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Wisconsin Culture & Hunting

ǒ Rural - Urban Divide: 50/50

ǒ Seventh Most Registered Hunters in Union: 11.7%

ǒ Generates More Income off Hunting than Any State

ǒ Hunting Deeply Ingrained in Culture

ǒ Guns Central to Identity in Rural Areas



Wisconsin Politics

ǒ Storied Past in WI of Conservation: Muir, Leopold, Nelson & LaBudde

ǒ Times have Changed: Gerrymandering; Stark Party Divisions

ǒ Power of the Gun Lobby: Hunting Enshrined in State Constitution (1990)

ǒ Hunters very aware of the Power of Hunter Protection Laws and 

frequently used the laws to suppress speech

ǒ WI DNR Captured by Special Interests, regardless of party in Governorôs 

Office

ǒ WI DNR very responsive to Hunting Lobby

ǒ Local Governments also very responsive to Hunting Special Interests



Agency Capture

ǒ WI DNR Excellent Example of State Iron Triangle

ǒ Hunting/Gun Lobby Influenced Passage of 1990 Law & 2016 

Unconstitutional Amendments; Hunting enshrined in State 

Constitution under Tenth Amendment

ǒ Iron Triangle: Stable, Politically Symbiotic Subgovernment that 

Distorts Public Policy in Favor of Numerical Minority

ǒ Elements of Triangle: (1) State Legislature; (2) Special Interests: 

Hunting/Gun Lobby; (3) Bureaucratic Agency: WDNR

ǒ Power of IT: Hunting Lobby Controls WDNR



Iron Triangles 



Mitigating the Power of the Triangle

ǒ Issue-framing and Redefining the Problem

ǒ ALDF: Changing the Frame from ñHunter Harassmentò to ñHunter 

Protectionò

ǒ Brown v Kemp: Unconstitutional Violations of Free Speech & Equal 

Protection

 

ǒ Brown v Kemp: Struck Down for Viewpoint Discrimination, 

Vagueness & Chilling Effect

ǒ ñPhysical Interferenceò unchallenged and remains unlawful under 

state statute

ǒ Potential Defects Remain: Regulatory Taking on Private Property



ǒ Regulatory Taking: Unconstitutional Restrictions on Private Property

ǒ State Regulations Restrict Use of Property for Public Hunting 

Benefit

ǒ Examples: Driving, Nature-walking, Birdwatching during Hunting 

Season Restricted

ǒ Creates ñChilling Effectò as Landowners Refrain from Normal Usage 

due to Fear of DNR Prosecution or Citation

ǒ Hunting ñInterferenceò is an Incarcerable Offense in WI and other 

States

ǒ Like Abortion Assistance in TX; Hunting ñInterferenceò is civilly 

prosecutable in WI, even without Criminal Enforcement

Regulatory Taking



ǒ Significant Victory by ALDF on Free Speech, Vagueness & Chilling 

Effect Grounds

ǒ Brown v Kemp Victory is just a battle for free speech and not the 

end of the war regarding free speech and animal rights

ǒ Power of Iron Triangle is immense and there are more battles in 

more statesïOhio is an especially egregious example of legislative 

and bureaucratic overreach

ǒ Preserving Free Speech is a Bedrock Principle that Requires 

Eternal Vigilance 

Conclusion
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