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Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, my name is Ralph Fritsch. I live in Kaukauna, Wisconsin and I am the Chairman of the Wildlife Committee of the

Wisconsin Wildlife Federation. The Federation is the largest hunting, fishing and

trapping organization in the state representing 139 hunting, fishing and trapping clubs located throughout the State of Wisconsin.

Last year the Federation worked very closely with many of the deer hunting related groups here today and with the wildlife professionals of the Department of Natural Resources to develop a new framework for the 2006 and  2007 deer hunting seasons. 

After months of hard work and effort that season framework was adopted by the Natural Resources Board. That season framework would kill more deer, provide more hunting opportunity and reduce more damage to farmers, forestry operations and wildlife habitat

throughout the state. However that superior proposal was objected to and is stalled because of its alleged interference with a non-existent, phantom snowmobile season north of Highway 8. 

Because of those false snowmobile concerns, deer hunters in this state have lost an opportunity to implement the new season framework for the 2006 deer hunting season.

Those false snowmobile concerns have also spawned Assembly Bill 1129.

The Wisconsin Wildlife Federation joins with every deer hunting organization in the state except one, forestry interests, agricultural interests, wildlife professionals and noted ecologists in opposing Assembly Bill 1129.

The Federation does so for two major reasons. The first is that the bill supplants the science-based judgments of wildlife professionals on deer management in the state by establishing unprecedented  legislative determinations setting the number of deer tags per hunter, setting deer seasons and prohibiting the use of known successful herd reduction techniques. The Wisconsin Wildlife Federation is strongly committed to sound natural resource management and as such objects to political judgments being substituted for 

science-based professional natural resources decisions made by the Wisconsin Natural 

Resources Board.

The Wisconsin Conservation Commission, the predecessor to the Natural Resources Board, was specifically created by the Legislature in 1928 because of the advocacy of conservation leaders such as Aldo Leopold, Bill Aberg and Haskell Noyes for the specific 

reason of removing political decision-making in natural resource management and establishing an organizational structure committed to science-based professional natural resource management.

Those principles are as important today as they were in 1928. It makes no difference if you are a deer hunter, a trout angler, a trapper, a bear hunter or are a duck hunter; this precedent of legislative determinations of wildlife management is a very dangerous precedent. It is dangerous now and would be even more dangerous ten to fifteen years down the road when we as sportsmen and women may face a legislature that is far less 

supportive of hunting, fishing and trapping.

This principle was just restated by Scot Olmsted, Editor in Chief, in the April 2006 edition of the NRA’s American Hunter magazine, when he wrote: “Hunters can and should continue to play a role in wildlife management. Indeed we are the central players.

Without hunting, deer and other species would run amok. But let’s not forget that many in society already accuse us of bloating wildlife populations for the sake of hunting them, I don’t believe that’s true, but I do believe that if we don’t adjust our thinking we’re in for a letdown.”

“In America, wildlife is owned by the public, held in public trust by state agencies for the good of society. It’s a system we decided on long ago. Let’s continue to adjust game regulations with public input, but let’s leave the final decisions to professionals, not an emotional public.”

The second reason that the Federation does not support AB 1129 is that it will not kill enough deer to protect wildlife habitat, forestry and agriculture. Whether we like it or not,

most hunters understand that we are the means by which the deer herd is kept in check in the state. While many of us may not like the fact that, at certain times and in certain deer management units, effective herd reduction methods must be employed, we understand that ultimately that is the only way the deer herd will be kept in check. While this position is not shared universally by all hunters and never will be, the majority of deer hunters do understand the need for these sound conservation measures.

You have heard from natural resource professionals that Assembly Bill 1129 will kill significantly fewer deer than the DNR’s proposed regulations that deer hunters worked so hard on, and also significantly fewer than the current season framework. Implementing AB 1129 will not only cause greater agricultural damage, result in more auto accidents, and will cause greater damage to our forests and our wildlife habitat, in two years, it will require that the DNR employ even stronger, more extensive and more long-term herd reduction techniques. This truly is a situation that we either pay a little now in terms of herd reduction or we pay a lot more later. If some deer hunters support this bill because they don’t like earn-a-buck, they will really be upset in two years when earn-a-buck will need to be employed to even a greater and longer extent. At that time, whose doors will those more upset hunters be knocking on. If AB 1129 is adopted, no one will be able to blame the professional wildlife managers in the Department of Natural Resources.

Thank you very much for the opportunity to testify before you today.
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