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CHEEL cc::::us DATA E-'OE CI.t!:;AR LAKE, O·.JEHf,.W COUNTY, STJMtTI::R OF' 1934 

Date. or, win{;er fishing on Clear Le.k0 (winter of 1933- 1 34) ·were presented :'Lr. 

Report 2?1. This report covers only the summer fishing (l934)_and is baced on in-

formation collected by the O,:;emaw c.c.c. Ca.mp under the gene.ral superv-ision of Camp 

Supcrintemdent Dehan. 

The census 'lif'fe:cs from that ta.ken by oths r C .c .c. camp_; in that the fishermen 

themselves recorded. tte inf"orm.aticn. Some sher;-t~s were prepai·ed with sreat care, 

others were witL.out date or l":ithout certain oth,r d0;,i1:-ed infonEat.ion., some re;n·ese:rtecl 

·!;he fish in;; of one individual, others covered the fi shin;; 0£' 3 or 4, per· sons. The 
de.ta 

may, therefore., :1ot shO'N accurately the summer fishing but the information in 

this report. a·!·; least gives a fair conception of the fishin 6 conditions in Clei:tr Lake 

for V10 summer of 1931. It is assumed ths.t the i:r..formation c:;iven here covern be-

tv\!"ee1, 75;! and 1001~ oi' the fishing. 

Clear Lake 11as a me.r1 bottom., limited vo,~3,·;ritio:.1 and c:t.eo.r vrro.ter; differing in 

type fro:r:, Fife La.lee fo:1 which a simila.r re::;,ort has been pr0viousJy submitted. 

In l:Irn c.isc'-1.s sion of Table I the numbers preceding the items refer· to the same 

it01,1 numbe1·s :i.n tb.e table. 

Discussion of '.:'able I. 

1. Six percent of the fishermen used 2 lines each., 94}'S used only one➔ line. 

2 • The 1~ota.l fish caught (1817) 1·0'!)r0sent a :;:-.er acre catc:h of only 4. 7f3 fish (as-

sumin; the area is correctly ,_;i var, B.s 380 acres in the TiU.chi;an Lake s and Streams 

Directory). 

3. Thero v:ere approxima hel;1,r on1;:; two fisherman-days per 8J..:1·0 :)f 1:rat21~, all surrnner. 

5. Tho avera0e catch per fishorman :tr. June was almost double. the avera..c;e catch 
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Table I 

Statistics in Fishing in Clear Lake, Ogemaw County. 

Item 
1. Total number of lines 2. Total no. of legal-sized fish 
3. Total number of fishermen 
4. Total number of hours fished 5. Average no. of fish per fisherman 

June~ 
62 233 
60 202 1/4 
3.9 

6. Average no. of fish per hour 1.15 ~. Averase no. of hours per fisherman 3.6 80 Total no. of women fishign 9 
9. lfo. of fishermen taking no fish 14 10. Percent of fishermen taking no fish 23.3 11. Average size of all fish caught'lij/8.6n 12. Total no. of "undersizedn fisH,ij/ 195 13. Bait fished with by fisher­men (where only one kind of bait was listed) 

Jul~r 
204 
445 192 

514 1/4 
2.3 
.87 

3.9 32 
96 

50 s.ou 
209 

August 
289 
577 
267 
,.,25 
2.2 .so 
2.7 

47 132 
49.4 s.111 
517 

Summer of 1934. 

Sept .z--
72 139 
69 265 1/2 
2.0 

.52 
2.2 20 36 
52.2 7.9tt 
160 

No date-lv' 
157 
423 151 544 3/4 
2.8 • 78 
3.8 
50 73 

48.3 
8 .2n 
182 

Total-4,r 
784 1817 
739 

2251 3/4 
2.5 .Bl 
3.0 158 351 
47.5 s.1u 
1263 

Norms 25 61 109 24 66 285 ~llinnows 13 7 2 3 25 Frogs 4 6 1 11 Crayfish 5 5 
~~ 2 2 Grasshopper 1 1 2 
H&n 1 1 Totals for Natural Bait 25 78 128 27 72 331 Plug 20 21 17 1 9 68 Spinner 2 10 1 1 4 18 
Fly 1 3 4 8 Totals for Artificial bait 23 34 18 2 17 94 _____________________________ _._ __ 

14. Method of fishin6 (when only one method was used) 
Casting Trolling 
Still fishing 

19 
7 18 

21 17 
72 

42 16 142 
lfothod of fishing ( when one or :more methods were used)\V 

15. 

Ca.s·!;ing Trolling Still fishing 
Perch ~: 1:~::e t:~ 
c. Percent of total catch d. Number of undersized e. Approximate size of undersizeJS/ 

-16 • Le.rje-mouth bass a• '.\unbe r taken 

17. 

b. ~l~i13rage s1ze 
c. Percent of total catch c.. Number of undersized 
e. Approximate size of 
Small-mouth bass 
ao Humber taken b. Average size 

undersized 

c. Percent of total catch d. Number of undersized 
e. Approximate size of undersized 

18. 3luegil~~ 
a. Nuniber taken bo Average size 
c. Percent of total catch d. Number of undersized e. Approximate size of undersized 

19. SunfishW 
a. Number taken 
b. Average size c. Percent of total catch 
d. Number of undersized e. Approximate size of undersized 20. Rockbass a. Number taken 
bo Average si7.e c. Percent of total catch 
d. Number of undersized e.,.Approxirnate size of undersized ---------------21. Northern Pike a. Number ta.ken 
b. Average size 
c. Percent of total catch d. Number of undersi~ed 

22. Bullheads a. Number taken 
b. Average size c. Percent of total catch 23. 1/Valleye (Pike Perch) 'Vt 

1 June 25-30 only. 
2 September 1-15 only. 

31 
11 29 

179 
7o3 76.8 167 
5 

34 13.2 14.6 20 
8 

11 11.4 4.7 
1 
6 
3 7.5 1.3 

1 7.0 .4 
7 
4 
l 9.0 

.4 

2 20.0 .s 

87 
65 134 

304 
7.1 68.3 174 

5 

29 12.5 6.5 14 
8 

,., 24 
12.9 5.1 12 
9 

19 7.6 4.3 
7 
5 
59 7.2 

13.3 2 
5 
4 1.0 
.9 

3 21.3 
.7 

3 11.3 
.7 

93 
58 

182 
418 
7o3 72.4 399 

5 

54 12.0 9.4 
3-:'t 
7 1/2 

23 13.5 4.0 
14 
8 

16 1.0 2.s 12 
4 1/2 

55 
7.2 9.5 
57 
4 
l 6.0 .2 1 
3 
3 22.3 .5 

7 11.3 1.2 

2 
2 

31 

20 24 
55 

lJB 7.2 
83.5 119 

5 

6 
8 13.5 
5.8 21 
5 
2 s.o 1.4 2 

5 1/2 
8 6.1 

5.8 14 
4 1/2 

1 27.0 
• 7 

3 All taken in the summer of 1934., but month and day were not given. 

17 17 78 

40 41 108 
214 7.3 
50.6 126 

5 
25 12.1 5.9 29 
8 
35 12.7 8.3 13 
7 

44 7.3 
10.4 

96 7.2 22.7 
14 
4 1/2 

5 28.0 1.2 

4 12.5 
.9 

4 Exclusive of data on 5 sheets which vrere discarded because of incompleteness. 
5 Exclusive of undersized fish. 
6 Fish·of below legal length., caught and returned. 

101 59 341 

261 199 
508 

1231 
7 o2 

67.'7 985 
5 

146 12.4 e.o 
101 
8 

101 12.9 5.6 
61 
7 

84 7.3 4.6 21 
5 

219 7.1 12ol 94 
4 1/2 
6 

7o2 
.3 1 

3 
14 24.1 .a 
14 11.6 
.8 

7 ~3!SB Includes all methods listed as having been •.1sed in the day's fishing. Some used only one, some two and some all three methods. 
8 Number taken includes, in all cases, legal-sized fish only. 
9 Size given in inches in all cases. 
lO Species not indicated. Probably all, or essentially ~-• were common sunfish. 11 Mr. C. H. Clipper., who has been a resorter and ardent fisherman on Clear Lake for some years, states tha.t he has never taken a walleye in Clear Lake or he~ of one being taken there. The two fish listed a.s ·Nalleyes probably were Northern Pike. 
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6. Fishing, on a fish-,E!)er-ho'1r basis, vras hest :i.n ,June and poorest in September. 

The averac;e catch for t}i,-3 year·s 1928-1932 inc1t::,hre on non-trout wnte1·s in Ogemaw 

County vre.s .88 per hour-..J.: The per hour catch on Clear Lake (surrm1er cf 1934) was .Bl 

fish. 

7. The average fishermen-day for the summer as a whole vra.s 3 hours. 

8. Tvrenty-one percent of the fishermen were women. 

10. Almost half of the fishermen took no fish. 

11. The fish were of a rather srnB.11 avera.,_:;e size. 

12. Two fish of each five caught were undersized. 7Jndersizod fish ,•,ere r!.ot in-

cl 1.ded in the other fi:::;ures of the table except vfr:en definitely indicated. 

13. Of those who fished with one kind of bait only, 285 fishermen (66;,0 

used vrorms. Si:xty-e:i.ght used plugs cxclusivoJ..y while only 25 used minnows exclusively. 

14. About half of those who fished used more than one method of fishing. '.l'his 

e:cte::tt of diversity of fishing appears um,slmJ, B.t 1oast it -rms not evident in tbe 

fishing on Fife Lake during the s&Jle summer. 

15. Tvro-thirds of all fish cau;;h'.:: were perch. A large number of undersized perch 

( under 6 inches in leng~h) 0Nere al so taken. 

16. LB.r,:_;e-mouth bass reprr:;sented 8% of the catcho 

17. Small-mouth bass were slightly larger than the large-mouth but were not quite 

as well represented in the catch. 

18. It is possible that some of the fish listed as sunfish 7rpr0 actually blue:silu:;. 

21. Only 14 northern pike were reportsd caught. Mr. c. E. Clipper states that the 

northern pike catch II dropped off0 very decidedly in 1933 and 1934 • 

.JI Taken from Institute Report 238 "First Analysis of' the 1'.Heh:i.ban Creel Censusn. 



23. The two "walleyes" were probably northern pike. 

Table II 

w 
Statistics on the catch, based on the kind. of bait used • 

No. usin"" no. and dJ 
/0 

Daib the bai~ getth1.1; no 
f'ish 

No. o1 
/0 

"."forms 285 78 2'7 .4 
Hinnows 25 13 52.0 
1:1ro;;s 11 4 35.4 
3-rasshoppers 2 100 
Crayfish 5 
Grubs r, ~, 

Plu~ 69 32 46.4 
Spinner 18 13 72.2 
_A_r_t_i_f_:i._c_i_9._l_f_l_,Y .• ---~--___ - ____ _J';: ____ 2_,5_.o_ 

Totalno; 
b1ken¥ 

1199 
49 

8 

9 
3 

80 
7 
6 

Av. size of 
all tnkenW 

7o5 
9.8 

13.1 

11.9 
11.2 

No. of 
under 
sized 
fish 

84:8 

4 

Fish per 
fisherman 

day 

4.2 
2.0 

.7 
o.o 
1.8 
1.5 

12.s 37 1.2 
18.0 l .4 
10.3 6 .8 -·-·-·-~-•-·-·-•-"""- ,,_ ___ ,__,~- . ---v-~.--- _,..,.. ______ _ 

'¢/ Includes 57 .5;; of all creel census records. The others repre0ented use o:f' sevoral 
kinds of bait. 

_g/Inc111des only thoso fisl:.ermen usi".1£ one kind of hait for ·t;l,eir· 0nt1.re days fishinr;, 
i.e., only worms, only minno·Ns, etc. 

Discussion of '.:.'able II 

~he inforniP.,tion is too mea::;er to perm:'J_; a~1y -;eneralization on the effoctivene::,o 

or differ·ent kinds of bait. 'I'hey :i.ndice,i;e that worms and plugs were tho two 

priaciple baits used., and that worm fishing gave the best results in nurnb0r of fish 

caught but the poorest results in size of fish ta.lren. It is rather surprising that 

minnc)ws were used so little for bait. 
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Table II 

l'Junb!'ff (and size) of fish ta.k,m (lis+;ed b;r species) on ea.ch ki::id of bait~ 

Le.rse Small Blua- Sunf- Rock- l\Tor- Bull-
Bait Perch mouth mouth ;ills fish bass t}10r·n heads 

bass ba.ss ~ike - -- -------·- -·- ----- ... --·-··- .... ,._ 

"Jorrns 934(7.3j?,-" 19(13.3) 39(12.1) 35 ( 7 .4) 108(7 .2) 6(7.2) .... 8(11.1) 
... ~. 20(6.6) 7(13.8) 16(13.2) 6( 7 .2) 1.~innov-:s .... . . . . • • • • . ... 
Fror;s . . . . 3(11.7) 2(11.3) .... 1(7.0) . ... 1(24) 1(14) 
Grasshoppers . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... . ... . ... . . . . . ... 
Crayfish 1(1.0.s) 2(12.0) 6(12.0) .... , ... . . . . . ... . ... 
Grubs 1(6 • .5) . .. . . . . . . ..... . ... . ... . ... 2(13,5) 

Plug 2(8.0) 50(13.3) 15(13.2) 2(7.G) ( Lt' 4(22.0) 7 7os,) . . . . .... 
Spinner . . . . 3(12_,5) 1(12.0) ..... . ... . ... 3(22.3) . ... 
Artifieial F'ly . . . . 6(10.3) . . . . .... . . . . . ... . ... . ... 
~-------------------------------------------------------
~Includes 57 .5~,; of all creel census records. Those for fishing with only one kind of 

bait. 

~Figures in parenthesis indicate average length, in inches, of fish tnken (legal-sized 
·"; s1° only1 ) 1 . ..1,, ...... , • 

General discussion 

It may be safely concluded that fishin6 in Clear fo.ke during the sturimer of 1934 

was relatively poor. Ind:ice:l;ions are that the lake is more or less overrun r:itL small 

perch., a condition which is b;-,r no means uncommon in lakes of this type .. Witb an 

apparent scarcity of the lart;ar :-;redatory fish (especie.lly i-:.or'thern pik0) 1 the small 

perch mny become even more abundant in t 11e future. 

The decline in northern ]tike catcl-c 5.s probably attributable to the low water le,;el 

of tho sovel'al pr0vio1,!S years, causi:n; a ter,,}?ora.ry destru.ction of tl-:s marshy sr-s.~vning 

areas of these fish. 

The taking of a large number of u.r~dersized fish mi6ht indicate that fishing vrl 11 

'be better in the futre., prmrided howev;:;r., that gro 0:it.h rate of the fish is fairly rapid 

and that the kind of bo:lt used (chiefly ':,orms) 1frqs not unnsually effective in to.king 

these small fish. 

The lake has recently been subjected to some la.ke improvement vrn1~k. A survey of 

the ~resent conditions in the lake should indicate what steps mi;::;ht be taken to further 

improve the fishini::; conditions. 
R. 'if. Esc:b.Jneyer 
Institute for E'i :herie s :;:·:ecearch 
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