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Date or winber fishing on Clear Leko {(winter of 1933%-124) were presented in

Fs

Revort 27l. This report covers only the swmmer fishinz (1924) and is based on in-

formation collected hy the Ogemaw Csl.Ce. Camp under the gensral supervision of Camp

Suporintendent DBehane

4
The census differs from that taken by other C.C.C. camps in that the fishermen
themselves reccorded the informaticon. Some sheets were prepered with sreat care,

others wore without date or wibthout certain other desired information, some represented

sons.s The

ol

the fishing of one individual, others covered the fishing of 3 or 4 per

may, therefore, not shoxw accurately the summer fishing bubt the infermation in

this renort abt least cives a falr conception of the Pishing conditiors in Clear Lake
£z < &

for the summer of 1934. It iz assumed thet the information given here covers be-

tween 75% end 1007 of +the fishing.

Clear Lake has a warl bothom, limited vosstation and clear water; differing in

type from Fife Lake for which similar report has bzen nrevicusly submitted,

In the discussion of Table I the numbers preceding the items refer +tec the same

item nunbers in the table.

l. Six percent of the fishermen used 2 lines each, 94% used only ons line.

2. The total fish ceught (1817) represent 2 per acre cateh of only 4.78 Tish (as-

suminz the area is correctly gsiven es 3380 acres in the Michigan Leke s and Streems

Directory).
3« There were approximately only two Pishermen-days per acre of waber, all summer,

6+ The averase catch per fisherman in June was almost doubls. the averaje catoh

during She remeinder of the swmmers,
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Table I

Stetistics in Fishing in Clear lLake, Ogemaw County. Summer of 1934,

Item JuneV’ July August SeEth/ No dateé/ Total®”
1. Total number of lines 62 204 289 72 157 784
2+ Total no. of legal=sized fish 233 445 577 139 - 423 1817
3+ Total number of fishermen 80 192 267 69 151 739

4, Totel nunber of hours fished 202 /4 514 1/4 25 265 1/2 544 3/4 2251 3/4
5+ Average no. of fish per

fisherman 349 2.3 2.2 2.0 2.8 245
6e Average noe. of fish per hour 1l.15 «87 «80 52 » 78 «81
8. Averaze no. of hours per
fisherman 346 3.9 247 2e2 348 3.0
8o Total no. of women fishign 9 32 47 20 50 158
96 Noe. of fishermen taking no fish 14 26 132 36 73 351
10, Percent of fishermen taking no
’ ’ fish 2343 50 49 .4 5242 4843 4745
11. Averaze size of all fish caught®/8.6"  8,0% 81" 7 9" §.21 81"
12, Totel no. of “undersized™ fisngs 195 209 517 160 182 1263
13, Bait fished with by fisher-
men (where only one kind of
bait was listed)
florms 25 61 109 24 66 285
dinnows - 13 7 2 3 25
Frogs —_— 4 6 1 —_ 11
Crayfish — e 5 —_— —_— 5
Grub — —_— - -— 2 2
Grasshopper ~— — 1 — 1 2
Him — 1 —_ — — 1
Totals for Natural bBait 25 78 128 27 72 331
Plug 20 21 17 1 9 63
Spinner 2 10 1 1 4 18
Fly 1 3 — — 4 8
Totals for Artificial bait 23 34 18 2 17 o4

14, Method of fishing (when only omne method was used)

Casting 19 21 42 2 17 101
Trolling 7 17 16 2 17 59
Still fishing 18 72 142 31 78 341
HMethod of fishing (when one or more methods were used N
Casting 31 87 93 20 40 261
Trolling . 11 65 58 24 41 199
S%111 fishing 29 . 134 182 55 108 508
154 Perch ' '
a. Number takezg; 179 304 418 1B 214 1231
bs Averaze sizdw 7 o3 Tl 763 7 o2 743 702
ce Percent of total ecatch 7663 6343 72 o4 8345 50.6 67.7
de Number of undersized 167 174 399 119 128 985
¢, Approximate sizs of
undersized®” 5 5 5 5 5 5
16 Large-mouth bass
2. Number taken 34 29 54 4 25 146
—T he Avzrage size 1342 12.5 12,0 12.7 12,1 12.4
ce Poercent of totel catch 14,5 6e5 9e4 249 569 8.0
dy Number of undersized 20 14 34 4 29 101
@e Approximate size of
undersized 8 8 712 6 8 8
17+ Smell=mouth hass
8o Humber taken 11 s 24 23 8 35 101
b. Average size 11.4 12.9 1345 1365 12.7 12,9
ce Percent of total catch 4.7 541 4,0 548 Bed 56
ds Number of undersized 1 12 14 21 13 61
ee Approximete size of
. undersized 8 9 8 5 7 7
18, Bluegills
g.e« Number taken 3 19 16 2 44 84
be Average size 7 o5 746 740 8.0 73 7e3
ce Percent of total catch 1.3 4.3 2eB l.4 10.4 4,6
d. Number of undersized - 7 12 2 - 21
e Approximste size of
undersized - 5 4 1/2 5 1/2 - 5
19. SunfishNy
2.+ Number taken 1 59 55 8 96 219
be Average size 740 742 Te2 6.1 742 7.1
ce Percent of total catch o4 13.3 9.5 5.8 2247 12,1
de Number of undersized 7 2 57 14 14 94
e App roximate size of
undersized 4 5 4 41/2  41/2 4 1/2
20. Rockbass
2. Number teken 1 4 1l — —— 6
be Average size 9.0 760 6.0 —_ — 702
¢+ Percent of total catch o4 ’ o9 o2 —_ -t o3
de Number of undersized -— —_— 1l — — 1l
e.sApproximate size of
undersized —— — 3 — — 3
21, Northern Pike _
T8, Number taken 2 3 3 1 5 14
be Average size 20,0 21.3 2243 2740 28,0 24,1
ce Percent of total catch o8 o7 o5 o7 1.2 o8
de Number of undersized | —_— —_— — — — —
22+ Bullheads
2. Number taken — 3 7 — 4 14
be Average size _— 11.3 11.3 —_ 12.5 11.6
ce. Percent of total catch — o7 1.2 —_— o9 o8
2

23e Walloye (Pike Perch) ¥ (23Y)

June 25=30 only.

September 1-15 only,

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

Exclusive of data on § sheets which were discarded because of incompleteness.
Exclusive of undersized fish.

Fish of below legal length, caught and returned.

#3:sk Includes all methods listed as having been used in the day's fishinge. Some used
only one, some two and some all three methods.

N O AN

8 Nurber taken includes, in all cases, legal-sized fish only.

9 size given in inches in all cases,
10 Species not indieated., Probably all, or essentially flel, were common sunfish.
11 Mr, C. H. Clipper, who has been a resorter and ardent fisherman on Clear Lake for some

years, states that he has never taken a walleye in Clear Lake or hea@d of one being taken
there. The two fish listed as Walleyes probably were Northern Pike.
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Be Iishing, on a fish-per-hecur basis, was hest in June and poorest in Septembera

<
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The average catch for the years 1928-1932 inclusive on non~trout wpbers in Ogemaw
County was 483 per hougéf The per hour catch on Clear Lake (summer of 1934) was +51
fishe

7« The average fishermen=-day for the summer as a whole was 3 hours,

Be Twenby-one percent of the fishermen were women.

10, Almost half of the fishermen took no fishe

11« The fish were of a rather sm2ll aversse size,

12, Two fish of each five caught were undersized. Undsrsized fish were not in=

cliaded in the other figures of the table except when definitely indicated.
13. Of those who fished with one kind of bait only, 285 fishermen (66%)

used worms. Sixty=elzht used »lugs exclusively while only 25 used minnows exclusively.
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14, About half of those who fished used more then one method of fishin

...5' S

extent of diversity of fishing appears unusual, at least it was nob evident in the
fishing on Fife Lake during the same summer.

15. Two=thirds of all fish caught were perche. A large number of undersized perch
(under 6 inches in length) were also btaken,

16+ Lerze-mouth bass reprasented 8% of the catche

17, Small-mouth bass were slightly larger than the large-mouth but were not guite
as well represented in the catch,.

13. It is possible that some of the fish listed as sunfish wers actually bluezills.

21e. Only 14 northern pike were reported caughte. Mr, C. H, Clipper states that the

northern pike catch "dropped off" very decidedly in 1933 and 1934,

. b . [ .
V Teken from Institute Report 238 "First Analysis of the ¥ichigan Creel Census™,
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2%+ The twe "walleyes" were probably northern pike.

Table II

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

No, using To. and % Total noe Ave size of, lio, of Fish per
Bait the baiﬁéf zebting no takeny” 211 takeﬁé// under fishermen
fish sized day
No. A . f'ish

Worms 285 78 27 o4 1199 705 843 4,2
Hinnows 25 13 5240 49 9.8 — 260
Frogs 11 4 3544 8 13.1 — o7
Grasshoppers 2 -~ 100 —_— —_ 4 0.0
CI‘a‘VfiSh 5 - - 9 11.9 — 1.8
Grubs 2 e — 3 11.72 -—_ 1.5
Plug 59 32 46 44 80 12,9 37 1.2
Spinner 18 13 7247 7 12,0 1 o4
Artificial fly 8 2 25.0 5 10,3 6 8

v

Includes 5745% of all crael census recordss The obhers represented use of several
kinds of bait.

& Tneludes only those fishermen using one kind of bailt for thelir entire days fishing,

ie8., only worms, only minnows, etc.

¥ Legal Fish only.

Discussion of Table II

The information is too meager to permlit any =zeuneralization on the effectiveness
of different kinds of bait. They indicate that worms and plugs were the two
rinceiple baits used, and that worm fishing gave the best results in number of fish

cauzht bub the poorest results iu size of fish talen. It is rather survrising that

minnows were used so little for bait.
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Table I1
Number (end size) of fish teken (listed by species) on each kind of bait
Lerge Small 3lus-  Sunf- Rock- Mor- - Bull-
Bait Perch moubth mouth £111ls  fish bass thern  heads
e PBSS  bRSE pike
ylorns 924(7.30%”  19(13.3)  39(12.1) 35(7.4) 108(7.2) 5{7.2) eere 8(11,1)
innows 20(646) 7(13.8)  16(13.2) ... B8(7e2)  eees ecves cees
Frogs cere 3(11.7) 2(11.3)  .u.. 1(7.0) ... 1(24) 1(14)
Gr&sshoppel‘s X so e sesve TR YRR snes es e e ee s
Crayfish 1(10.5) 2{12,0) 6(12.0) ... cens coee cees e
\J"I‘ubs ].(6.5) o v e L N 2 ) o " o0 > P00 LN B * 9 9 e 2(15'5)
Plug 2(8.0) 50(13.3) 15(13.2)  2{7+5) 7(7+4) ee.. 4(22.0) wens
Spimmer cees 3(12,5) 1(12.0) veees cers cees 3(22.3)  wess
Artificial Tly cene 6(1043) N coes cees eee cees cese

é/Includes 57 5% of all creel census records. Those for fishing with only one kind of
bait.

Q/Tiwures in parenthesis indicate averaze length, in inches, of fish %aken (legal-sized
Fol

General disgcussion

It may be safely concluded that fishing in Clear Lake during +ths summer of 1934
was relabively poor., Indications are that the lake 1s more cr less overrun with small
perch, a condition which is by no msans uncommon in lakes of this type. With en
apparent searcity of the larger predatory fish (especielly northern pike), the small
perch may becoms even more abuundant in the future.

The decline in northern pike catch is nrobatly attributablc to the low wmter level
of the several previous years, causing a temporary destruction of the warshy spawning
areas of these fish,

The taking of a large number of undersized fish might indicate that fishing will
be better in the futre, provided however, that grovih rate of the fish is fairly rapid
and that the kind of bait used (chiefly worms) wes not unusually effective in toking
these small fish.

The lake has recently been subjected to some lake improvement work. A survey of
the present conditions in the lake should indicate what steps mizht be taken to furthsr
improve the fishing conditions.

R. WI. Eschmeyer
Institute for Fi heries liesearch
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