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6,4. December, 1969,
EDITORTAL

tAfter the Lord Mayor's Show' is an apt phrase with which to begin this
issue. Until one tries to do the job oneself, it is difficult to appreciate
just how impossibly high a standard our President has been setting in the
past few years for his unfortunate successor +to follow as Editor of the
Bulletin. I am sure all members would wish to join me here in expressing
sincere gratitude for all his efforts in the past; indeed there may be many
who, after reading this issue, will wish he had never passed the job on at all,
For those, I can only offer my apologies, and say that the various shortcomings
of this issue are largely due to inexperience with the several aspects of the
job; it is hoped that improvements will occur in time.

It is regretable that most of this space this month will have to be
taken up by items directly concerned with the production of the magazine. The
first of these is that hardy prrennial-the subject of contributions. It is
intended to produce a bulletin once every two months from now on. Material
for inclusion in any issue should not arrive later than one month after the
date of issue of the previous bulletin, or it is liable to be put back to a
later date. The reason for this is simply that it does take a considerable
time to assemble the thing once all the contributions are in, and I am not
in a position to be able to drop everything and rush out an issue in a few
days of concentrated effort. Nevertheless, the timing of an issue is still
in one sense very largely up to you. It is only feasible to produce one if
sufficient material has arrived to make the effort worth while; so please,
gentlemen, try and ensure a steady stream of interesting material for your
fellow members to read.

A subject which is obviously of great importance to the running of the
club is the organisation and functions of sub-groups. At the AGM. some
preliminary discussion of this took place, and it was suggested that all
members should give this matter careful thought with the aim of their
suggestions to be written up in a form suitable to be published in the Bulletin.
The AGM is now a month hence, so let's be having your ideas!

A considerable amount of the Bulletin this month is taken up by articles
on tackle. Electric bite-detectors are a perpetual source of amusement to
many anglers, especially when master Anguilla is disinclined to feed. They
are also a source of congiderable vexation when they go wrong, and I am sure
that we have a lot to learn before the ideal set-up is found. Therefore let
me echo Dave Ball's words to say that if you have something which you think
is really worth while let us hear about it. Tackle manufacturers are
constantly bringing out new devices with which to tempt the avaricious angler
and occasionally some of these are of real value. Many of you must have
tried out some new method or piece of tackle at some stage, and first-hand
reports in the Bulletin could be of real service to other members, providing,
of course the writer has put the new system properly to the test.

It has long been apparent to me that the ideal eel red is a difficult
thing to obtain ready made, and we welcome Rod Storey's detailed account of
his own choice, As members will appreciate, there is a great range of rods
currently in use in this club; from the 8oz. beachcasters of the heavy brigade,
to the Mk.IV's of the light tackle enthusiasts. For any discussion to carry
much weight, it would be a good thing if some sort of analysis of the
situation could be made, so that ideas on eel-rod design could be put on a
firm factual basis of member's experience. For this purpose a questionnaire
has been drawn up and is included with this issue. Terry Coulson has
generously volunteered to analyse it, and it would be greatly appreciated if
everyone could fill it in as accurately as they can, and as soon as they can
and send it to him to be examined. If this can be done promptly, we can look
foreward to a useful piece on the general requirements of an eel-rod to appear
in a subsequent issue of the Bulletin, Should this turn out to be a useful
exercise, there is no reason why similar appraisals of all the other tackle
we use should not be made:- the Anguilla Club's own'Which' reporti!-Alan Hawkins
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A FURTHER REFOHT ON THE ".ROTECTALARMY AND A REVIEW OF ALARNMS IN GENERAL.
by David Ball.

After seeing the report in the bulletin (August 1969) of the "Protectalarm"
I thought it worthy of further attention. This was especially due to Arthur
Smith's kindly remarks regarding my outstanding ability to stay awake for
night after night-a real zentleman is our Arfer.

The facts given in the first review are basically correct, in that the
alarm is simple, strong, a convenient size, and very loud; my alarm, however,
only cost 7/6.

After purchasing the alarm I immediately soldered up two six yard leads
complete with 'clix' pins and went fishing. What happened is that run after
run’ occured (I was not eel-fishing),_all being indicated by the auxillary
silver paper leaping into the air. The alarm remained obstinately mute,
except when I tweaked the line myself! I seem to remember saying "blow the
thing, it is being perversej or "xxxx"(censored), or at least something
like that!

I returned thinking that dampnesg was causing the difficulties, and
resolved to seal the case up. This I did by smearing a coat of Durofix
over the inside of the open grill on the 1id and by fastening the 1lid up
with insulating tape. Result- the thing was still unreliable under all
conditions. This-was puzzling, for the alarm was perfectly reliable in its
original form, so it was obvious that the unreliability was being caused
by the additions to the alarm~ier the lotal of twelve yards of wire and the
Heron head. Strangely my other buzzer boxes worked perfectly with the same set
up. Finally the dazzling conclusion became apparent-the U11.battery was not
man enough for the job at 1% volts. With a short, uncomplicated circuit
in its original form the current was quite adequate, but with the other bits
and pieces one had to literally rub the contacts together to make the alarm
work. After a small amount of experimenting I found that a 4% volt battery
would make the alarm work perfectly with an even higher pitched note-the only
difficulty was to shoe-horn the larger battery into the rather small case.
suffice it to say that I finally threw eVerything away except the actual
alarm; this I incorporated irito ene of m& original boxes. So now I have a
shrieking alarm-not that I ever need waking up, do I Arthur?-for a total
cost of only 7/6 and only about 25hrs. work!

To be serious, it seems that as a group, people who fish for eels use
alarms far more than any other section of the angling community, save perhaps
carp anglers. Remembering this it is surely obvious that reliability and
sensitivity are factors of paramount importance to us. I am sure that all of

thealarmsin use’iﬁ the Anguilla Club camnot be of equal use to their respective
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owners,-some must be better than otheré. Let us therefore have at least a

superficial look at some of the alarms in general use.

All electric alarms are basically a short circuit incorporating a buzzer,
a battery, a length of wire (optional), and two contacts. Théy all work by
making a movement of the line close the two contacts, thus completing the
circuit through an audible alarm., The methods by which individual members
achieve these aims- are, to say the least, original-varying from my own two
pieces of copper strip whipped to a short length of wood to Terry Coulson's
extremely efficient electronic instruments. They do, however, seem to follow

two main patterns:-

Firstly the antenna type, which is best indicated by the Heron. This type
(if not the make) secems to be the popular one as far as our members are
concerned possibly becauge it is the only one available which is both cheap
and fairly useful at the present time. The main advantage is obviously the fact
that it will indicate short pulls and twitches without having to be reset éach
time; though this is of doubtful use to us having regard to the normal type of
eel run, The disadvantages are firstly a limited use in running water, and
secondly the fact that there is some form of line registance all the time it
is in motion. Reliability and audibility are factors I do not intend to discuss
here

Secondly there is the type in which the line is held between two contacts,
the alarm being activated by the line being pulled out, thus allowing the
contacts to spring together. This is the original type used by the 'Carpcatchers)
being resurrected, I believe, by members of the Grantham sub-group. It is a very
simple instrument, whose advantages and disadvantages are exactly opposite to

those of the Heron.

There are other types in limited use, including Arthur Sutton's variation
on the Heron theme; Jack Bellamy's intriguing slackline indicator; and Alan
Hawkins's seeming combination of the antenna and 'twitch' indicator, however,
although I have seen all these in use, I have no personal experience of them

and cannot (dare not) comment.

So we have two basic types in general use (excluding Jack Bellamy's), both
of which have their good and bad points. I'm not argueing that these are the
only ones to use...I'm asking if they suit all our requirements. Yes mate, you
sitting there complacent and comfortable in front of -the fire, thinking how
nice it is that people go to the trouble to write a free magazine to keep you
interested in your wigfer months of hibernation. You' re being asked if you are
satisfied with your own indicator,-let us know.I know that we cannot make tha
ecls feed, but we can meke everything as efficient as possible for when they

finally do. (continued overleaf)
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Perhaps standardisation is a bad thing, but surely we must have learnt some-
thing in the years the club has been in action. Let's sort out everything . we
have discovered with regard to tackle,-from hooks and traces to even

tarpaulins over the brolleys.

DESIGN AND RELIABILITY IN ELECTRIC BITE-u ETECTORS
by Alan Hawkins

This article is intended to discuss some of the problems involved in the
making of bite-detectors. Apologies are given in advance to those technically
minded members who will know it all already, for those without this turn of
mind it is hoped this piece may be of some use. Having made numerous
contraptions over the years; most of which are now part of the submerged snags
in the waters I fish; and in the end coming up with something which actually

works, I feel in a position to comment on this subject.

In the simplest system, we have battery, buzzer, odd bits of wire,and
a sensor device which closes a pair of contacts on movement of the line.
In such a set up the formula given below applies (0OHM's law)

i=V ..... where i=current flowing in the circuit
R V=voltage of bhattery
R=total elctrical resistance in the circuit.
Unlesgs the flex and connections are abnormally bad, we may regard their

resistance as negligeable, which leaves battery, buzzer, and sensor contacts
to consider. The first two of these are constant, and there is nothing we
can do about them, the resistance of the contacts may not be constant, and

this is where a great deal of trouble may arise.

The point is, there has to be a certain minimum current flowing through
any buzzer before it will work at all. With any given battery there will
therefore be an upper limit to the resistance in the circuit, beyond which
failure will result,

An ordinary domestic %}ght sw1tch is usually made of materials which
form a thin film of non-conducting oxlde on the surface in alr, The thing still
works ,however, because:-

1. The conacts are brought together under considerable pressure, thus
maximising the area of effective contact

2. One contact is usually made to slide forcibly over the other, thus
gscraping some of the film off

3. A relatively high potenfial across the contacts-240V- will'drive' more
current through.

In the normal buzzer rig the situation is reversed,-low pressure, no
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abragion to speak of, and low voltage. A first essential, therefore, is
that the contact material must not tarnish in air, or otherwise a constantly
increasing resistance will cause a failure sooner or later, usually at the

worst possible moment. Effectively this leaves a choice of precious metals

' such as Gold, Platinum, etc. (whi¢h need not be too expensive, as tiny

pieces can be soldered onto, eg. a brass support).

A second thing which should be borne in mind, is that the higher we
can make the pressure of coritdct, the better the sensor is likely to work.
A practical way of doing this is to reduce the area of contact-one may
recall the old adage that the pressure of a woman's high-heels is equal to
that of several elephants. For example, the diagram below shows how the
old'Carpcatchers' type may be sustantially improved in reliability by the
use of a fine piece of platinum wire mounted vertically on the face of one
of the contacts. (fig. 1)

E 5 ; kR

Fig.1. 'Carpcatcher' type sensor
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Fig.2, 'Indirect type sensor

a) Normal set up, side view.
b) Suggested modification, side view.
c) Suggested modification, face view.

In the antenna type of sensor, we have an indirect @eéhanism for closing the
contacts on movement of the line. In thisand other indirect systems, a
method Chris Bowyer and myself have found foolproof is to make the contacts
from two pieces of wire mounted at right angles (fig.2). Here it is possible

to get the best of two worlds, high pressure, and no tarnishing.

There is another very good reason for considering wire as a suitable
contact material, This is the fact that it is much less sensitive to dirt
particles than other methods. If two flat plates are used as contacts, any
bit of grit can hold them apart and cause failure. With wire, however, there
is a smaller area for dirt to fall on, and any that does tends to be pushed

to one side as the contacts come together.

Finally, let us consider the other parts of the bite-detector. In many
cases is it is desirable to include a light as well as a buzzer in the box.
It should be noted that it is usually much more satisfactory to wire the

light in parallel with the buzzer, rather than in series with it. The diagram



below shows the essential differences between these two types of circuit.(fig 3,4)
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Fig,3. Buzzer and light in parallel. Fig.4, Buzzer and light in series

The reasons for prefering the parallel arrangement are twofold; firstly that
the light and buzzer independantly draw power from the battery-if the bulb
goes the buzzer will still work, and secondly the fact that most bulbs we
would wish to use have a very high resistance, so that if mounted in: scries
there may well be insufficient current flowing in the circuit to.make the

alarm sound af all,

In order to get the best out of it, is is useful to know how the buzzer
itself works. The vast majority of devices one can buy in the shops all operate
on the same principle, and are basically an electromagnet-a coil of Wifefsurr—
ounding an iron core, (Fig.S.) The coil is mounted upright, and at the base

of it there is a contact connected %o

4[2220” one end of the coil. This contact is
(. :
m/’"°"0ar' held tight against another mounted on
vdh,ur+~"““”hx t : the buzzer base, by some sort of spring
-+ ': i system. The other end of the coil is
[ ; connected to the other side of the
¢ Hrj EES%EE; } battery. Mounted rigidly above the top
::;rtﬁj ; of the coil is a bar of iron, and the
N \/ % - iron core of the coil, a rod of this
- contactsz |
: unﬁ?? metal, protrudes out of the top of the
Base ptate? coil towards this iron bar. By switching

Fig.5. Buzzer

the power on, a surge of electricity
flows into the coil via the bottom contacts, around the windings and back to

the battery. This surge sets up a strong magnetic field in the iron core,

enough in fact to attract the whole coil bodily upwards a fraction of an inch
towards the iron bar. As soon as it moves, of course, it breaks the circuit

by opening the basal contacts; the magnetic field quickly dies away, the
attraction is broken and the spring coil mounting slams the coil back down again.
The contacts are now closed again and the cycle repeats itself, the result being
a vibration of the coil in its mountings, and this is the source of the noise

-we hear. A variation on this theme is to have a piece of iron move towards

the coil to interupt the circuit.
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With this in mind, we can see that it is possible to make certain
adjustments to get the most from our buzzer. By slightly changeing the distance
between ﬁhe iron bar and the protruding core éf the coil, or by altering the
tension in the coil mountings, if is possible to extréct a wide range of
sound from most buzzers. This becomes important when one realizes that many
of them depend on inducing resonance in a relatively massive object such as
a door, to make any appreciable noisé. Thus it has been my frequent
experience to be shown an alarm which makes a fearful row when pressed hard
against the counter by the shop-assistant, only to take it home, mount it in
my box and get no more than a pitiful squeak, or nothing at all. By altering
the frequency of vibration as described above, however, it is often possible
to tune the buzzer to the box one intends to use in such a way that a
desirable noise is made by it in the required mountings. Hence when buying
a buzzer it is always worth while checking to see if such adjustments can
easily be made, and also if possible trying it out in the box one intends

to put it in, before finally taking it.

To conclude this piece, I would like to digress a 1itt1e,‘and ask the
question:- is the eel likely to hear the buzzer as well as us when it goes
off? One can readily imagine that if as soon as it gingerly picked up a
bait its senses were battered by a shriek from an alarm, the eel would be
very likely to flee in fright.Water is a very good conductor of sound,
especially low pitched ones. Fortunately for us, however, transmission of
sound through the air-water interface is not very efficient, and so if we
mount our buzzer so that it'points' away from the water we should be in no
trouble on this score, Transmission of sound from the bank to the water is
a much more efficient process, and this is where it seems sensible to take
some precautions, Thus it would seem undesirable to mount the alarm on a
rod-rest made of metal stuck into the bank, or even worse in the edge of the
water., Far better would be to insulate the buzzer from the bank with, eg,
foam rubber or expanded polystyrene. Of course we have no proof that the
eel can hear our alarms, but it does no harm to assume the worst, and take

steps to avoid it.
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QUOTATIONS
Brian Knott has once again been digging deep into the literature for our
benefitana has come up with theyfolldWing extracts from an anthology by
Eric Parker entitled:-'An Angler's Gafland'. Many thanks, Brian., The original

sources appear at the end of each piece......;(ed.)

OF THE TRUTH ABOUT EELS

And if there run any water from your pond you shall not possible keepe
Eeles out of the same, they will come into the same against the streame,
Their manner of breeding is very uncertaine and unknown, but undoubtedly they
are bred in the brackish or sea water: and at the first full Moone in Maie
they begin to come into all great rivers, and out of great rivers into lesser
rivers, and out of those lesser rivers into all small brookes, rils, and
running waters, continually against the streame all the beginning of Sommer:
as likewise with the first floud that cometh about Michelmass, they covet to
go down the streame, and will not stay untill they come to the deepe and
brackish waters, if they be not taken or letted by the way. I know that some
holde opinion that they breed of the Maie dew, for proofe whereof they say if
you cut up two turfes of grass in a Maie mofning and clap the grassy sides of
these turfes together and so lay them in a river, you shall the next day find
small young Eeles between the sayd turfes: and so you shall indeed, for the
most part do. Howbeit not therefore they do breede of the deaw, for if you
likewise take a little bottle of sweete hay, straw, or weedes, that have no
Maie deaw fallen therecn, and sink it in a river at that time of the yeare
and take it out suddenly the next morning, and you shall finde likewise
many small Eeles therein.The reason is, at that time of the yeare that river
being full of such young Eeles, they will creepe into everything that is
sweete and pleasgant.

John Taverner: CERTAINE EXPERIMENTS CONCERNING FISH AND FRUITE (1600)

soeeetaw Arthur Smith casting out two dirty great clods of earth the
other day. Wondered what he was doing..ee.......(ed.)
*

EELS

In all the ditches, however small, which contained water there were small
eels, There were two or three even in the Holy Well, a wonderful little pool
of water lying behind a bush on the right hand side of the road as you go
from the Vicarage to the church. What a road to a child newly escaped from
London! The very dust seemed to be sweet scented. And there were dog-roses
in the hedges and baby rabbits which you could very nearly catch. But the
eels were the greatest adventure to me. I could not catch them either, the
well being too deep.l remember them with affection,with the dust and the roses.

H.T.Sheringham: TROUT FISHING (1920)



6, 4, December, 1969 32

THE ORIGIN OF THE SILVER EEL

The reader may at once be informed that the progenitor of the silver-
eel is a small beetle. That it truly is the progenitor of the silver-eel I
feel fully satisfied in my own mind, from a rigid and extensive comparisom
of its structure and habits with those of other insects. This will be the
reader's opinion too, I feel assured, after he has fairly weighed the array
of facts brought before him, and tested the conclusiong naturally from them
by actual experiment. As my own mind is now fully made up on the subject,
I have at last yielded to the solicitation of my scientific friends, and
fearless of the result, I send it forth to the world.

The parent beetle is small and black, and lurks about stones in marshy
places and river banks, It is less than the working bee of the hive. It has
a couple of hard wing-sases. It seldom uses its wings, although I have seen
it on the wing in a hot day in July. It breeds in the ordinary way of insects.
I have secen both the male and femalc sitting beside their nest, which was a
small hole beneath a stone. There would be ten to twelve eggs beside them
about the menth of June. The eggs were whitish, a little transparent, and as
large as mustard seeds, These they produce by ordinary generation. They are
prolific, and the young turnip suffers for their food. But a part of these
beetles changes every year to bring forth a species of fish by propogating
eels .in them, and bringing forth from May to July. Some of them have one,
and- others two, owing to hot and cold conditions. Most of them have two.
About the time of year of giving.birth to their eels, nature has taught
them to seek the water, and some of them travel upwards of sixty yards.

They die in the act of parturition, whether in the water, or on land. I have
come acrogs then dead, and two ccls twisting about their limbs, in water
left after the rain in the footprints of a horsé, and at great distance from
running water,
David Cairncross: THE ORIGON OF THE SILVER EEL.(1862)
teseses Well, well, well, I always thought they hatched out from the

spiders in Dave Ball's tarpaulin........(ed.)
LEL

I suspect mysclf to be’ impertinent, in saying thus much of the Conger
and Lamprey, since they afford the Angler no sport; therefore I will return
to my eel, and tcll you that the Eel hath a very sweet flesh, fat, white,
pleasant, and yields much nourishment; they are begt rosted and boiled; or
first par-boiled in salt and water and then rosted and boiled, which makes
them very tender, After they are ﬁar-boiled you may fry them in a pan ete.
They are apt to cause surfeits; thorefore cat spariﬁgl&wof them, and drink
a glass of wine after eating them.

James Chetham: THE ANGLER'S VADE MECUM. (1681).
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CORRESPONDENCE

From P.H. Tombleson: Once again thank you for sending along the latest

National Anguilla Club Bulletins which I always find most interesting.

Your members may like to know that when I was in Northern Ireland in
August I visited Loughall, a small freshwater lake not far from Armagh. The
lake is quite deep (up to forty feet) in the middle with a narrow shallow
margin which mainly grows water-lilies. It has a good eel population and

Dr. David Cragg-Hine and I explored it at dusk in a boat,

We were surprised to see numbers of eels swimming on the surface of the
water at dusk feeding on midge larvae, None of the eels were large, but next

morning we caught some whilst worm fishing.

Neither of us have seen this type of eel activity before and T am
wondering whether it is common on eel waters, At the time, the water
temperature was high and the activity seemed to begin at dusk, the eels

taking very little notice of the boat.,

*
Comment. - There seems to be a growing body of evidence to suggest that
master Anguilla is not so exclusively a bottom dwelling creature as has long
been supposed. Whether or not it ever becomes practicable to fish anywhere
but on the bottom is of course a different matter, and a club such as this

is in a very good position to find oute.....( ed)

THE RUSSIAN APPROACH

On March 11th. 1969 it was reported in Pravda, the Soviet newspaper,
that a new type of agquarium was being built at Minsk. Its sole purpose is to
study the migration or migrator yhabits of eels. This aquarium, designed by the
zoologists at Minsk, is the first of its kind in Russia and is being built with
the help of workers from the Institute of Heat-and-Mass Exchange of the

Academy of Sciences of the Byelorussian S.S.H.

When finished it will consist of four inter-connected tanks in which the
scientists will reproduce artificially the cycle of salinity and temperature
prevalent in the Sargasso Sea, to which the eels migrate to breed. With the
help of this ingenious arrangement, the Russian scientists hope to discover

many secrets in the life-history of the eel.

i (contributed by Brian T. Knott).
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MIGRATING EELS IN THE YORKSHIRE OUSE
A Yorks sub-group report-by Alan Hawkins.

This October, the Yorks sub-group decided to put to the test an idea
which had been at the backs of their minds all summer. Knowing that mature
eels migrate at the end of the season,w®¢ reasoned that a river which drains
a large area, such as the Yorkshire Ouse, should contain a good head of these
fish moving downstream at this time of year. We hoped that such fish would
be well above average weight for river eels, and would contain some very

lagge specimens from ponds and lakes in the drainage system.

It was decide to try immediately upstream of a weir for these fish, the
idea being that this may be sufficient of an obstacle to cause a‘pile-up of
migrating eels in this place. On October 4th. I arrived solo at Linton Weir
" to test this, and quickly discovered a 'hot-spot! from which nine eels were
taken in four hours on two worn rods; the D.B. tackle not being disturbed at
all. Two subsequent visits yielded a further nine and five fish reapectively;
oﬁ the first of these CHRIS. BOWYER was also present, he fished about twenty
yards upstream for only two fish and very few runs:- on the second ARIEUR
SMITH came and fished as close as he could get upstream of me, again for

only two fish and few runs.

Apart from one effort of 0.7. all the fish showed the following features:

I. Definate bronze or silver colour on the flanks,

2. Eripty and contracted stomachs,

5. Mature female sex organs.,

4. Enlarged eyes.

Taken together, there can be little doubt that these features show that the
fish were in the process of migration. All were caught on worm baits, either
one or two lobs, giving almost exactly IRH/E. from ny figures on both these
baits. No eels were taken on fish baits. All were in the weight range 0.I4...
I.15,

The 'hot-spot' was identified to correspond with a feature of the river
bed at this point, as the diagram below shows.
LfP ' OjL Weir ¥
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to the 1lip of the weir, with a corresponding increase of water current. The

'hot-spot! was at the  junction of the flat and sloping parts.

A final trip to another weir- Naburn-, which marks the boundary between
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the tidal and non tidal reaches of this river, gave three eels, best 2:12,
two of which showed 81l the characteristics of the Linton fish.

Unfortunately for the scientific aspects of any interpretation, the control
experiment-to fish below or well away from a weir, was not done. Nevertheless
from the definate location of the 'hot-spot', and the obvious lack of sport
only a few yards away, it secems reasonable to suggest that at Linton at least,
the weir does act as a partial barrier to passage down-stream; and causes a
traffic jam above it. We suspect that a migrating eel, suddenly confronted by
a rapid change in depth, and an increase of current, may well circle on the

spot for some time before taking the plunge over the top.

Although not of any great size, even so these fish were well above the
usual 0:8 bootlace nornally taken on worm in these rivers up here. We believe
that far bigger eels were present when we fished for then, but thet the
complete indifference to D.B. made it extremely difficult to catch them. Vorn,
as we know, is a more attractive, but less selective, bait than D.B. and with
small fish as ever out-numbering the large ones, our chances were -limited.

It nmay be worth speculating that these fish were behaving rather like running
salmon, not actually intent on feeding, but capable of being tempted into
teking a worm. An interesting point is that, with very few exceptions, the cels
were all hooked in the mouth, and that the bait was invariably dropped if a run
was allowed to develop at all. The marked reduction in siomach size would have

nede feeding a diffiocult process anyway.

Tt is tempting to suggest that barrieérs of this sort may be worth fishing
on other rivers than the Ouse which we tried at the back end of the season.
We would be interested to hear if any other members have had similar experiences
Uhless, however the refusal of D.B. is a peculiarity of the Ouee alone, a

seeningly promising idea may turn out to be of less use than hoped.
*

THE IDEAL EEL ROD
by Rodney Storey

Many times I've sat watching a motionless silver-paper bite indicator,
waiting for it to make that ridiculous slow dréoy to the ground, that means
Anguille is slowly stealing line; or the artery bursting 'thwack' of it
slapping against the the rod with the explosive burst of the first run. At
times of inactivity such as these, one's thoughts turm to tactics, baits, apd
especially tagkle,and its adequacy for the job in hand. In particular I have
spent many hours pondering about rods, and wondering if it is possible to
make the idenl eel rod,
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I have landed ry first sizeable eel, (and also my personal best) on an
0ld and rmuch nodified tank aserial., It was a delight to cast with this rod,
to feel the handle corks flex backwards in anticipation of the surge of
power to send a dead-bait hurtling across the lake. Its very flexibility
was, however its greatest fault. It just had no back-bone to muscle in a
fighting eel! As a contrast one sonetimes sees the old time cel angler
wielding a rod more suited to monster Scottish pike, and obviously tdo heavy.

Surely the happy nediun must lie somevhere between these two extremes.

What are the requirements for the ideal eel rod? As I see it, the rod
rmust be capable of casting a single, unweighted, lobwornm & reasonable
distance, yet still be capable of casting a six or seven inch dead-bait.

It rust be supple enough to give some fun with medium sized eels, yet still

be capable of handling the ten pounder when it comes.

At present I think most of us use carp rods of various types, perhaps
the most common being the Richard Walker Mark IV, in built cane, or fibre-
glass, with a IXlb. test curve. This rod undoubtedly satisfies two of my
requirenents, (the single lob and nedium sized fish), and if all eels were
fought in open water, would probably satisfy the ten pounder requirement also.
(see Jin Gibbincon's corment in “Fishing" Sept. 1969). After all the Mk.IV.
did land a j41b. carp at the very capeble hands of Richard Walker. However one
cannot cast a really heavy dead-bait with this rod without some element of
risk. The stepped up Mk.IV, with a test curve of 2.5/4 to 31b, depending on
the monufacturer, will adequately decl with any dead-bait or eel we are likely

to encounter in fresh water, but with a loss in flexibility.

In 1967 I was faced with this problem, so I attempted to design a rod to
neet my specifications., I decided on a nodification of the Mk.IV, which I still
think is o delight to handle, but with strength and handling qualities between
this and the S.U. version. Reference to Walker's “Rod building for amateurs"
revealed a formular which even ny non-nathnatical brain could understand.

By taking the dimensions of the I¥b. test curve Mk.IV, end adding a factor
corresponding to a 50% increase, I arrived at a set of dimensions giving a

rod of 2.I/41b. test curve, that is roughly half way between the 'carp" and
the 8.U. and still with the Mk.IV handling characteristics. These dimensions

are listed at the end of the article.

The built cane for the prototype was made for me by Olivers of Knebworth,
who 8till make cane to customer's own specifications, and what beautiful cane
it is! Their current price is I3/3 per foot (quotéd August 1969), to give a
cost of £6:I2:6, or £5:I9:5 with false butt, (nine feet of built cane). If
one adds about two guineas for fittings, this would give a kit price of (say)

£8:15:0, and a made up price of about £I3, or more with intermediate whippings
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All these prices are estinates based on Oliver's current catalogue, except
the cane price. I purchased ny kit of parts some two and a half years ago,

and have had no need to have a further quotation.

The rod I have described,-let's call it the Mk.IV eel with respect to
Richard walker,-performs extremely well, although I an rarely satisfied
with the casting of a single lobworrm. Two lobs are 0.K. I've yet to land a
large eel on this rod, because of a virtual abscence of fishing tinme up to
this season, but I have every reason to believe it will perform extrenely
well.

Critcisns? Well T would sometines like it to cast a lighter bait, but
modificotions for this would entail lightening the tip, or extending it,
either of which would probably impair the rod's ability to cast large baits.
Perhaps lengthening the rod from the butt, while retaining the same length of
handle,might help in keeping an eel out of tree roots and narginal vegetation,

but I have rarely had any trouble here.

Bofore I can be really heppy, I feel I must build a rod to the Mk.IV
design, but with 2 21b. test curve, just for comparison. After achieving a
.final design, perhops we, as a group, could give a supplier a bulk order,
which may then justify the production of blanks in fibre-glass, as well as

in built cane.

*

DIMENSIONS OF ROD DESCRIBED ABOVE

Butt Section Tip Section
Distance Thickness Distance Thickness
from butt from butt
i, 66 v w aw u 0,540
6 faiggcbutt 2w e 0.520
I2 L 78 o . n n 0.300
I8 , u n uw 0.550 84 , . w o 0.280
24 w w =a m 0.512 . 90 . 4 u w 0.266
30 4, v o u 0.484 9% 4 w w u 0.253
3% 4w n w nu 0,458 : 102 W onoon o 0.228
42 4 o o 0.434 08  ,, . w o 0.202
48 ,, w uw «n 0.410 II4 , o » o 0.I65
54 % w w n 0.385 20 ,, , o u 0.I32
60 y w w n 04363

A1l measurcrients above in inches.

*



