
The  Hunt ing
Dec la ra t ion

Who Signed and Why?
Over 40,000 people have signed the Hunting
Declaration, committing themselves to civil
disobedience should hunting be banned. The
House of Commons has now taken the first steps
towards the ban that we anticipated, and we,
therefore, must take the first steps towards
defying it. 
"It is an illiberal bill that is highly prejudiced. I
am prepared to break the law to contravene it."

Caroline Sykes, Doctor, Basingstoke

In this update
We set out our strategy, and ask our supporters
to study it and to follow it in the event of a ban.
All hunt followers must remember that the Bill is
not yet law, that it faces considerable legal as
well as political obstacles, and that the
Countryside Alliance is determined to resist it
with every legal means. Even if the Bill becomes
law, this will be only after a delay during which
we will be able to put in place an effective
strategy for the survival of hunting and for
ensuring the eventual restoration of our
liberties.

What is the relation between the
Hunting Declaration and the various
bodies which campaign on behalf of
hunting?
The Hunting Declaration is in close consultation
with the Countryside Alliance (CA), and the
Council of Hunting Associations (CHA). Neither
the CA nor the CHA can engage in illegal
activity, so that our initiative must remain
independent. However, the CHA is taking steps
to ensure the survival of hunts as legal entities,
in the event of a ban, and also to ensure that
individuals who break the law banning hunting
will not implicate the hunts but only themselves.

A reminder: Civil disobedience and
Breaking the Law
Our supporters must bear in mind that civil
disobedience is not to be equated with random
law-breaking. A campaign of civil disobedience
is aimed at drawing the attention of the public
and Government to a particular unjust law.
Those engaged in the campaign commit them-
selves to breaking that law, but no other. And
they neither resist arrest nor attempt to evade
punishment. In this way they make absolutely
clear that they are law-abiding people, prepared
to uphold the law even against themselves, if
only to demonstrate its injustice.

What civil disobedience is not:
It is not lawlessness. Supporters of hunting may,
in their anger, engage in acts of trespass, public
nuisance and even criminal damage. This is not
civil disobedience and will bring the full force of
existing law on the individual. Our campaign is
conducted within the spirit of the law, in
opposition to legislators who have lost sight of
what the law is for.

It is not an attempt to evade the law. Criminals
break laws and then try to avoid punishment.
We are not criminals and have no intention of
avoiding punishment. On the contrary, it is
precisely the injustice and absurdity of
punishment that we wish to draw attention to. 

It is not a party-political campaign, or an
attempt to overthrow a government. It is
directed purely at Parliament, in order to draw
attention to a glaring abuse of its powers.

The Hunting Declaration has a website, find it at www.huntingdeclaration.org
You can contact us using e.mail: huntingdeclaration@hushmail.com, Tel: 01666 510 327 

or by letter (we still encourage signed forms and donations): The Hunting Declaration, PO Box 2376, Chippenham. SN15 5XZ
The Hunting Declaration has funded five advertisements at strategic times during the summer in the New Statesman

setting out facts about hunting to highlight that banning legislation is based on prejudice not evidence. 
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Some questions answered:

Q. How do we persuade landowners to accept the hounds on their land after a ban?
A. The hounds will be engaged in an entirely legal activity - hound exercise, for example - and the followers
likewise. Any rioting after foxes, e.g., will be prevented to the best of the followers’ ability, and the landowner
will be absolved of all responsibility, as he would in the case of any invited visitor walking his dog.

Q. How will the landowner protect himself from criminal proceedings?
A. He will enter into a licensing agreement with the hunt to permit the use of his land for any legal activity
(including hound exercise) involving dogs. He will do this before any ban comes into effect and the ban will be
ineffective either to revoke or to vary the agreement.

Q. How do hunts meet their expenditure during the period of a ban (which may be a period of five years or more)? 
A. They secure the support of the followers to a new contractual arrangement, which permits mounted
followers of hounds on payment of an annual subscription. 

Q. What happens if the hounds pursue a fox?
A. The followers will endeavour to call them away and, failing that, will try to keep up with them so that they
do minimum damage, with a view to bringing them back to control.

Q. Who do the hounds belong to?
A. Legally the hounds belong to the individual who owns them, is in charge of them, or has control of them.

Q. How are the acts of civil disobedience to be conducted?
A. By as many followers as possible, each offering himself or herself for arrest. 

Q. How do we make the disobedience effective?
A. By doing our utmost to ensure that the maximum number are arrested, and by refusing to pay fines. The
aim is to ensure that a great many people obtain a criminal record, so that a future government will see the
need to repeal the ban and rectify the injustice. 

Q. Will all hunts survive?
A. No. But the aim is to ensure that the majority of packs do survive to preserve the blood-lines of the hounds,
the skills of kennel staff and huntsmen and the will to begin again when the time comes. 

Q. Should we engage in protests in addition to the defiance of the ban?
A. Peaceful protests within the bounds of the law, yes. But not law-breaking or nuisance. Civil disobedience
means breaking the law complained of, in a spirit of overall law-abidingness. 

How will the Hunting Declaration work on the day?

When the ban comes into effect, we expect hunts to have reorganized themselves, so as to pursue a legal activity
which will permit their survival. On the first day of outlawed hunting individual followers may then get together,
each taking charge of a hound or two, and overtly break the law by hunting forbidden quarry. Should anyone be
arrested then all others would come forward also to offer themselves for arrest. All would plead guilty in court,
and the hope is that as many as possible would refuse to pay fines and prefer to go to jail.

After that symbolic act of disobedience the hunts would carry on as legal entities, in ways to be worked out by
the CHA in consultation with all hunts. If further acts of civil disobedience are staged it would be at the initiative
of individual followers, who must be careful to implicate nobody but themselves.

Remember:
It is necessary to remember at all times that civil disobedience is an effective strategy only
when used to draw attention to a specific injustice, and only when those who break the law
do not try to evade their punishment. At every point we urge full cooperation with the police
and the courts. Other forms of illegal behaviour must at all costs be avoided. Our strategy is
to show restraint, to respect the police and the general public, and to make it absolutely clear
to the Government that a law banning hunting will not prevent the hunts from surviving, will
not bring hunting to a definitive end, and will look absurd and unenforceable for the brief
period when it is on the statute books.


