That’s not a mess!
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This is a mess…
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As Magnus rightly pointed out in his Tuesday FP http://www.sexyloops.com/index.shtml , hackled trout flies work.  You know, as if I was arguing that they didn’t. Having set up this precarious straw man, Magnus, whom I suspect attended a Jesuit seminary as a child but quit because they were shy of a good argument, then goes on to argue…

“…when they (fish) see a prey item - they use "only information which is relevant for a particular purpose." which, according to Bob, is "…the body profile - and maybe the wing. So, don't you think they see all fishing flies that way? I'd argue they do” 

…as if I was maybe arguing with that too.  

Well, I’m in complete agreement with what Magnus says about the way trout perceive their prey.   It’s just that he then goes on to argue like a Jesuit with a roomful of hundred-dollar hackle capes.  I have a lot of sympathy with that point of view, too, but several years of therapy has cured me of GHAD (genetic hackle acquisition disorder).  The money I’ve saved has allowed me tremendous scope for reel purchases. 

We both agree that a beautiful dry fly hackle isn’t really necessary for catching a trout. I say if the fish only registers the gross characteristics of the fly then why bother with all the fancy genetic hackle nonsense?  Magnus says, in so many words, because we can. (He also suggests that trout might key to the less obvious aspects of it’s prey – another issue to discuss).  Fair enough I say, but let’s face it, perfectly formed dry fly hackles are a style thing. A convention. Lets not pretend it’s anything more than aesthetics – which I’m the first to admit are an important part of fly-fishing, but, for me, trout flies aren’t works of art; they’re ammunition.

Trout may not care whether a fly has a precise shade of blue dun hackle, but I do think an impression of legs and other body parts are significant secondary ‘releasers’, otherwise I wouldn’t bother with them either. A classic collar or parachute hackle simply doesn’t provide the best impression of those aspects, to my eye at least. A sparse, webby hackle http://www.danica.com/flytier/creeves/emerging_buzzer_ii_olive.htm is good, but spiky dubbing http://www.danica.com/flytier/rwyatt/wee_hare_emerger.htm
is easier and tougher, awkward strands of deer hair are cheaper and buggier http://www.danica.com/flytier/hverhaar/true_footprint_dun.htm , floppy filaments of rubber are livelier http://www.danica.com/flytier/dsmith/chernobyl_ant.htm . 

