 7461 14697 Z30 336% 4614 10810
RH/E 72 27 433 18 94 33
Advanivge tv - night 2.6 ¥ better{i97 2.4 x better (1975) 2.85 x bettexr(1976
fishing 265 31 1.25 . £1975 3.8 1975
1.77 19 1.26 1974) 2.9% 1974
1.5 (1973} 2.8 1973)
RH/2 191 fih - 104% 517 271 6%
RH/3 574 1968 - 264 168 923 200
RH/4 7461 570 e - 480 4614 172
KH/% - PAYS I ) - 1121 - 27623
S __

From Teble 7, we can see the advantage of night over day, overell and for worm
versus deaitnits, Wornm baits al night p*oduced 51b+ eels for every 1121 rod hours
but 2702% rod hours were required when using dendbaits. In 1975, the results
showad no 07 “ference in RH/5 for worm versus deadbait and that for 41b plus esels,
deadbaite wore slosst three times better at night. 1976 shows that in ihis case,
for 41% piue esls, worms were alwost twice as effectiva, The reversal in trends is

T
quite remeriable,

Again in an sffort to rescive the facte more, Table 7 has been further anslysed as
folliwea

Table T+. Woight versus Day/Mieht for Worms/Beadbait, 1976

OVERALL WCRM DEASEAIT

DAY  NiGHT * DAY TIGHT * DAY NIGHT *
11+ EIL3 73 407  S5ix ax 123 B B2 284 9x
21+ FELE 43 251 Gm 22 65  x 17 166 9ix
31k ITIN 13 74 6z ) 20 24x 5 S4 ix
41+ EELS 1 e - - 7T - 1 14 -
51u+ EELS - 7 - - 3 - - 4 -
(* = advantage for nisht fishing) .

Thesa tiguven compare with 1975 to demonstrate similar impl ”a*iora; that i3, worm
bajita are abrnt 3 tines more productive at night and deadbalis sre about 10 *irus

more productive at night ovar their use during the day, A slmila: trend 13 shown

far when hoth balts are combined, night ues iz 6 tines more productive.

Agnin ag for last year (1975) 1if you fish fer eels during the day, worm baits will
be three tilmns more productive, depending on the pariticular water of course.



Table 8. Individual Members Results, Woxm versus Deacbaite. 1976

| __CTHER WORM DEADBAIT
HEDERR BoL 1=7 =3 A=Al 0= 1.7 -3 34 =5 5-6[0=1 3=2 2-3 ::4_4_5_5-_5_&_'?0? '
Barnard B e I S - 13
Bell - = = el e = = = = =}2 5 1% 3 = - 23
Billington - « 1 1]l31% 4 5 « « -1« 1 2 1 1 = 17
Booth P P L T B R e T 2
Crawford - o e w85 )] = e = =1 3 3 -« 1 = 14
Croxall - w e =185 5 2 e e ~l=- 2 5 1 1 = 21
Davy .- 2 = ml e e e e e = jl4.34 101 - - 39
Goldami th - 1 o m] = = 1 =~ e =-}2 3 5 2 1 - 15
Gough - m e wl e I 2 = e el e e e e - 3
Goward T o N T R T T 2
Hansen - = = a) e = = = = =¥ 5 Z 2 =~ = 10
Hardman « =« 3 1]l e 1 = « =} r 2 2 1 1 12
Hollerbach 1 1 - 1}1 1 24 5 2 -} o2z 3 1 = - 22
Hollimen “ = m m] = 2?2 = e = =% 3 1 1 1 = 11
Holman - w o= =l1 19 9 % 1 oz~ 10 A 1 w- =) &5
Hope S D T TV TS T SR T S (N S
Hudson O e T S A T T 2
Jackeon - = 1 =f{8 1 1 = = =l 3 2 4 - - 27
Jefferaon 1 3 a wfll 4 1 = e mle 3 2 e = - 14
Jayes - - = =7 % 7 1 L T T T 186
Knee v e m wml e e e . e =} % 1% 10 1 1 = 29
Minards - e e w2 2 e - = wil e e 1 3
Hottranm L T § 2001 - mt e =] 2 = o= 7
Nuna S O U - - D S . B R N L
Drmea - m e el e 1 2 3 e =)~ 22 = = = 8
Povmt 1 R 3 1 A e T T no
Radlord - ] el = 4 - 1 = =2 5 1 = =« =114
Richzond I T e e IS T TR B S A3
Smith,A. - e e =l 4 A2 2 - ele - 1 = - - 15
SmitheDa S i - T S-S T (]
Stephenson - m - w1l 2 4 e e -2 1 1 1 =~ 1 9
Sution v e e =l D 21 e e -y £ 10 9 - - e
Vandezoruizan| - - . - 2 - - 1 e " 3 g 3 P il 15
Wa bdul - = o« tl21 31 &8 4 1 ~p = 2 4 « 1 1] 34
Weods T T BT B 3
PHTALS 3 b} Y O 8% 58 2% 4 7168 132 121 42 11 4 8%9

Table 3 illustratas the numbers of all eels captured in 1976 by all members and in
11 welght/buit clagges, TUsing this fable, all members will be oble 49 compars his
results in detail wish a&l ctherpe.

“

Thig +atle has now besn rrnn@n+nd for the tant thrse ryears s memders can conpars?

5ll those voars serf{oroances and ac throe years resuliz arse uged , trends may anpest

to any member who gives 1t carsful conslderntion,

Tha data fren from Tahls 8 ig sinpliffied in Pigure 2, a
{ +

L
Worms and Deadbnit. This praph olso can ba 2ompared with previous yeard,

srarh of Zels versug Walght,

e e e ————— — —
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Figure 7. ¥els versus Welghhe. Wermag and Deadbait, 1976
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spait nbovae, Floure 2, wish the alm{lar greph for 13 Fioure
gcalns ara different wiih 137% Pigure 4 onl) clng Y

[+ E
woiog te 132 eels, it 13 observed thed the overall ahapes

are very sinilar, excers tazt 1976 wus a more productive year.

uidual Mambers Rezsultn. 1rrﬂ.a s of Ttod Hours. 1976, all
memberas wi; ; cnla be adble to compare g detalled amalysiz of thelr own offert
with nil mthorn. + may be rarviiculary usefl 4o compars your own resulty wilh thosr
for the mors ”ﬂv*e% ..... fud menberse Lt i easily seen which members concentrate on
woym balls : 14, also dust how meh effort cach member pute Into

the use of &ithmr v the day and nights '

Ag In previous yeaws, hy locking astyeur own Tisures you can calculate how much effort
you TRONLret e ~~“t=na rela dl**“‘ the day or nighi, on worm or deadbait, comparing
Takle 5 with Teble &, although L% wve va wsefal 1f more epeciflic deia wag availalle.
AR Lo, mrinu z, tine doua noﬁ Low me to nraenent the lnformaticn In ae meny
npley as 1 . ixe. Vernaps 1% mny te dene in the future using the past 10

yours reosorting cecnlis, althcugh the Clubk anly hes in iia possension the seusion
reports since 1972, orevirms ones ove still with Tarey Coulson. We do heowsver have

very dotailed anmual Reports fhat san be contined with present ptocks to extroct
further uwse of the data.



Table 9.

Individual Members Hesults,

Spegaldown of Heod

Hours

MEMBER

RI/W

RH/DR

RE/W DRI/DRE

Barnard
Bell
Billington
Booth

e
d ‘1
"32?

241

445

182
a6

10 - 87

10 51%

4'1' /1“3'
S 155

Crawford 211k 563 83:: 17% 123 388
Croxall 299 871 134 275 161 596
Lavy 57 862 14 229 35 633
Geldamith 23 £01 9 23 14 451
Gough 140 - 19+ - 1203 -
Goward 50 121 12 2 %8 93
Hensen 14 a04 5 9 573
Hardman 76 820 52k 432 453
Hollarbach 547 495 170 427 381%
Holliman %5 325 16 ig 200
Helwan 19654 a13 N30 916 605
Hope 1403 55 a0 A0 253
Fudson e 60> 1% 16 49
Jackson 15% a9 75 7% 622
Jefferson 335 ges 130 20% 671
Jeyes 1463 75? T8 TOR 484
Knee Yt L34E 15 27 3z
Minards 113 4672 50 g2 3114
Mottram 2604 3ol &z 20R% 527
Nunn 1% XA Ld 64 16
Orme 1263 ?2% 110 115 5
Pountney 174 355 51% Tak 37
Radford 104 2024 55 &0 136}
Richmond 141 3764 52 109 2173
SmitheA. 54 167 1% g1 1277
SmitheD, 40 120 2% 18 21
Stephenson 174% 2246 77 161%
Sutton 93 GA6 55 17
Vandercruysen 91 20" 7% 2350
Wateon 420 ﬁ?j@ 415 77k
Wooda i 433 37 296
TOTAL 5E6RM 15424 4614 8563 10820
MEAN 162 A40% 132 95 209

Cnly 5 members used worm as buit wore thar deaduall.

Cnly 7 wmembera used worm
Only 8 members uged dead

The ratlce of
The ratio of 4
The ratio of

Thege fisnr:=s
and for 197

Whet this naz

worm rod houne

ul/dorm rod hours

day/deadieailt rod nonis

COMReT

¥

ne is

e
d

o with those
Q 4 whers the raticols are l.

uring the day
baits more during the day

baits more 4

to deodreit vod
o ?1ig_fh c/ WO T

to nighit/dendbal s

.
CYIAD

hours
1 T

~vwnrall is

at night.

taan a2t night.

in 112

zd hours is 133

G QVBTaLe, ‘.3"]
twice aus 1uch af fart i

about 13

o'a were 113, 113, 123

of their

time using wocrms an »ra» M Aiso,

made with worm during the nlgit durin; “ay, Lﬂd three bimes as wmuech effont
19 made with dedbaits during the nig s thie doy.

Looklng at rod hour/eel ratio'm in peovions talles, we see that dayiime 2el engling
is woras troductive with worms, nut boih palts ave ef'lective equally at night.
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Conclusions to the 1976 Reporting Scheme

As this may be the last of this type of Annual Peport, the heading perhayps gheuld
have besn 'Conclusions to the 1967-1976 Repurting Schema', however, to give justice
to such n statement would require a very detalled study of all past Toports and
more time than I have available at the present, Coples of all past Reports are
availabls to all members who may therefore study some tronde themaelvea,

On the dawn perhaps of a new reporting age for the Anguilla Club, inapection of the
resulta for 1976 show similar trends, overall %o provious yeers. There have been

a fow excepiional yesrs, good onss and poor cree, but of course that ia to bde
expectad, Scma years we hava caugh® moza eela il worm than deadtait, acome years the
other way round, Whenevar you study theee reporis, plense never take them one year
at a time, but as a 10 year outline. Hemember that 145000 rod hours at our average
members rate of effor: of about 5CO rod hours per yoar would take 290 ysars and if
agoeaged seasion wize at an averags of aboud 30 rod hours per 3eesion would require
4833 years, In that same nuwber of vod hourd, a member would expect to cateh

about 4000 eels. It all takes @ hit of abhsorbing.

The most signiflcant factor that pleases moe {3 ihe dicreasing percentaga of amaller
eols that are vailng cawht by Club members. Wn contiiue to have good annual

totala of auls hut tha number of eels In the 0wl 1h rvange in 1976 are 40% less than
for 1974, tut more than for 1975 whan very raw eala in this range was caught, It
may be o ugeful exerclse perhaps to draw a gravh of smch weighi range 23 for Figurs
2 4o aes the el fects over several SsRUCHS.

It is honed that Part 2 of the Repowis Lor the past few yesrs, on individual fishere
les, can be combined if %ime beccmen avallnbla scmatime during the year, as 1 only
got nbout 14 weeks heollday as o schoolbeachor, time goon Tuns out,

The 1976 season hos gone, The 1077 asason 19 haing born and saen we shall all be
apanding vest amounts of time, wonsy snd aflove {r tha hepe that the wvery big eels
will yield themsalves at lagh, ‘ho will win tha new terophy this year? Will it be
youi Remembering all the data the Club haw and thinking about 1%, parhaps you will
be abdle to maximise your affor? in the rign® dlrections. You ars all thinking
anglars. Do not naglect the moat imporiant nart of your tackle, that which ia

below the watar, After all the tlme and expenas, do not be wasteful, De sure all

ig of the highest atandasd, poor honka, traces, lnots, prauantating, valt, sic.,

will not give good reaults. I ptill mourn the loas of my two buat eela {rem Bra

Lake in 1976, 7T bope this will naver mgadn oceur, Whoe will laae a gocd eel this yee.

Glesgary of Terna aml Abbreviations YUsad In Tha 147 Ravort

3 « Sezaions

RH = Red Howry

E = Jals ’

RH/2 = Fod hours per 2lb ael

RY/Borod heurs per eel of any slze

Median » The midole number a1 a liat of aumbers in i

10 = The middla number tatweon bhe median ond the 3

Lo = The midile aumber debwoen Hho awilan and tine an

IR = The diffevence sefween ths UQ and the Tida

WMean = The avevagze velus,.{s,, 4ll Sre numbera inoa 118t added up and the toial |
divided by now wany tumksrs e wIe,

RHAY = The wmunber of rod teurs {luhed wish vom nedte

RH/TUP = The mamber of ond hours spant Clshing with dasdnalt,

DRI/ w The miber of rod houra spert Cishing wish worm halt duzring the days.

WAH/DB = The samosr of vod hours spmb Cishing wLlth deadbait durding the night.

crensing crder,
sogt pumitar.
|l a3t musheT,
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