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Issue Statement 

Confinement of Wild Native and Exotic Ungulates within High Fences 

 

Demand for the sale and shooting of live, non-domesticated wild ungulates and their products 

has promoted the growth of an industry that confines wild native and exotic ungulates inside 

fenced properties. High (mean = 2.4 m) fences are used to attempt to control movement of 

animals. These fences are intended to improve the management of captive ungulates and their 

habitat, manage genetic potential of confined animals, greatly increase hunting success, reduce 

immigration of non-managed animals, and/or as a deterrent to poaching. Using high fences to 

confine ungulates may have specific and valid uses in wildlife management and research, but it 

also carries the potential for significant adverse impacts. In this issue statement, we are not 

addressing zoos or other educational facilities or very small fenced areas that are used for 

“canned” shooting of wildlife as these situations do not represent hunting or wildlife 
management. 

 

Biological issues that can result from confining wild ungulates within high fences include (1) 

behavioral changes of enclosed animals relative to free-ranging ones, (2) diseases associated 

with confinement and shipping, particularly Chronic Wasting Disease (CWD), (3) genetic 

effects such as inbreeding from confinement, (4) negative effects on habitat both within and 

outside enclosures, and (5) negative effects on non-target species within the enclosure or created 

by the barrier. Social issues related to confined ungulates include (1) cultural and legal issues of 

public versus private ownership of wildlife resources, (2) ethics of taking animals by shooting, 

(3) public perception of hunting and blurred lines between wild and domestic animals, (4) 

commercialization and domestication of wild animals, and (5) ecological stewardship. 

 

The policy of The Wildlife Society with respect to ungulate confinement within high fences is to: 

 

1. Encourage management at or below natural carrying capacity in a manner that prevents 

inbreeding, diseases, habitat degradation, and effects on non-target species. Encourage 

reduction and oppose any additional conversion of the public's native wildlife to private 

ownership via capture, translocation, or construction of high-fenced enclosures. 

 

2. Support regulations and enforcement to prevent escapes of confined animals. Encourage 

tribal, state, and provincial agencies to require any new facilities to hold insurance or 

bonding that covers all costs (including, but not limited to staff time) associated with 

escapes, in addition to lethal removal. Additionally, encourage agencies to enact 

regulations to mitigate contact between confined ungulates, resident livestock, and 

wildlife to prevent disease transmission and to comply with applicable regulations for 

movement of animals to and from captive facilities. 

 

3. Support fencing systems that eliminate physical contact and subsequent potential spread 

of disease between captive and wild ungulates. 
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4. Encourage authorized agencies to collaborate with interested parties on funding and 

development of systems for detecting and monitoring wildlife diseases spreading from 

enclosed animals. This should include adequate disease surveillance within enclosures 

and within neighboring free-ranging ungulate populations to detect diseases and parasites 

before they become established within enclosed and free-ranging native and exotic 

ungulate populations and surrounding free-ranging populations. 

 

5. Support tribal, state, and provincial wildlife agencies as the primary regulatory authority 

over native North American and captive exotic ungulates, including those confined by 

high fences. Tribal, state, and provincial wildlife agencies should work cooperatively 

with other tribal, state, provincial, and federal agricultural, wildlife, health agencies, 

hunting groups, conservation organizations, private landowners, and managers to reduce 

the potential for problems such as disease transmission and genetic exchange among 

native wildlife and exotic species. 

 

6. Oppose high-fenced enclosures, regardless of size, if they exclude free-ranging native 

wildlife from critical resources or migration routes or jeopardize sustainability of free-

ranging native wildlife. 

 

7. Oppose constructing high-fenced facilities and any intra- or inter-state shipment of live 

cervids without appropriate health evaluation and testing until live-animal diagnostic tests 

are available for detecting and monitoring genetic defects or important infectious diseases 

such as CWD. 

 

8. Oppose using funds generated from traditional sources (recreational licenses, tags, and 

other fees) for confined-ungulate inspections and regulatory programs. 

 

The Wildlife Society’s Standing Position on the North American Model of Wildlife Conservation 

promotes and supports “adherence to the seven core components, identified by the Society, as 

the bedrock of the Model, by state, provincial, and federal governments, as well as private 

landowners and managers” including the concept of wildlife as a public trust resource. 

 

The Wildlife Society’s Standing Position on Hunting endorses “the principle that hunting, when 

properly regulated following biological principles, is an appropriate means of managing wildlife 

populations” and supports “access management that provides for appropriate opportunities for 

hunting and other compatible uses in a manner consistent with the North American Model of 

Wildlife Conservation.” 
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