
R owland Ward is often asked a question that goes 
something like this: “If game breeding of rare species 
is good for re-introductions into areas this species 

once occupied, why does Rowland Ward not accept entries 
for same in its Records of Big Game?”

Yes, it is true that game breeding has helped with the reintro-
duction of animals whose population has been much reduced or 
extirpated from their original habitat.  Both scimitar-horned oryx 
and addax have been and are still being re-introduced in Saharan 
Africa, and a number of the released animals came from game-
breeding operations.  Pere David’s deer were repatriated to China 
only because the Duke of Bedford initiated a breeding program 
in the nineteenth century that allowed the last few dozen animals 
in zoos and parks in the world to be consolidated and eventu-
ally flourish once more on his estate in England. The Kenya or 
Eastern bongo is another good example; the most recent survey 
we found counted more than 450 registered in breeding facilities 
in North America and 200 in Europe, and there are currently an 
estimated 100 left in the wild in four isolated pockets in Kenya. 
There are many other examples, but these will suffice.  

The argument is made that as breeding takes place, the 
ranchers on whose land the animals live need a source of 
income, and letting a few of the old males be shot each year 
does indeed help to offset the costs of fencing, supplemental 
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facilities for the record book.

feeding, and myriad other expenses that come with keeping 
a small population of rare, expensive animals happy and pro-
creating.  Breeding efforts in several different geographical 
areas helps with maintaining genetic diversity and reduces 
the risk of an unforeseen disease wiping the entire popula-
tion out.  Private game breeding with a for-profit motive, 
or at least a cost-offset factor, does encourage more of the 
activity and spreads the valuable “eggs” over several baskets 
in widely divergent geographical areas. Rowland Ward is in 
favor of such efforts as long as they are science-based and for 
the betterment of the species.

This brings us to accepting entries of such species into 
the venerable Records of Big Game.  We have already discussed 
that breeding programs can be beneficial and help with re-
inductions when needed. Often, such breeding programs are 
under very controlled conditions, as they need to be; the ani-
mals can be finicky breeders, a single predator entering an 
enclosure can create mayhem in a matter of a few minutes, 
and obtaining a nucleus of breeding stock can be very expen-
sive. These are all good reasons for breeders to maintain very 
secure fences and intense monitoring and management.  

In many cases, this takes place in relatively small en-
closures, as they are simply easier to control and manage, 
and less costly.  If it is scientifically sound to have an old 
past-its-prime male specimen occasionally shot by a paying 
client, and this does no harm to the herd, we should not deny 
a rancher some income.  However, in almost all cases these 
conditions cannot be considered fair chase.  Rowland Ward is 
not opposed to these efforts, but shooting one of these fenced 
animals is not fair-chase hunting and is not considered so by 
the vast majority of hunters. In addition, it does not comply 
with our Guiding Principles for Fair Chase Hunting.

In addition to breeding animals with critically low popula-
tions, a number of animal breeding operators have taken to in-
tensively breeding, under controlled conditions, more common 
animals such as whitetails in North America, sable antelope in 
Africa, and red stags in Europe and New Zealand, to name but 
a few. The results of these carefully managed breeding programs 
for these and many other species is clear to see for anyone who 
has visited a hunting convention where such operations have 
booths with mounts and photos showing a plethora of fantastic 
trophies that an average hunter in an entire lifetime would never 
find in a wild, unfenced population.  

So far we have only discussed herbivores, but intensive 
breeding has also been used to offer African lions, bears, 
and other carnivores as discussed in an earlier column in 
these pages. Needless to say, lions in small fenced areas can-

Pere David’s deer are native to China, and were saved from extinction 
by the Duke of Bedford, who acquired some of the animals and bred 
them on his estate. In the 1980s, animals from this herd were reintro-
duced into the wild in China.
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not be considered fair chase under any 
circumstances, and the same holds for 
herbivores in similar-size enclosures.  

Rowland Ward does support 
closely managed breeding programs for 
critically depleted animals such as the 
Eld’s deer, but it does not consider the 
shooting of an old buck of these Asian 
deer in a small enclosure a fair-chase 
hunt. And neither does the shooting of 
whitetails, sable antelope, or red stags 
qualify as a fair-chase hunting if the en-
closures are small and the animals get 
supplemental feeding year-round—and 
we are not even talking about efforts 
to selectively breed animals to improve 
trophy quality, or animals raised in 
very small areas to be released into larg-
er enclosures before a prospective client 
arrives. Simply put, the chase is taken 
out of the hunt, the result is a forgone 
conclusion, and in many cases a specific 
animal is targeted that is well-known to 
all involved.

Rowland Ward accepts non-native, 
introduced, or “exotic” animals within 
game-proof fences if it promotes the 
general well-being and conservation 
of both the habitat and the species en-
closed. For enclosures to be acceptable 
to Rowland Ward, they must contain 
self-sustaining, breeding populations 
that feed themselves from naturally 
occurring vegetation or prey without 
continual supplemental feeding by 
humans. Enclosures also must provide 
enough acreage and vegetation so that 
animals can easily hide from humans 
and predators alike, and they must of-
fer a hunting scenario whereby the out-
come of obtaining a certain animal is 
never guaranteed. Also, the animals 
must have been born and raised on the 
property where they are hunted.  A line 
has to be drawn somewhere, and these 
are our rules.

As introduced animals proliferate 
in more and more countries, opportu-
nities for completely fair-chase hunts, 
very often without any fences, are avail-
able for those hunters willing to look 
and ask questions before they book a 

hunt.  A few examples come to mind: 
sika, muntjac, and water deer in Eu-
rope; red stags, chamois, water buffalo, 
rusa, and sambar deer in Australia, New 
Zealand and the South Pacific; aoudad, 
axis deer, nilgai, gemsbok, bezoar ibex, 
and red deer in the Americas, to name 

but a few.  Hunting these animals un-
der fair-chase conditions can be very 
rewarding and yield good meat and a 
nice trophy.  As for the rare species that 
are, for now, raised in small enclosures, 
the hope is that one day they may be 
available on a fair-chase basis.

There are only about 100 Kenya or Eastern bongo left in the wild, but several hundred of these 
animals live in breeding facilities in the US and Europe.
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