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The new DNR management proposals show the CWD affected area now involves over 10,0002 miles in WI.  Additionally, the area in IL where 64 CWD positive animals have been identified is over 3,0002 miles.  The size of the CWD managed area has expanded over 100-fold since these CWD rules were initiated.  When will the "small area of Southwest WI" be considered a large enough geographic area to eliminate the preposterous idea of deer/disease eradication from WDNR policy?  As recommended by the DNR’s panel of six national experts in their external review of CWD management in WI,  "The DNR should continue to closely monitor the effects of its management strategies on CWD in the state and should be prepared to shift to a more passive plan if the aggressive efforts to eradicate CWD via deer depopulation become clearly unsuccessful.  Severe deer population reduction in affected areas is not a benign treatment, and like the disease, the deer depopulation process will have long-term negative effects on the hunting culture and tradition.  Because of this, efforts to depopulate free-ranging deer should not be continued any longer than there is reasonable hope that they will be effective."  

It is time for us to learn caution and restraint in our power to eradicate wild things.  (Aldo Leopold, 1944)

The time has come to shift to a more passive plan as recommended by the panel.  For example Colorado's management program states:  Eradication of CWD is not currently feasible from large geographic areas.  Colorado Division of Wildlife will seek to reduce CWD prevalence to less than 2% in Class I (endemic) areas, reduce the population by 50% of its previous density, and maintain that lower density for several years to determine the influence of this management experiment on CWD prevalence.  (External Review of Colorado Division of Wildlife CWD Policy and Programs, 2002).  The disease prevalence in WI CWD affected areas is less than 2% and the herd has been significantly reduced, or has it?  The 2003 unit 70A kill number ranked 14th lowest from 15 years of harvest data.  This panic driven eradication program is not killing more deer.  Instead, it has created the image of deer as vermin and venison as toxic waste, and has cost the state over 16 million dollars.

Aggressive efforts to eradicate CWD from Wisconsin have been clearly unsuccessful.  The “fire fight” of deer eradication has not adapted to the changing landscape of managing the white-tailed deer as a public resource on private property, and the long-term negative effects of this failed program on WDNR credibility, hunting culture, and traditions will be difficult if not impossible to overcome.  However, a shift of managers and management away from urgent prolonged eradication seasons toward a more passive plan, that first controls the deer population and maybe concurrently CWD, will likely result in greater hunter-landowner participation in this management paradigm and extinguish the “Fire in the Sistine Chapel” that the eradication program has ignited.

In closing, I would like to read an excerpt from the recently published book, Legendary Deer Slayers written by my neighbor Dr. Robert Wegner a cultural historian who has studied deer and deer hunting for over 40 years.  Wegner is also opposed to the current and proposed CWD management policies.

The deer hunter has been viewed as a cultural hero throughout most of human history.  Unfortunately, our deer-hunting heritage is in great jeopardy.  As deer hunters we are currently an endangered minority fast fading into the dustbins of history.  We now constitute less than nine percent of the population and our numbers continue to shrink.  With increasing deer numbers, we are reaching the upper limits of deer management via deer hunting.  Worse, the paradigm of managing a public resource on private property is broken.

Many hunter-landowners and myself support reasonable herd reductions under the traditional season framework.  We will not support prolonged deer shooting competitions rewarded with bounties and ATVs to reach ridiculous deer densities of 5 or even 10 deer per square mile.  Please return us to the deer hunting we remember before CWD.  If this is done, I am sure we will harvest more deer than have been killed under rule WM-08-04, because above all we are HUNTERS not merely killers or “disease control mechanisms.”  We do not want to fade into the dustbins of history. 



Thank you!

