After the recent elections, news stories ran that the relationship between the state legislature and the Department of Natural Resources would likely be less contentious now with the Democrats in control of the state senate.

That may very well be true since it seemed for at least the last 4 years, that the DNR and various Republicans were in a constant battle over rules that the DNR wanted to implement. This battle ranged over everything from the baiting of deer to rules governing how large piers could be on the state’s waterways.

I will admit that at times I have been frustrated by the legislature’s intervention into some of the rules and just imposing their will. It seemed like certain issues such as changes to the deer hunting seasons that was worked out in conjunction with hunting groups could be threatened to be killed off by a single legislator.
I don’t have a problem with our elected officials keeping an eye on the DNR to make sure they are not trampling over the rights of property owners or outdoorsman and to make sure the DNR administration are properly managing their funds. However, it would be nice to see reasoned discourse between the legislature and the DNR on the outdoors issues.

In the past like many outdoorsmen, I had a lot of bad impressions of the DNR and those who worked for it.  I viewed it as a group of people who had no other goal than to take away my fun in the outdoors or impose unnecessary rules. Even some of my school teachers used to claim that the acronym of DNR stood for something quite a bit different that it’s official designation and it was not complementary.
That view for me was cemented by the actions of some aggressive wardens that I ran into when I was a teenager. I was never ticketed for doing anything wrong, but the attitude of the wardens and also the fact it felt like there was a presumption that I must be doing something wrong left a bad taste in my mouth.
However, after becoming involved in fishery conservation work with members of the DNR and seeing their commitment to protecting and improving our wildlife, I have softened my views at least to the point of recognizing that most of the time these people genuinely want to make our outdoors a better place.
Now just because I do think that there were some Republicans who were a bit too aggressive in combating the DNR over outdoors issues, that doesn’t mean I think having Democrats controlling the state senate is pie in the sky.

Most of us are mindful that there are Democratic legislators especially in Madison and Milwaukee who would like to advance gun control legislation if given the opportunity to do so. We are also mindful that there are liberal animal rights and environmental groups who are forever working to limit if not eliminate hunting and even fishing. It’s widely known those groups toss their money and influence towards the left side of the aisle.
I also don’t think I would be exaggerating in saying that Governor Doyle would probably be as out of place in a tree stand as I would be at a PETA convention. His token “support” for the outdoorsman is generally seen as politically necessary in a state where hunting, fishing and trapping is part of the heritage of the state. 
Many outdoors groups just flat out don’t trust him to protect that outdoor heritage and I can’t say I disagree with that view.
In the end, politics will always play a part in many of things dealing in the outdoors. As long as there are regulations and large amounts of money at play, I can guarantee there will also be some contentious issues. Let’s just hope for some more civilized debate. 
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