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“Thank you for these thoughtful essays.

I support open, robust, ongoing conversations
about hunting ethics. And I know there will
forever be lots of gray areas for the reasons

you mention. But we should always try.”

-Facebook Comment
from HuntFairChase.com

When the Club chose tolead
a conversation about
hunting ethics and fair
chase, our end goal was to
improve the image of
hunters and hunting by
helping sportsmen become
better brand ambassadors
for hunting. To do this, we
first needed to make the case
that our public image is not
what it once was. This was
an easy case to make for
those who had been paying
attention to what has been
making the news the past
several years.

We also expected to
confirm a few assumptions
from this effort. One was that
not everyone was in agree-
ment that our image is tar-
nished and instead believed
that the future of hunting is
secure because we can still
hunt. There were also signs
that a fair number of people
were convinced that whatever
poor image hunting might
have, animal rights and an-
ti-hunting groups were to
blame. Thisis essentially say-
ing the hunting community is
not responsible at all, or only
slightly, for the image we are
projecting.

The one thing we sus-
pected but did not anticipate
would be as strong or disturb-
ingisthe point of this article:
A significant number of peo-
ple have expressed their opin-
ion that any talk about hunt-
ing ethics or hunter behavior
only divides hunters when
hunters should be united.

As a counter, we have
heard from an equally signif-
icant number who believe the
hunting community does have
a responsibility to talk more
about ethics in order to get
more people pointed on the
right path to protect the im-
age of hunting. This divide in
the debate warrants a closer
look.

A conversation about
ethics in any human activity
can spark controversy be-
cause someone inevitably is
going to be offended if they
find themselves swimming
against the current. Others
will be offended by those act-
ing inappropriately, giving
everyone a bad rap.

The most common
viewpoints in opposition to a
conversation on ethics, hunt-
er behavior, and fair chase
have been:

= hunters are too few to be
divided amongst ourselves
over something as trivial as
how someone else chooses
to hunt;
= that such debates provide
anti-hunters with ammuni-
tion to use against hunters
and hunting;
= all this talk of fair chase is
nothing more than making
apologies, and we should
never apologize for hunting,
and,
= ifit’slegal, why should any-
one care who is doing what?
It’strue, huntersarein
the minority,and we do live in
a country where the opinion
ofthe majority matters. Those
concerned over hunters being
divided shows they have al-
ready accepted the fact that
the majority is watching what
we do and can have influence
on the future of hunting, good
and bad. This is a good thing
because it accepts a reality
thatis one of the primary pur-
poses of the Hunt Right, Hunt
Fair Chase effort—that our
image matters, and there are
thingsthat are tarnishing this
image. Since we are concerned
with what others think about
hunting and the influence
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they can have, an obvious
question is, what’s the better
approach? Isit better to keep
our heads down and look the
other way, or talk about our
ethics and proactively police
our image and ourselves?

The next question is,
are we really leaving any am-
munition behind for an-
ti-hunters to use against us by
talking about our ethics and
what guides hunting beyond
the laws? The anti-hunter
establishment already has a
full magazine of ammo to
choose from with the head-
lines some hunters are mak-
ing—from social media and
some depictions of hunting
shows on outdoor television,
neither of which is very flat-
tering toward hunting in gen-
eral. Why wouldn’t we want
to get more of our own people
on board with a positive image
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“The ethics of hunting
carries a lot of personal
choice bias but for

a good many of us

it is not about the
equipment used as
much as it is about the
respect for the game
and the environment
that we hunt in. We
can broaden that to the
respect of the property
owners who allow us

to hunt, to our fellow
hunters in their pursuit
of the hunt, and yes
even the non-hunter
who may not share our
interests in the hunt.
Oh, we have our share
of slobs, disrespectful
folks that would claim
to hunt but we lessen
the name hunter to
include them and
honestly they don't
change no matter what
equipment they use. I'm
not for divisions among
us but we should call
out the slobs and
disrespectful, they hurt
us much more than
they help us.”

-Facebook Comment
from HuntFairChase.com

Join the conversation, read other comments and learn more at www.huntfairchase.com
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