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November 4, 2021

Nevada Board of Wildlife Commissioners
6980 Sierra Center Parkway, Suite 120
Reno, NV 89511

Subject: SUPPORT for Commission General Regulation 503, a rule to ban wildlife killing contests for
predator and furbearing animals

Dear Madam Chair East and members of the Board,

On behalf of our Nevada supporters, volunteers, and staff, the undersigned organizations express our
enthusiastic support for Commission General Regulation 503 to prohibit wildlife killing contests for
predator and furbearing animals. We thank Commissioner McNinch and the Nevada Department of
Wildlife for bringing forth this rule and the Commission for considering it. By passing this rule, the
Commission would demonstrate its commitment to basing wildlife management decisions on ethics and
science for the benefit of our wildlife, ecosystems, and all Nevadans.

The draft rule as written is a modest, sensible, and narrowly constructed regulation of hunting ethics
that is in keeping with others the Commission passed in recent years. It simply prohibits competitions
that involve the mass killing of animals for cash and prizes, but offers no further restrictions on the take
of species covered.

The Public Trust Doctrine holds that wildlife in Nevada belongs to all Nevadans equally. A small share of
Nevadans hunt (only 2.9 percent of Nevadans were paid hunting license holders in 2021)* and hunters
enjoy relatively high public acceptance of hunting as it is commonly conceived. But the small portion of
hunters who also participate in wildlife killing contests is on the fringe of that community and, according
to a poll of Nevadans five years ago, the majority of Nevadans would prefer these contests be banned.
Nevadans can support hunting as a tradition, but still establish restrictions on irresponsible practices.
When it comes to wildlife, Nevadans—whether they live in urban, suburban or rural areas—do not
support practices that they view as pointless, unsporting or wasteful. Wildlife killing contests are not
rooted in tradition, have no subsistence or conservation purpose, and contravene longstanding
principles of hunting ethics—namely, that wildlife may only be killed for a legitimate, nonfrivolous
purpose; and that scientific management is the proper means for wildlife conservation.



Wildlife killing contests are an affront to the principles of scientific management in that they do not
effectively manage wildlife populations, protect livestock, or boost populations of game species. In fact,
we know that indiscriminate killing can increase coyote numbers and conflicts with livestock.’

Social science shows that most people have a strong connection to nature and care about the welfare of
wild animals and their habitats. The Association of Fish & Wildlife Agencies and the Wildlife
Management Institute recently noted that public attitudes about wildlife are shifting substantially in
Western states and underscored the need to appeal to a broader constituency to ensure agencies
remain influential in the future.? The “America’s Wildlife Values: Nevada State Report” shows that a
plurality of Nevadans hold “mutualist” values, defined as “believ(ing) wildlife are part of our social
network and that we should live in harmony.”* The share of mutualist values holders is double that of

“traditionalists,” who “believe wildlife should be used and managed for human benefit.
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Other studies, including the Nature of Americans report, have found that Americans express broad
interest in nature, believe connecting with nature is important, and want to conserve wildlife species
and their habitats.® This is true even for historically persecuted species. A recent study by researchers at
The Ohio State University found that between 1978 and 2014, the share of the public who held positive
attitudes toward coyotes—the most frequent target of killing contests—grew by 47 percent, with the
majority of respondents now expressing positive attitudes toward coyotes.” It stands to reason that to
hold a positive view of a given species is to also be concerned for their welfare.

The science and the significant public outrage against these events, which only continues to grow,
cannot be ignored. For the aforementioned reasons, we respectfully urge the Commission to support as
written General Regulation 503 to prohibit wildlife killing contests for predator and furbearing species.

Thank you for your service and for your consideration of this important issue.

Very respectfully,

Jeff Dixon
Nevada State Director
The Humane Society of the United States

Patrick Donnelly
Nevada State Director
Center for Biological Diversity

Michelle L. Lute, PhD
National Carnivore Conservation Manager
Project Coyote

Chris Smith
Southwest Wildlife Advocate
WildEarth Guardians

Jennifer Hauge
Legislative Affairs Manager
Animal Legal Defense Fund

David Parsons, Wildlife Biologist
Carnivore Conservation Biologist
The Rewilding Institute

Don Molde
Founder
Nevada Wildlife Alliance

Jill Vacchina Dobbs JD
Executive Director
SPCA of Northern Nevada

Adam Bronstein
Nevada State Director
Western Watersheds Project

Brian Beffort
Executive Director
Sierra Club — Toiyabe Chapter



Kevin Emmerich
Co-Founder
Basin and Range Watch

Brooks Fahy
Executive Director
Predator Defense

Kirk Robinson, PhD
Executive Director
Western Wildlife Conservancy

Johanna Hamburger

Director and Senior Staff Attorney
Terrestrial Wildlife Program
Animal Welfare Institute

Dr. Barbara Hodges, DVM, MBA
Program Director, Advocacy and Outreach
Humane Society Veterinary Medical Assoc.

Francesca Fulciniti
Executive Director
Heaven Can Wait Animal Society

Christine Saunders
Policy Director
Progressive Leadership Alliance of Nevada

Shaun Navarro

Steering Committee: Coalition and Community
Engagement Lead
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