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PAID HUNTING - 1939 

Obs e rvations which were ma~e during the hunting season seem 

to indicate that paid hunting of farm game is d efini t ely on the 

increase i n certain sections of t he state. This . situation is most 

noticeable in Bay, Huron, St. Clair and Sanilac Counties, with 

Sanilac by far the leader. Chargin g for the privilege of using 

the land f p r hunting purposes can be divided into three s i tuations: 

1. A charge made by individual farmers for 
hunting a single farm. 

The leasing of an area for hunting by a 
fe~ me n to . the exclusion of all others . 

3 . The organizat ion of a larg~ number of 
farms into a cooperative where a charge 
is made for a hunter to have the ~rivilege 
of goi~g on the land . 

Examp l es of 1an~ owners charging to hunt their individual 

farms are numerous. This c harge ranges from 25 cents to $1.00. 

This pract i ce is usually confined to farms of at least 100 acres, 

since hunt ers are not inclined to pay for the use of a smaller area. 

The motive a~uears to be an opportunity to secure some re~uneration. 

since through a cha~ge trespass difficulty for the indivi~ual farm 

is not decreased. Friends and relatives are still admitted free -

o~ly the st~anger bein~ subjected to the c harge, an~ hunters t res -

~assing on his land without permission continues. One farmer in 

Sanil~c col nty who had a si g n in front of his house advertisine 

-
( hunting for $5 . 00 per person and no dog allowed, said that while 
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trespass was as bad as ever, at l east no one bo thered him by 

inquiring for pe rm issi on to hunt. Another iarmer in a neighbor-

ing secti9 n stated that he had taken in $27.00 from hunte rs at 

$1.00 per person . His farm was 275 acres in siz e. This inco~e 

was l a rge enough to warrant consideration. 

The leasi ng of several farms to a n umb er of sections oj land 

by a few individuals as a p rivate hunting area i s appearing mo re 

common e ach fall. Aga in this was observed to be more prev alent 

in Sanilac County . Since the a mount generally received per farm 

is small, it is evident that the chief motive of land owners is 

the centro ~ of t res~ass, the income being a secondary consideration. 

Th is assumf tion was verified upon talking to various farmers in 

these p r ivate clubs. An example of such an area is the Calinas 

Hunt Club. For one section o f some of the best pheasant terr ito r y 

in Sani l ac County, eighteen Detroit hunters paid the farme rs $125.00 

o r approxioately 20 cents ue r acre f or exclusive hunting rights . I n 

addition they ~os t ed and ~atrolled the area . This not only provided 

the land o~ner wi t h some iecune ration, ou t also insured him an 

orderly harvest. 

The only objection heard in connecti o n with this ~ rocedure was 

the f ac t t h at af ter the land was leased to outsiders the friends 

and r elative s o f t he land ow~ e r concerne d were faced with the situ-

ation wher e they eithe r could not hunt at all or they had to hun t 
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on n e ighboring l a nd. Na tura lly envious neighbors would no t look 

u po n that practice with much favor. 

Similar .organizations were also found in St. Clair County. 

One ' of thJ se private clubs emb race d four sections of land. Each 

owner, regardless of t he size of his farm, was paid $5 .00 . The 

l and was posted for him, out n o p atrol was given. The farmer was 

expected to keep outside rs off the land. 

The type of paid hunting involving tbe most land is the 

organization or cooperative t ype where a group of farmers meet 

and agr ee to post their land as a unit, issue a limited number 

of tickets pe r far m for hunting very similar to the well-known 

Williamston Plan, but t he individual is charged fo r these permits . 

Hunting is not reserved for any special group of hun ters, Approxi ­

mately 50,000 acres of gooc pheasant range in the Thumb i s un der 

this type of paid hunting . For the mos t part these areas a r e lo osely 

organized. A friend or relative of the land on~er has n o diff i culty 

in getting on the l and without charge. It has even been found that 

a stranger provicing he makes the proper a pp r oach to some of the 

members of sue~ coop e ratives may be let on as a non - paying guest. 

! n some of these organizations one is limited to hunt only on f arms 

issuing tic~ets, while others allow the guests to roam over l a r ge r 

areas. A regul ation fr equently found is one limiting the payi n g 

guest to t he farm i ssui ng tickets while a member of the club may 
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hunt over any land in t he organiza tion. Then , t oo , i nstanc e s were 

found where membership tickets were sold to re s idents in nearby 

towns. These members were then allowed to hunt over any or all 

of t he coor erative. The money thus obtained was used to pay special 

depu ties and to post the club area. Very little in the way of 

fi nancial r eturn is secured by the farmer u nless he has a large 

acreage of de sirable pheasant cover. The l ocal boy with a member-

ship ticke t is assured o f almos t unl imited hunting while the out -

sider must either pay a series of charge s to individual farmers, 

locate a l a r ge farm and hope that there are not too many alrea d y 

tnere, move on to other territory or take a chance and trespas s. 

The c~ ief advantage evidently obtained is the tr espass pro-

tection securad from an organization enploying special officers. 

Of course it must be admitted tha t so me land owners take in enough 

money to oake it a factor. One such land o~ner stated that his 

inco~e thi s year was $23.00. The chances are that an equal amount 

would have been received had he not ' joined the organization. 

As st a t ed in the beginn ing, these cooperative s are loosely 

organized. They are far · from being solidly blocked and the t urn-

over in me ~bersnip is l arg e. Where sections of their club join 

areas of wil d land, tres?ass is not entirely controll ed . Then too, 

a few object to the boys from town running o7er their farm wi t hout 

indivi~ual permission . In some of these areas I look for the next 
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transition step to be t he leasing of blocks of such land by a 

small group of city hunters, as illustrat ed by the Sylvian Club 

which is l ocated in the center of the Marlette Cooperative. 

Without doubt the most successfu l paid hunting organization 

with which I am famil i ar i n the statP., i s located in the a r ea sur-

r ounding Port Sanilac in Sanilac Coun ty . Its success is unque s tion-

ably due to tne rigid r ules and regulations under which it oper ates, 

and in the quality of its leadership. This cooperative includes ten 

sections o f land. Thr ee tickets per day are allotted to each farmer 

to sel l at $1.00 each . These ticket s are dated and a stub attached. 

( No one is admitted on the area without a ticket, and the lan d owner 

is held accountable for the t ickets allotted to him . If a stub is 

detached from the ticket he must turn in $1.00 for it. Wh en the 

guest hunter buys a ticket, t he stub is removed by the farmer . 

The hunt er then can hunt over the entire ten sections - but he 

must leave his car in the yard where he purchased his ticket, and 

start his hunting on foot from there. All money is turned over 

to the treasurer who pays for the posting and the salaries of the 

deputies. The net income is then p rorated back to t he farmer on 

an acreag e basis. A season permit may be purchased by outs i der s 

fo r $5 .00, and by the resident hunter in Port Sanilac for $2.00. 

The only o b jection that I heard against the operation of this club 

involves the very reason that makes it successful - it s r igid 
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regulations. Two farmers told me that they had close friends and 

relatives whom they would like to invite to hunt, but that they 

did not feel like charging them nor did they believe that they 

could p a r $1.00 for each of these guests. However, there is no 

regulati p n which would prevent the s e farmers from letting t h eir 

particul•r guests on to hunt without cha r g e, providing they limited 

thei r ac l ivities to the individual far ms. 

Even in this a p?arently successful organization t he chief 

benefit der ive d is an orderly harvest, since not more than three 

to four cent s per acre is returned to the farmer. I ca~not predict 

the futu~e of t his club. It may continue on its p re sent basis for 

some time~ or it may follow the suggestion already given by Detroit 

hunters a p d r a ise the hunting peroit fee for outsiders to a much 

higher fi gure. Then too there is a possibility of a group of hunters 

buying ou t the hunting pr ivilege, either of the entire club or blocks 

of the presen t area. The only chec~ on this procedure is the apparent 

desire not to discriminate too drastically against the residents of 

the town o f Port Sanilac and seconcly, their reluctanc e to surrender 

for a fee a place for themselves an~ t he ir friends to hunt . 

Conclusion 

Paid h unting is a pparently on t he increase. This is especially 

so for the city hunter who wishes to hunt pheasants and who has no 

( friends or relatives living on farms in the pheasant territory. Land 
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situated in areas where game is plentiful will, of course, be the 

first to come under paid hunting. The purpose is two-fold - a 

I 
supplemen t ary income and reduced trespass. At the present t i me 

the most satisfactory ~ractices from the standpoint of t he farmer 

and hunter concerned are leased areas by a few hunters; and, the 

charging o f a fee by the owner of a large farm for the use of his 

land only. 

Organized paid hunting is definitely handicapped. In every 

community t here still are individuals who believe in the old American 

tradition of free hunting. Farms var y in size and game is mobile. 

In adc ition the ability to sup~ ort game does not exist in proportion 

to size of the farm. Fr om an organization standpoint the difficulty 

of distributing money will not exist as long as the charge for hunt-

ing is small enough so that only expenses are secured. Small farms 

at the present must belong to an organization if they hope to charge. 

La rge farms situated in these or ganizations are ahead from the in-

come viewpoint if they stay clear of t he organization and op era te 

indepe~dently. However, better trespas s control can be secured 

through orl anized efforts. Uany farmers l ook upon hu~ting as a 

courtesy that can be extended t0 relatives and friends without charge. 

In a~ organizat io n of rural individu~ls one will usually find members 

who due to jealousy or neigh borhood feuds will not al low the guests 

of one o n the land of a no ther. There a re other land owners who believe 
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that a hunter who has ~aid for the privilege of hunting on his 

land will expect to be ~romised something in return. The use of 

land for the recreational value of walking in the great out-of-

doors wi t hou t bagging some trophies is not yet in denand. Then 

t o o some farmers believe that such persons after they have ~aid 

their rent al will take more liberties on their land than they care 

to give them. Tr espass control rather than income is still the 

primary c onsid e ration. 

The c ity hunter has several alternatives: He can make friends 

with a land owner before t he hunting season, he can marry the farmer's 

daughter, he can ~ay a fee for hunting p rivileg e on a large farm or 

in paid hunting organizations, he can ask land owners fo r free hunt -

ing pri vileges on their farms , he can locate a Williamston Plan 

coo~erative and find a possible hunting spot, he can go north and 

hunt withor t cha r g e on the extensive state owned land, or he can 

now go to ~ hose areas in southern Michigan rec en tly ~urchase d for 

his use with fed e ral and state funds. 

One n e ed not get overly concerned about paid hunting. There 

still are about 500,000 acres of free hunting in Will i a~ston Plan 

cooperative s an d ~robably 8,000,000 more acres r.hP.re pheasant and 

co ttontail rabbit hunting may be secured in southern Michigan through 

good conduct and resp ect for farmers' ri ghts on the par t of t he hunter. 
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