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PROPOSAL 1



PROPOSAL 1: Moose Regulation Proposal - Adaptive Management of Moose in Yukon

6Yukon Wildlife Act Regulation Change Public Review

Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon

What is the proposal?

This proposal is intended to address Yukon-wide moose management issues by:

• Amending Wildlife Regulations enable Ministerial discretion to determine moose harvest by
game management subzone or groups of subzones

• Expand current adaptive provisions for permits to the remainder of the subzones in Yukon
• Enable the ability to vary season dates for part [or all] of a subzone, or groups of subzones
• Enable use of antler configuration to reduce harvest (e.g. limit to younger and older bulls to

maintain breeding bulls) across Yukon
• Enable threshold or registration hunts across Yukon
• Enable ability to apply ORV restrictions to a subzone or groups of subzones across Yukon
• Enable application of permits to subzones to reflect historical harvest levels and permits

available on a first come first serve basis
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Why is the change required?
• Currently, the challenges we face include known harvest rates in many Moose Management Units (MMU’s) to be at or 

above levels that are sustainable. There is uncertainty in the level of total harvest and many First Nations have 
identified concerns over increasing hunter numbers in traditional hunting areas. We are also increasingly aware of and 
requested to address issues of hunter congestion and apparent overharvest in areas where access is increasing. 

• Moose management must consider obligations for long-term optimum productivity in the context of Yukon Final 
Agreements and a balanced approach to managing licensed hunting opportunities and the availability of sustainable 
local food sources.  It must also consider means of proactively addressing excessive hunting pressure, allocation 
among licensed hunters, and increasing pressure and access on the land.

• An adaptive management approach where areas, season dates and management of hunter numbers, applying a range 
of tools, including some currently applied in some jurisdictions, provide for a more responsive management approach 
to address, among a range of concerns, changing harvest success rates or changing hunter and/or wildlife population 
levels. The ability to adjust a management approach for specific areas based on local population levels and local 
recommendations will allow for greater flexibility and more responsive management.  The use of existing tools and 
regulatory amendments on a smaller scale or a case by case basis is no longer sufficient to achieve management 
outcomes without transferring management challenges to other moose populations or traditional territories.

• This proposal is intended to apply an adaptive approach to addressing sustainable and wise use of moose populations 
across the Yukon. This approach is intended to make use of existing and new legislative tools, over meaningful areas 
and time frames, to manage moose more responsively and effectively. Enabling an approach that considers local 
information and management experience in management recommendations ensure that both science and local 
knowledge is integrated into moose management approaches. This adaptive approach will also enable responsive 
management and greater ability to meet obligations to First Nations and Final Agreement provisions.

PROPOSAL 1: Moose Regulation Proposal - Adaptive Management of Moose in Yukon
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Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• 2016 Science-based Guidelines for Management of Moose in 
Yukon outline principles required to effectively manage moose 
over long term.

• 2018 Harvest Patterns Report outlined increasing trends in moose 
harvest in recent years and human population in general in Yukon. 
Other harvest trends include increasing resident moose seal 
purchases, but a slow decline in licensed harvest and resident 
success in harvesting moose from 1995-2014. 

• Yukon government has been engaging with First Nations 
governments through staff on a technical level and across the 
territory through the Yukon Forum.  State of current moose 
inventory work and harvest opportunities for both First Nations 
and licensed hunters are concerns frequently brought up to 
department and staff. Yukon Forum is a joint working arrangement 
with Yukon First Nations governments in recognition that greater 
level of stewardship of the land also requires a full suite of 
information for decision meeting.

PROPOSAL 1: Moose Regulation Proposal - Adaptive Management of Moose in Yukon
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PROPOSAL 2



Who proposed the change?
Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon

PROPOSAL 2: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
South Canol Moose Management Unit

10Yukon Wildlife Act Regulation Change Public Review

What is the proposal?

• This proposal is to reduce licensed harvest for the South Canol MMU (GMS 8-19, 8-20, 8-22, 
10-01, 10-02, 10-03) through a combination of conventional and novel approaches by 
applying one of two options: 

• Option 1 would limit harvest in a typical manner, with permit numbers adjusted for the 
licensed allocation.

• Option 2 would require harvest of specific antler configurations by permit holders, thereby 
being more restrictive to Option 1, but with more opportunities (i.e. more permits available). 
In both options the ability to adjust the moose hunting season would be an additional tool 
available, should further limitations be required to achieve sustainable harvest. 



PROPOSAL 2: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
South Canol Moose Management Unit
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What is the proposal?
Option 1 – Permit Hunt Authorization with adaptive ability to adjust permit numbers

a) Limit licensed harvest by placing these Game Management Subzones on permit for male moose.
b) Provide for ability to adjust permit numbers as new population and harvest information becomes 

available.
c) Modify the moose hunting season to maintain harvest within sustainable limits.

Option 2 – Permit Hunt Authorization (adaptive) coupled with antler requirements 

a) Limit licensed harvest by placing these Game Management Subzones on permit for male moose.
b) Provide for ability to adjust permit numbers as new population and harvest information becomes 

available.
c) Enable ability to limit moose harvest to selected classes of bulls based on antler configuration. 

This approach, like the “10 Point bull” or “Spike Fork bull” provisions employed widely in British 
Columbia and other jurisdictions, would limit types of bulls that are legally available for licensed 
harvest. This measure is intended to provide some additional opportunity in permit system 
without compromising sustainability in areas where restrictions are required for conservation.

d) Enable modification of moose hunting season to reduce harvest (such as season timing windows).
e) Enable restriction of ORV use to designated trails.



PROPOSAL 2: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
South Canol Moose Management Unit
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Why is the change proposed?

• 2013 South Canol moose survey identified licensed harvest alone appears to be at 
sustainable harvest level for this Moose Management Unit. Accounting for First Nations 
harvest within this MMU (Figure 1) suggests the likelihood of harvest rates well above 
sustainable levels could place population in this unit at high risk of decline.

• As area has been surveyed once, there is uncertainty in total harvest and no current 
information on population trend. 

• Estimated total harvest indicates an urgent need for a change in management approach to 
avoid a population decline.

• Proposal would affect licensed moose hunters. Resident and non-resident licensed harvest 
would be managed through measures including permits, antler configurations, ORV 
restrictions, and seasonal manipulations to ensure that overall harvest remains within 
sustainable limits. 
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Information to 
support this 
change? 
(includes 
scientific, 
local, 
traditional 
knowledge)

An early-winter survey of moose in the South Canol study area south of Faro in November 2013 
(Map 1). The main purpose of this survey was to estimate the abundance, distribution, and 
composition, of the moose population in the South Canol Moose Management Unit. 

The survey determined: 
• Estimated population in survey area to be 516 ± 18% moose. Represents an average density 

of approximately 133 moose per 1,000 km² of suitable moose habitat or 107 moose per 1,000 
km² over total survey area. 

• Estimate of 57 ± 14% adult bulls for every 100 adult cows was above minimum of 30 adult 
bulls per 100 adult cows recommended in Science-based Guidelines for Management of 
Moose in Yukon. 

• Estimated calf ratios of 26 calves for every 100 adult cows and 7 yearlings for every 100 adult 
moose in total survey area, suggests moderate calf survival during summer and fall 2013 and 
calves of 2012 (yearlings) had poor survival in this survey area. 

• Current harvest rate within South Canol MMU appears to exceed sustainable harvest as set 
out in Science-based Guidelines for Management of Moose in Yukon. 

• Complete harvest information includes harvest data from all users is required to ensure this 
moose population is managed within sustainable limits. 

A sustainable harvest of 15.2 moose annually based on the guideline of 10% sustainable harvest 
of bulls for a survey conducted within 10 years. The South Canol MMU estimated 152 bulls in the 
survey area. Figure 1 demonstrates that licensed harvest alone has been near the sustainable 
level since 1995, without consideration of First Nations harvest in the area. 

PROPOSAL 2: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
South Canol Moose Management Unit
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MAP 1: South Canol
MMU and Survey Area

PROPOSAL 2: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
South Canol Moose Management Unit



Figure 1 - Licensed moose harvest within the South Canol Moose Management Unit from 1999 
to 2018. The black line represents the sustainable harvest of 10% of the bulls, based on the 
2013 survey results. The blue bars represent the annual resident licensed harvest, the green 
bars are the annual non-resident licensed harvest, the red bars are the annual special guided 
licensed harvest, and the dashed bars represent estimates of First Nations harvest.
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PROPOSAL 2: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
South Canol Moose Management Unit
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PROPOSAL 3
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Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon

What is the proposal?

• Proposal is to establish limits to total licensed harvest for the Sifton-Miners Range MMU 
(GMS 5-48, 5-49, and 5-50) in the Whitehorse North moose survey area. Will introduce 
measures that are a combination of conventional and novel approaches by applying one of 
two options:  

• Option 1 would limit harvest in a typical manner, with permit numbers adjusted for the 
licensed allocation.

• Option 2 would include harvest of specific antler configurations by permit holders, thereby 
being more restrictive to Option 1, but with more opportunities (i.e. more permits 
available). In both options the ability to adjust the moose hunting season is included to 
support limitations, if required, to achieve sustainable harvest. 

PROPOSAL 3: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
Sifton-Miners Range Moose Management Unit
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What is the proposal?
Option 1 – Permit Hunt Authorization with adaptive ability to adjust permit numbers

a) To limit licensed harvest by placing these GMS on permit for male moose.
b) To enable, by managing adaptively, the ability to adjust permit numbers as new population and 

harvest information becomes available.
c) Enable modification of the moose hunting season to maintain harvest within sustainable limits. 

Option 2 – Permit Hunt Authorization (adaptive) coupled with antler requirements 

a) To limit licensed harvest by placing these GMS on permit for male moose.
b) To enable, by managing adaptively, the ability to adjust permit numbers as new population and 

harvest information becomes available.
c) Create provisions to enable the ability to limit moose harvest to selected classes of bulls based on 

antler configuration. This approach, similar to the “10 Point bull” or “Spike Fork bull” provisions 
employed widely in British Columbia and other jurisdictions, would limit the types of bulls that are 
legally available for licensed harvest. This measure is intended to provide some additional 
opportunity in the permit system without compromising sustainability in areas where restrictions are 
required for conservation. 

d) Enable modification of the moose hunting season to reduce harvest (such as season timing windows).
e) Enable restriction of ORV use to designated trails.

PROPOSAL 3: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
Sifton-Miners Range Moose Management Unit
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Why is the change proposed?

• Moose harvest has been increasing in the greater Whitehorse periphery. Concerns have 
been expressed by Laberge Renewable Resources Council and Southern Lakes First Nations.

• Licensed harvest information demonstrates moose harvest has increased to unsustainable 
levels in last 5 years (Figure 1). First Nations harvest data in area is unavailable. Without 
First Nations harvest data, we would consider subsistence harvest to be equivalent to 
resident licensed harvest and would assess moose in this MMU at a high risk of decline. 

• MMU was last surveyed in 2011, and at the time licensed harvest was within acceptable 
limits and with uncertainty about total harvest. However, licensed harvest has been 
increasing such that it alone has exceeded the sustainable level. Increase in resident 
licensed harvest indicates a change in management approach is urgently needed to avoid a 
population decline. 

• Proposal would affect licensed moose hunters. Resident hunters would be affected by a 
permit hunt and antler configurations. Non-resident hunters would be affected by antler 
configurations (less-so than residents due to the non-resident tendency to harvest big 
bulls), however non-resident harvest in this MMU has not occurred since 1997. 

PROPOSAL 3: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
Sifton-Miners Range Moose Management Unit
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Figure 1 – Licensed moose harvest within the Sifton-
Miners Range MMU (GMS 548, 549, 550) from 1999 to 
2018. The red dashed line represents the sustainable 
harvest of 10% of the bulls, based on the 2011 survey 
results. 

Map 1: Sifton-Miners MMU

PROPOSAL 3: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
Sifton-Miners Range Moose Management Unit
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Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

We conducted a late-winter survey of moose in the Sifton-Miners Range MMU in February 
2011. The main purposes of this survey were to estimate the abundance, distribution, and 
age and sex composition of the local moose population. 

• We attempted to count all moose in survey blocks covering approximately 31% of the 
area. We saw a total of 101 moose, of which 35 were bulls, 51 were cows, and 15 were 
calves. 

• We calculated a population estimate of 383 ± 20% moose for the area, or approximately 
107 moose per 1,000 km2 of total area. This is below the Yukon-wide average of about 
155 moose per 1,000 km2 of total area. 

• Long term survey results suggest that moose numbers in the area declined between 
1982 and 1993 but have remained stable since then. 

• We estimated approximately 29 calves for every 100 cows in the survey area. This 
suggests that, assuming average predation and harvest rates, survival of calves during 
the summer and fall of 2010 was likely sufficient to maintain a stable moose population.

• We estimated that there were approximately 70 bulls for every 100 cows in the survey 
area, which is a more than sufficient sex-ratio required for cows to be bred.

• Recent reported licensed harvest in the Sifton-Miners MMU is well above the 10% 
harvest guideline of 13.2 moose from the estimated 132 bull moose in the survey area. 
This does not include harvest by First Nations hunters.

PROPOSAL 3: Moose regulation proposal - Sustainable Harvest Management of Moose in the 
Sifton-Miners Range Moose Management Unit
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PROPOSAL 4



PROPOSAL 4: Mayo MMU Moose Harvest Management
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Who proposed the change?

Mayo District Renewable Resource Council (MDRRC)

What is the proposal?
• Limit licensed harvest of moose in the Mayo Moose Management Unit (MMU) to maximum 

number per season through threshold hunt regulation. Threshold would initially be set to reflect 
current harvest levels, and could be varied adaptively as effectiveness of implementing regulation 
is assessed and as new population information becomes available. Hunters would be required to 
report harvest within 72 hours to avoid substantially over-shooting the threshold before the 
season is closed.

• Change opening date of moose hunting season in the Mayo MMU from August 1st to September 
1st to avoid creating an early-season rush of hunters harvesting moose at a time of year that is 
becoming increasingly warmer and therefore having a higher risk of meat spoilage.

• Discontinue issuing Special Guide Licenses for moose in the Mayo MMU so the limited hunting 
opportunities would be restricted to Yukon residents. 
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Why is the change proposed?

• Surveys of moose population in Mayo MMU indicated declining trend in number of moose 
from 2006 to 2011; and from 2011 to 2017, and relatively low number of bulls compared to 
cows. Local knowledge interviews indicate a declining number of moose, more difficulty in 
finding bulls, and a lower percentage of families meeting personal needs for moose

• Population estimates from 2017 survey and reported harvest from all hunters indicate we 
are presently overharvesting moose in the Mayo MMU

• This regulation would bring harvest to within sustainable levels

PROPOSAL 4: Mayo MMU Moose Harvest Management
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Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• 2017 survey of moose in Mayo MMU indicated a declining trend in moose 
abundance during previous 11 years—2017 population estimate in Mayo 
MMU survey area was about 2/3 of the 2006 estimate. Numbers of both 
bulls and cows declined during this period. Estimated number of bulls 
compared to number of cows has been between 41 and 50 bulls per 100 
cows, which is relatively low: suggests human harvest levels are high. 

• Local knowledge interviews conducted annually since 2004 indicated 
same trend. Local hunters reported seeing progressively fewer moose, 
fewer bulls, and have judged moose population to be less healthy during 
past 15 years. Based on their observation, 94% of people interviewed 
considered Mayo-area moose population to be healthy in first 5 years of 
these interviews, compared to 55% in last five years. Hunters also 
reported having an increasingly difficult time meeting needs for moose 
meat.

• Based on 2017 moose survey, estimated 430 bulls in the Mayo MMU. 
Sustainable harvest, from 2016 Science-based Guidelines for Management 
of Moose in Yukon is 10% of bulls, or 43 bulls. Reported harvest of moose 
by licensed and First Nations hunters is currently above this level.

PROPOSAL 4: Mayo MMU Moose Harvest Management



Yukon Wildlife Act Regulation Change Public Review 26

Figure 1: Mayo MMU 

PROPOSAL 4: Mayo MMU Moose Harvest Management
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PROPOSAL 5



Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon
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PROPOSAL 5: Caribou regulation proposal – Enable sustainable management of Hart River
Caribou Herd Management

What is the proposal?
Amend the Wildlife Act Regulation to enable sustainable* management of the Hart River caribou population 
in open hunting Game Management Subzones (GMS) in the Ogilvie Mountains area (GMS to be specified). 
The enabling provision would allow the Minister to modify harvest regulations for specific areas during the 
hunting season based on current information instead of definitive non-discretionary regulations that provide 
no flexibility or adjustment abilities. 

This would also provide managers with an opportunity to continue to provide harvest opportunities while not 
overharvesting the herd or creating crowding issues. 
If limitations become necessary, options for management could include (but are not limited to): 
• Threshold hunt - hunting is closed when a predetermined number of caribou have been harvested 

(requires expeditious reporting timelines)
• Permit hunt - flexible and adaptable process allows opportunities to work with the RRC’s, First Nations, 

communities and hunters in seeking a preferred approach as harvest pressures demand. 

*Refer to Science-based Guidelines for Management of Northern Mountain Caribou in Yukon



Why is the change proposed?

• Licensed harvest on the Hart River herd has increased over the past decade and is nearing 
sustainable limits based on a recent population estimate. Currently the Hart River herd 
experiences the highest licensed harvest in Yukon of any mountain caribou herd, likely 
owing to its relative accessibility, variety of hunting options and increasing popularity.

• The herd is also subject to incidental harvest by Porcupine caribou harvesters, increasing 
risk of over-harvest. The expansion in off-road vehicle access in portions of its range, and 
the decrease in availability of the Porcupine caribou herd over the past decade, have 
created a situation where Hart River caribou within the region may be vulnerable to over-
harvest.

• Management of this caribou population, given that harvest pressure has been increasing 
and harvest is approaching estimated sustainable limits, other legislative tools are required 
to ensure sustainable management of harvest for the Hart River caribou population. 

29Yukon Wildlife Act Regulation Change Public Review

PROPOSAL 5: Caribou regulation proposal – Enable sustainable management of Hart River
Caribou Herd Management
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Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• Population size of the Hart River caribou was most recently estimated at ~2700 
caribou in 2015 and the herd was believed to be stable to increasing at that 
time. Since 2015 YG staff have completed composition surveys to assess fall 
recruitment and bull ratios. Fall recruitment has ranged from 18 to 28 calves per 
100 cows each year, averaging 24:100, indicating a stable population. Bull ratios 
have generally been stable averaging around 39 bulls per 100 cows. The small to 
large bull ratio has increased as well with over 82% of the total bull count being 
small bulls in 2018. This may indicate that some years experienced strong 
recruitment and also moderate to heavy mature bull dominated harvest noted 
for this herd. 

• Five-year running harvest average is approximately 52 caribou each year, almost 
all of which are bulls although a few cows may be harvested also. Incidental 
harvest by Porcupine caribou hunters is not accounted for in the above number 
and can increase this number dramatically. In recent years we believe incidental 
take has been low (but known to occur in some years) owing to effective 
communication with Porcupine caribou hunters. Other sources of human caused 
mortality is considered very low (e.g., road kill is on average 1 every 5 years). 

• Harvest is currently managed for 2% however with good average recruitment 
and a bull dominated harvest, a 3% harvest rate could be applied. However the 
risk from incidental Porcupine caribou harvest must be accounted for within 
these percentages. 

PROPOSAL 5: Caribou regulation proposal – Enable sustainable management of Hart River
Caribou Herd Management
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PROPOSAL 6



Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon

32Yukon Wildlife Act Regulation Change Public Review

PROPOSAL 6: Caribou Regulation Proposal - Nelchina Caribou Herd Adaptive Harvest 
Management

What is the proposal?

• Enable adaptive management of Nelchina caribou that periodically occupy GMS 504, 505, 
and north end of 506 close to Beaver Creek (delineated by junction of Dry Creek and Alaska 
Highway) by adding these GMS to Schedules B and C of the Wildlife Regulations.

• Would enable a season when Nelchina caribou are present either by threshold hunt, open 
(with season manipulation) or by permit hunt allocation should these GMS be regularly 
occupied by this herd.



Why is the change proposed?

• Since approximately 2013-2014, Nelchina caribou have intermittently occupied Yukon 
habitats near Beaver Creek; however, the Game Management Subzones this herd occupies 
in Yukon are currently closed for caribou hunting and are designated as Chisana herd 
range. 

• The Nelchina Caribou Herd (NCH) has grown from roughly 10,000 caribou in the early 
1950’s to over 50,000 in recent years. Alaskan managers are interested in maintaining the 
population between 35,000 and 40,000 caribou to avoid the potential of large swings 
(increases in and decreases) in caribou numbers.

• Given the current management objective of limiting growth for the Nelchina herd, opening 
a season when Nelchina caribou are present in Yukon in areas that do not overlap with the 
Chisana caribou herd range, could support harvest opportunities for First Nations and 
licensed hunters. This will also support the Alaskan management objective to avoid the 
potential for a population crash in the Nelchina herd.

33Yukon Wildlife Act Regulation Change Public Review

PROPOSAL 6: Caribou Regulation Proposal - Nelchina Caribou Herd Adaptive Harvest 
Management
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Information 
to support 
this change? 
(includes 
scientific, 
local, 
traditional 
knowledge)

• During the late 1980s, the growing Nelchina caribou herd expanded eastward into Yukon.  At that 
time, a licensed harvest was implemented in 1989/90 through an ad-hoc permitting approach that 
is no longer available in legislation. 

• Management programs for both the Chisana and Nelchina (and Fortymile) caribou monitor herd 
status and trend over time. Radio-collared caribou are an important part of each of these 
programs and ensure current knowledge on the movements and distribution. This work is essential 
to our understanding of which herds and times of the year these herds range into the Yukon. 

• Each of these three herds is managed as part of international agreements between agencies and 
governments of Alaska and Yukon. Of particular importance is the management of Chisana caribou 
under the terms of the international Chisana Caribou Herd Management Plan. Yukon parties 
including White River First Nation have participated in all aspects of the program and continue to 
support the harvest prohibition on this herd. 

• Chisana caribou herd radio-collar data has been available since 1987 and provide historic and 
current use and distribution of the herd range. During early years of the Chisana program, the herd 
moderate use of the subzones in the southern part of the range (between 1978 and 2007) 
however, most use was limited to ranges south of the south half GMS 506. Since 2003, Chisana 
caribou have not occupied this area based on location information from at least 53 collared 
Chisana caribou. 

• Work continues with Alaskan and Yukon management partners to maintain these programs and 
provide for updated caribou location information and monitoring to ensure any harvest in future is 
managed to avoid the potential of inadvertent harvest of Chisana caribou. 

PROPOSAL 6: Caribou Regulation Proposal - Nelchina Caribou Herd Adaptive Harvest 
Management
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PROPOSAL 6: Caribou Regulation Proposal - Nelchina Caribou Herd Adaptive Harvest 
Management

Figure 1: Proposed 
Nelchina caribou adaptive 
management harvest area 
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PROPOSAL 7



Who proposed the change?

• Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon

PROPOSAL 7: Carnivore Regulation Proposal – Enable adaptive management of roadside 
hunting for Grizzly Bear

37Yukon Wildlife Act Regulation Change Public Review

What is the proposal?

• Currently harvest of grizzly bears along the roadside is permitted throughout the territory.
This proposal is intended to enable local prohibitions while ensuring that if a roadside closure
is proposed and supported by the community that the prohibitions would be enacted and
enforced in a standardized manner.



Why is the change proposed?

• Currently harvest of grizzly bears along the roadside is permitted throughout the territory,
however; there has been long standing public debate over the practice. Regulatory
amendments to prohibit roadside hunting of grizzly bears in the Southern Lakes area were
proposed in 2014. This 2014 proposal resulted in the YFWMB making a recommendation that
the issue of roadside bear hunting be considered in a broader Yukon wide context through
the development of a grizzly bear management plan.

• The grizzly bear management planning process was initiated and a draft Grizzly Bear
Conservation Plan recently underwent public review and was recommended by the YFWMB.
This issue of roadside hunting remains divisive, as there are regional differences with some
communities in support of and others in opposition to roadside grizzly bear hunting. Debate
regarding roadside hunting of grizzly bears has been ongoing for the past decade and the
proposed regulation change would address this polarizing issue.

• Regulation changes are required to create the mechanism by which harvest along the
roadside could be limited where proposed and supported at the community level.

38Yukon Wildlife Act Regulation Change Public Review

PROPOSAL 7: Carnivore Regulation Proposal – Enable adaptive management of roadside 
hunting for Grizzly Bear
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Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• The Grizzly Bear Conservation Plan recommends that the issue
be addressed at the local level, where supported by local
communities. In anticipation that some communities may be
requesting the ability to manage roadside GB hunting, we
proposed changes to enable currently open roadside harvest to
be closed following demonstrated support for doing so at the
community level.

PROPOSAL 7: Carnivore Regulation Proposal – Enable adaptive management of roadside 
hunting for Grizzly Bear
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PROPOSAL 8



Who proposed the change?

Carcross-Tagish RRC +
Taku River Tlingit First Nation
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PROPOSAL 8: Prohibit Roadside Trophy Hunting of Grizzly Bear in Southern Lakes

What is the proposal?
• Prohibit hunting of Grizzly bears within 100m along the Alaska Highway from the McLintock River

Bridge to Jakes Corner, the Tagish Road, the Atlin Road to the B.C. border and the South Klondike
Highway from the Carcross Corner to the B.C. Border.

• The issue of roadside hunting of Grizzly bears is easily the single most important and sensitive and
emotional public wildlife issue that the CTRRC has dealt with. Public meetings hosted by the CTRRC on
this issue and Grizzly bear management in Tagish in 2014 and again in 2019 were attended by 50-60
individuals on a weekday evening after very controversial killings of habituated (not tame!) and well
behaved Grizzly bears by thoughtless hunters that had provided months of wildlife viewing enjoyment
for 100’s and 1,000’s of Yukoners including children travelling on school buses. The public in the
Southern Lakes care very deeply about this matter. In an area like the Southern Lakes where wildlife
populations and habitats are under continuous siege and threat from land use and development and
where public support is critical if species like Grizzly bears, moose and caribou are to survive on the
landscape over the long term the RRC and other management agencies and governments need to
listen what the broader public has to say!!!
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PROPOSAL 8: Prohibit Roadside Trophy Hunting of Grizzly Bear in Southern Lakes

What is the proposal?

• Under Yukon First Nation Final Agreements the management boards, councils and
government agencies like Yukon Fish and Wildlife Management Board and Renewable
Resource Councils have a mandate and responsibility to consider non-consumptive and
economic and commercial public use of wildlife like wildlife viewing as well as broader
ecological and ecosystem requirements.

• When CTRRC submitted/supported this proposal in 2014 the response of the YFWMB was
that such a regulation could not be implemented on a regional basis and should be Yukon
wide and deferred any action on this until a territorial Grizzly bear management plan could
be developed. Now after 4+ years of planning process the planners concluded that the plan
could not deal with the issue of roadside Grizzly bear hunting and that this was a regional
issue and should be considered at that level.



Why is the change proposed?
• Grizzly bears are a species at risk in Canada including the Yukon and are classified as a species of special concern

under federal Species at Risk legislation. They have been largely extirpated from their extensive historic
distribution in North America and significant populations are now limited to B.C., Yukon and Alaska. As a
dominant long-lived predator species with very low birth and reproductive rates and very large home ranges
and habitat requirements Grizzly bears are very sensitive to overharvesting and habitat disturbance and
connectivity caused by such developments as roads, mining, agriculture and residential development such as is
occurring on a broad scale in the Southern Lakes. With much of this development comes conflicts with humans
and human activity and problems with many attractants including garbage, livestock, pets and pet food, gardens
and increasing non licensed defense of life and property kills and relocations of problem Grizzly bears with an
uncertain future that represent a conservation concern and uncertainly for the existence of this species on the
landscape in the Southern Lakes area. Any legal licensed hunting and kills of Grizzly bears while relatively small
represent an additional stress for this species aside for the obvious moral and ethical concerns and any
semblance of “fair chase” of hunting habituated Grizzly bears along highways and roadsides. While the
population impact of 3 known roadside trophy Grizzly bear kills by licensed hunters over a decade or so may be
relatively small, the impact of the loss of these 3 bears on the ability of large numbers of Yukoners to view and
experience and enjoy Grizzly bears in their natural environment was high.

• This regulation will allow 100’s and 1000’s of Southern Lake residents, other Yukoners, visitors and tourists to
experience the enjoyment of seeing a live Grizzly bear in a natural environment should be be fortunate enough
to have another habituated roadside bear appear on the landscape. This regulation would also deprive a trophy
hunter every few years with an opportunity for an easy kill by getting out of a vehicle and stepping off the
highway to harvest a bear that has been habituated to traffic and humans.
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PROPOSAL 8: Prohibit Roadside Trophy Hunting of Grizzly Bear in Southern Lakes
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Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• According to 1400 respondents to a survey conducted by the YFWMB on the Grizzly bear 
management and conservation 75 percent of Yukoners did not support roadside hunting of 
Grizzly bears and the majority of respondents or 45% did not support any hunting of Grizzly 
bears. 

• The biology and life history and status of Grizzly bears in Canada is well documented in scientific 
studies and reports including status reports for the species as part of the SARA and COSEWIC 
listing process which are generally available on websites and need not be elaborated on here. 

• This proposal is currently limited to roads and highways within the CTRRC mandate area in the 
Southern Lakes which is the CTFN Traditional Territory. This proposal will be shared for 
comment and input with all the affected First Nations and RRC’s in the Southern Lakes and the 
geographical area can be amended depending on the input that is received. It will be a topic of 
discussion at the On the Land Gathering that CTRRC will be hosting during June 7-9/19 where 
all the potentially affected First Nations and RRC’s will be invited to participate. 

• While there is little or no information of any recent or current roadside harvesting of Grizzly 
bears by First Nation in the Southern Lakes, this proposed prohibition would in no way limit or 
impede any such subsistence harvesting rights. 

• This proposal is supported by the majority of or all 8 CTRRC members including YG and CTFN 
First Nation appointees. CTRRC has hosted 2 meetings on Grizzly bear management in 2014 and 
2019 that were attended by about 50-60 members of the public where roadside hunting was 
the dominant topic. CTRRC also hosted 4 public community meetings in March/19 on fish and 
wildlife issues where roadside hunting of Grizzly bears was raised and discussed. CTRRC has 
been approached by TRTFN Lands and Resources staff and has their support for a prohibition on 
roadside hunting of Grizzly bears as it applies this this First Nations Traditional Territory in the 
Yukon. It has also been discussed with CTFN Lands and Resources staff and these discussions 
are ongoing. CTRRC has also been approached by a number of public interest groups regarding 
this proposals who have provided input and comment and who may also submit their own 
proposals on Grizzly bear hunting and management. 

PROPOSAL 8: Prohibit Roadside Trophy Hunting of Grizzly Bear in Southern Lakes
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Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• According to data presented by the YFWMB and YG in a review of
roadside bear hunting in 2013, a total of 26 Grizzly bears were
harvested annually by Yukon resident hunters with 17 of these kills
occurring in GMS adjacent to roads.

• A follow-up survey of hunters who harvested Grizzly Bears in these GMS
in 2011 – 2012 with roads found that 2 were harvested within 0-30 m of
the highway right of way, 7 or the majority within 1000 – 3000 m and 5
more than 1000 m from a road or highway.

• This indicates that a prohibition of Grizzly bear hunting within 100 m of
highways in the Southern Lakes would have minimal impact on resident
hunters while protecting habituated bears on or near the highway right
of way that are ever so important to the public and wildlife viewers.
There are 3 known kills of habituated Grizzly bears along road and
highways in the Southern Lakes during 2011-2018.

• All of these kills were a high concern and loss to the public and wildlife
viewers as evidenced by the outcry and press articles and attendance at
meetings hosted by CTRRC as a result of these events.

• Concerns about roadside hunting of Grizzly bears were raised at all 4
public meetings conducted by CTRRC in the communities of Mt. Lorne,
Carcross, Tagish and Marsh Lake during March 2019.

PROPOSAL 8: Prohibit Roadside Trophy Hunting of Grizzly Bear in Southern Lakes
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PROPOSAL 9



Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon
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PROPOSAL 9: Change burbot limits in Yukon lakes to 3 per day and 6 in possession

What is the proposal?

Change burbot regulations:
• Current regulations: 10 burbot per day, 20 burbot in possession
• Proposed regulations: 3 burbot per day, 6 burbot in possession

Change setline license conditions:
• Current license conditions: maximum 10 hooks at any one time
• Proposed license conditions: maximum 3 hooks at any one time



Why is the change proposed?

• Yukon burbot populations are much lower than expected 
• Burbot effort and harvest are increasing 
• Alaska has seen burbot depletion under these conditions 
• Given current information on Yukon burbot abundance and harvest, management change is 

required to ensure burbot populations persist + harvest is sustainable

Burbot management history in Yukon 
• Before 2003, licensed burbot harvest was not subject to catch and possession limits
• Change from unlimited catch and possession, to limits of 10 per day and 20 in possession, 

made in response to observed high harvest, waste of fish + local population depletion
• Limit of 10 per day and 20 in possession was made without population data for Yukon 

burbot, was arbitrarily less than unlimited 
• Burbot are the only species in Yukon that can be harvested using setlines
• Setlines have baited hooks that rest on bottom; must be checked every 30 hours or less
• Setline fishers must obtain a free license + report catch and harvest info
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PROPOSAL 9: Change burbot limits in Yukon lakes to 3 per day and 6 in possession



Why is the change proposed?

Status of Yukon burbot populations:
• Environment Yukon began surveying burbot populations in 2011, has completed 7 surveys to date
• All show very small burbot populations – much smaller than expected for similar lakes in Alaska or 

northern British Columbia: population estimates range from 4,899 adult burbot in Dezadeash Lake to 273 
adult burbot in Kloo Lake)

• Burbot abundances are low relative to current catch and possession limits
• Under current regulations a party of two anglers could legally harvest 17% of the Kloo Lake burbot 

population in two days
Burbot harvest in Yukon 
• Burbot harvest in Yukon occurs mostly in winter
• Burbot are caught by active angling and fishing with setlines
• Number of setline licenses issued per year has increased; number of permits per year 2012 – 2018 is 

nearly triple from the previous decade (Fig. 1)
Alaskan burbot declines 
• Past burbot management in Alaska was like current Yukon management (15 burbot per day, 15 in 

possession, setlines permitted)
• Early 1990s: Alaska had declines in lakes in Fairbanks, Delta Junction, Glenallen and Anchorage areas
• Catch limits of 15 decreased to 5, 2, or 1 (in some cases burbot harvest was prohibited)
• Setlines were prohibited in some cases: some lakes show rebounding populations under updated 

regulations, others have not

49Yukon Wildlife Act Regulation Change Public Review

PROPOSAL 9: Change burbot limits in Yukon lakes to 3 per day and 6 in possession



Information to support this change? (includes scientific, local, traditional knowledge)
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PROPOSAL 9: Change burbot limits in Yukon lakes to 3 per day and 6 in possession
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Information to support this change? (includes scientific, local, traditional knowledge)

PROPOSAL 9: Change burbot limits in Yukon lakes to 3 per day and 6 in possession



Information to support this change? (includes scientific, local, traditional knowledge)
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PROPOSAL 9: Change burbot limits in Yukon lakes to 3 per day and 6 in possession
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PROPOSAL 10



Who proposed the change?

Teslin RRC
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PROPOSAL 10: Remove Slot Size for Northern Pike on Teslin Lake

What is the proposal?

• Proposal involves two components related to northern pike catch limit on Teslin Lake as 
follows: 

a) Remove slot size for northern pike (with current restriction of only 1 individual over 41 inches 
to remain in place)

b) Revert catch limits of this species back to General Regulations (daily catch limit of 5 fish + 
possession limit of 10 fish) 



Why is the change proposed?

• Teslin Lake (particularly Nisutlin Bay) has healthy northern pike population based upon local 
knowledge BUT there is a limited fishery for this species

• Number of local anglers like to keep pike during winter ice fishing period as meat is more firm 
and better to eat than during the summer

• Pike are considered to be ‘boney’ by many people, many find removing these bones is easier 
on larger fish

• Proposal will better allow anglers to catch and keep northern pike

• Many local anglers who are interested in keeping northern pike expressed a frustration with 
having to release multiple fish before catching a fish below current slot size limit of 30 inches 
(when fish can be retained)

• TRRC wants to promote opportunities to fish for other species + reduce the pressure on Lake 
Trout 
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PROPOSAL 10: Remove Slot Size for Northern Pike on Teslin Lake



Information to support this change? (includes scientific, local, traditional knowledge)

• Northern pike known to reproduce/ grow relatively quickly compared to other fish species in 
Yukon. For example, page 57 of the 2019 Yukon fishing regulations indicates average age of 
northern pike harvested in Yukon is 6 years old, compared to 13 years old for lake trout. Pike 
known to be highly predatory; majority of their diet on Teslin Lake is assumed to be whitefish 
and cisco but they may also feed upon other fish species (i.e. lake trout), especially when small 
juveniles during the spring.

• Based upon past discussions with individuals from YG Fisheries, not currently a suitable method 
for assessing pike abundance on large lakes such as Teslin. Despite knowledge gap, community 
members report large numbers of pike present with a number of larger fish in areas of suitable 
habitat. Anglers have reported catching pike while trolling for lake trout; seems out of place to 
many.

• Results of past angler harvest (creel) surveys on Teslin Lake can be used to provide information 
on northern pike fishery on Teslin Lake, at least for the summer fishery. Angler success varied 
over past surveys but retention rate steadily decreased to a low of only 10% during 2008 survey. 
Pike retention rates on Teslin Lake are much lower than lake trout: there is justification for this 
relaxation of regulations for this species, to divert harvest pressure from a concerning lake trout 
stock.
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PROPOSAL 10: Remove Slot Size for Northern Pike on Teslin Lake
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PROPOSAL 11



Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon

58Yukon Wildlife Act Regulation Change Public Review

PROPOSAL 11: Habitat Protection Area– Off-Road Vehicle restriction

What is the proposal?

• Proposal intends to give effect to provisions for restriction of use of motorized ground access 
(Off Road Vehicles ORVs) by any user into Habitat Protection Areas (HPA), where approved 
management plans indicate ORV restrictions 

• Currently, only Ddhaw Ghro HPA plan includes such a provision

• Management Plan for this HPA approved by all parties in October 2018: Recommendation 39 
of HPA plan is to develop and advance regulation proposals addressing prohibition of 
motorized ground access into Ddhaw Ghro HPA with intention to restrict use of ORVs, by any 
user, within HPA 

• Would be established under HPA provisions (Section 93) prohibiting use of motorized ground 
access (ORVs) into HPAs per approved management plans 



What is a HPA under Wildlife Regulation? How does this differ from ORV management under the 
Lands Act?

• Habitat Protection Areas established through Chapter 10 of Yukon First Nations Final 
Agreements

• Provisions of chapter specify how management plan will be developed, provided for and 
composition of steering committees/ guidelines for the plan

• Designation of approved Habitat Protection Areas established through Yukon Wildlife Act + 
Regulations and management is administered through associated management plan 

• Ddhaw Ghro HPA identified in the Selkirk First Nation Final Agreement and its management plan 
was approved by Selkirk First Nation, First Nation of Na-cho Nyak Dun and Minister of 
Environment in 2018

• Management plan recommendations among other measures, included restriction of all 
motorized vehicle traffic in the Habitat Protection Area

• Proposal is to enact regulation to implement this recommendation; restriction to vehicle use 
does not apply to Yukon Indian People exercising a harvest right in accordance with final 
agreements
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PROPOSAL 11: Habitat Protection Area– Off-Road Vehicle restriction



Why is the change proposed?

• Ddhaw Ghro Habitat Protection Area was formally proclaimed under Yukon Wildlife Regulation Part 9 
Section 92(i) in 2018 (OIC 2018/169). Under provisions of Ddhaw Ghro Habitat Management Plan, a 
regulation is required to enact prohibition of motorized ground access by any user into the Ddhaw Ghro
Habitat Protection Area.

• Full enactment of this management plan includes this provision to be enacted by Yukon through Habitat 
Protection Area Regulations. Provisions of the Wildlife Act (187(2)), Commissioner in Executive Council 
may make regulations for management of Habitat Protection Areas. Proposal to give effect to 
recommendations of approved HPA management plans, including Ddhaw Ghro. 
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Information to support this change? (includes scientific, local, traditional knowledge)

• Within HPA management planning process, merits of cultural and habitat values associated with areas are 
discussed and agreed to by parties including Yukon Government and First Nations. For Ddhaw Ghro, those 
First Nations are: Selkirk and Na-Cho Nyak Dun.

• Plan has been approved and signed off, consists of many years of discussion + planning among parties to 
this plan.

• This HPA is included as Appendix A in the Selkirk Final Agreement – Chapter 10, Schedule A.
• As part of the plan implementation and review, provision 8.1 “The Area shall be managed in accordance 

with the Wildlife Act, R.S.Y. 1986, c.178 and the Approved Management Plan.” Given Ddhaw Ghro HPA has 
been established in Wildlife Regulation and the provision for a completed management plan have been 
met, measures to give effect to recommendations in plan need to be advanced.

PROPOSAL 11: Habitat Protection Area– Off-Road Vehicle restriction
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PROPOSAL 12



Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon
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PROPOSAL 12: Surface Disturbance Thresholds in Critical Habitat for Species at Risk in Habitat 
Protection Areas

What is the proposal?

• Establish regulation under the Wildlife Regulation enabling Minister to set thresholds for 
surface disturbance in habitat protection areas (HPAs)

• Surface disturbance is caused by activities such as clearing of land, creation of trails and 
roads or by natural processes such as wildfire is point at which a resource/area reaches 
unacceptable level of impact due to total effects of all surface disturbance 

• Designating all or portions of areas containing critical habitat for species at risk (such as 
boreal caribou in Peel River watershed) as being habitat protected and requiring compliance 
with surface disturbance thresholds under the Wildlife Regulation

• Will give Minister authority to regulate total impacts of activities in these areas and meet 
species at risk obligations 



What is the proposal?

• In accordance with federal Species at Risk Act (SARA) critical habitat is considered to be 
effectively protected where laws of the province or territory are proactive and enforceable in 
preventing destruction of critical habitat

• Enacting these regulations will enable Yukon to meet this requirement for Boreal caribou 
critical habitat and any future species at risk recovery that requires critical habitat protection 

• New regulatory framework could be used to implement surface disturbance thresholds in 
Habitat Protected Areas where management plans requiring habitat protection is best served 
by establishing surface disturbance thresholds
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PROPOSAL 12: Surface Disturbance Thresholds in Critical Habitat for Species at Risk in Habitat 
Protection Areas



Why is the change proposed?
• Government currently regulates the impacts of disturbance on a project-by-project basis, without 

regulation of the combined effects of all projects in an area. Recovery Strategy for the Woodland 
Caribou, Boreal population in Canada requires effective measures that proactively protect critical 
habitat.

• Government’s assessment of effectiveness is based on a review of the jurisdiction’s legislation 
regulating disturbance. Regulatory tool is required to establish thresholds for surface disturbance 
and offences for non-compliance.

• Further, a section 11 agreement under the federal Species at Risk Act (SARA), was signed in 
November 2018 by Yukon Government, Nacho Nyak Dun, Gwitchin Tribal Council, and Canada. The 
agreement commits Yukon to proactively and enforceably manage surface disturbance in areas 
identified as being critical habitat in Yukon during the recovery of this species.
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Information to support this change? (includes scientific, local, traditional knowledge)
• Recovery Strategy for Woodland Caribou (Rangifer tarandus caribou), Boreal population, in Canada 

(2012), is primary document for recovery efforts.
• Recovery strategy requires 65% of designated Critical Habitat remain in natural state, suitable for 

use by boreal caribou, throughout recovery period for this species.
• Regulation of surface disturbance in Yukon’s portion of their critical habitat will ensure this 

requirement can be met.

PROPOSAL 12: Surface Disturbance Thresholds in Critical Habitat for Species at Risk in Habitat 
Protection Areas
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PROPOSAL 13



Who proposed the change?

Teslin RRC &
Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon
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PROPOSAL 13: Mandatory Furbearer Harvest reporting

What is the proposal?

• Proposing mandatory annual harvest reports for all fur-bearing species harvested
• Would improve harvest data on all species + would aid in management of those species 

1. Mandatory licensed trapper reporting for all furbearers harvested on or before April 15 
(date is 15 days after close of winter trapping season + consistent with other harvest 
reporting requirements related to licensed activities)

2. Potential offence for failing to provide harvest information
3. Potential offence for providing false or misleading furbearer harvest information
4. Issuance of a trapping license is contingent upon submission of harvest reporting for 

previous season, if applicable 



Why is the change proposed?
• Currently, no single source of fur harvest information available to the Department of Environment nor to 

RRCs or Trappers Association. This information is necessary for ongoing management of trapping + 
traplines within Yukon, has not been regularly available for some time. 

• Historically, mandatory annual fur harvest report was completed by trappers and information gathered 
from the forms aided Conservation Officers and/or RRCs in monitoring fur harvest from trapping. Info 
was available for management and reporting on territorial and national basis.

• Recently, Renewable Resource Councils have been concerned with a lack of fur harvest information to 
assess trapping concessions and trapline activities in their area. Makes it difficult for RRC’s to completely 
fulfill mandates related to fur harvest and trapline management. A form listing all possible fur bearers 
that can be harvested could be provided to trapper when applying for license renewal each year.

• In order to receive a license the following year, the form must be completed and delivered to 
Environment Yukon. Information gathered would greatly assist in wildlife management, identify issues 
and provide information needed to support local trapping initiatives. 
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Information to support this change? (includes scientific, local, traditional knowledge)
• Mandatory Fur Harvest reports had to be completed by trappers in past; if properly managed can provide 

data which would complement existing data gathered for species requiring seals.

PROPOSAL 13: Mandatory Furbearer Harvest reporting
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PROPOSAL 14



Who proposed the change?

Alsek RRC
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PROPOSAL 14: Allow for wolves and coyotes to be harvested and recovered using 
snowmobiles while bison hunting in designated routes of Zone 5

What is the proposal?

• Proposing recovery rules around harvested wolves + coyotes in Zone 5 be harmonized with 
recovery of harvested bison

• Currently, use a snowmobile only permitted for purpose of hunting/ transporting bison 
during bison season and no other species may be hunted or transported by snowmobile at 
any time on the designated routes

• We feel that should a hunter encounter a wolf or coyote while out on a bison hunt in Zone 5, 
they should be allowed to harvest the animal and transport it back on their snowmobile

• LIMITED TO: permitted retrieval of wolf and coyote while bison hunting ONLY



Why is the change 
proposed?

• Will allow legal harvest opportunity of coyotes + wolves by bison 
hunters
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PROPOSAL 14: Allow for wolves and coyotes to be harvested and recovered using 
snowmobiles while bison hunting in designated routes of Zone 5

Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• Bison hunters have voiced need for this change as result of lost
opportunity (i.e. Having to pass on a wolf/coyote while on their
bison kill site or while out on multi-day bison hunts)
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ADMINISTRATIVE 
CHANGE 1



Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 1: Allow trappers to sell non-edible by-products (i.e. skulls, bones, 
claws) from furbearing animals, wolves and coyotes

What is the proposal?
• Licensed trappers may currently sell legally harvested pelts of furbearing animals, black 

bears, wolves, and coyotes under authority of their trapping license

• Trappers must obtain a wildlife act permit to sell non-edible by-products other than pelts 
from their harvest including such things as skulls, claws or bones

• Proposing the amendment of section 16 of Trapping Regulation: allowing trappers ability to 
sell non-edible by-products (including skulls, bones, and claws from furbearing animals, 
wolves and coyotes)

• Trappers would still be restricted from sale of black bear claws and organs
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 1: Allow trappers to sell non-edible by-products (i.e. skulls, bones, 
claws) from furbearing animals, wolves and coyotes

Why is the change proposed?

• Would remove barriers to trappers seeking most commercial benefit from their harvest and 
expansion of their markets into areas other than fur

• Would also reduce paperwork/ administration processes for legally harvested furbearing 
animals, and improve client service; better support Yukon’s trapping industry

• Sale of and export of specific parts of selected furbearers may be restricted per The 
Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES) or 
the Wild Animal and Plant Protection and Regulation of International and Interprovincial 
Trade Act.

• Currently, export of legally harvested wolf, lynx or otter parts or meat from Canada, fall under 
CITES convention

• For the most up-to-date information please visit:

https://www.canada.ca/en/environment-climate-change/services/environmental-
enforcement/acts-regulations/wild-species-protection.html
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Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• Several trappers inquired about sale of non-edible by-products of 
their harvests

• Many permits issued annually to those who go through with 
these sales, expected more people may take advantage of this 
market should proposed change take place

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 1: Allow trappers to sell non-edible by-products (i.e. skulls, bones, 
claws) from furbearing animals, wolves and coyotes
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ADMINISTRATIVE 
CHANGE 2



Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 2: Standardized pelt sealing for wolf, wolverine, and lynx

What is the proposal?
• Proposing standardization of pelt sealing requirements for wolf, wolverine, and lynx to April 15 (or 

prior to sale or transfer of pelt - whichever comes first). Requires amendment of section 20 and repeal 
of section 20.1 of Trapping Regulation.

• Section 20 of Trapping Regulation requires sealing of wolf, wolverine, and lynx pelts within 15 days of 
close of season for each species (or prior to sale, transfer of pelt - whichever comes first). Trapping 
seasons for lynx, wolves and wolverine close on March 10, March 31 and February 28, respectively 
(once the amended wolverine trapping season dates come into effect). Creates pelt sealing deadlines 
of April 15 for wolf and lynx; March 15 for wolverine.

• Section 20.1 of Trapping Regulation provides opportunity for trapper to request extension until April 
15 to seal pelts (should they remain on the trapline past the close of the season). Request must be 
made in advance, requires written authorization of conservation officer.

• These timelines potentially require trapper to attend local Environment office more than once to seal 
fur.



Why is the change proposed?

• Required to promote compliance, provide administrative efficiency, improve client service

• Will simplify regulations and remove current requirement for trappers to pre-arrange special 
deadline in advance (if they will be out on the trapline)
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 2: Standardized pelt sealing for wolf, wolverine, and lynx
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ADMINISTRATIVE 
CHANGE 3



Who proposed the change?

Conservation Officer Services Branch, Environment Yukon
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 3: Administration of First Nations Community Group traplines

What is the proposal?

• Currently several traplines throughout Yukon are administered by local First Nations.
• “Community Group Traplines” are administered as group trapping concessions with no group 

members and an official from that First Nations named as a spokesperson for the group. 
Assistant trapper licenses issued to trappers for community group line through written 
authorization provided by spokesperson to Department of Environment.

• Amending Trapping Regulation would formally recognize community group trapping 
concession areas by creating within Trapping Regulation, new regulatory authority defining 
these areas and new schedule identifying which specific trapping concession areas form 
community group traplines are administered by First Nations Governments.
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Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• Based on current administrative practices developed by 
Conservation Officer Services Branch

• Implementation would just formalize practices currently in place

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 3: Administration of First Nations Community Group traplines

Why is the change 
proposed?

• Required to comply with chapter 16 of Umbrella Final 
Agreement: respecting local First Nations local interests, 
knowledge, rights in administration of traplines

• Will provide formal regulatory authority to allow First Nations to 
administer these group traplines and aligns with the Government 
of Yukon’s commitment to reconciliation with First Nations
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ADMINISTRATIVE 
CHANGE 4



Who proposed the change?

Conservation Officer Services Branch, Environment Yukon
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 4: Allow issuance of Fur Trading License to Corporations

What is the proposal?
• Current legislation prohibits issuance of Fur Trading License to corporation
• This requires Departmental staff to issue fur trading licenses to individuals working with the corporation. In 

some instances (e.g. the Yukon Trappers Association), these individuals are volunteers who then take on the 
legal obligations of the license on behalf of their employer or association

• Proposing to amend section 106 of Wildlife Regulation to add Fur Trading Licenses as license which can be 
issued to other than an individual as required by section 125 of the Wildlife Act. Proposal is also to repeal 
subsection 13(4) of the Trapping Regulation requiring issuance of a Fur Trading license to “agent” for licensed 
fur trader and replace this subsection with: 

• “A fur trading license issued to a corporation authorizes any agent of that corporation to act under the authority 
of that license.” 

Why is the change proposed?
• Required to update Trapping Regulation to recognize current industry needs + improve client service to the 

trapping industry
• Will further allow all volunteers or employees working for named corporation/association to conduct activities 

authorized in license without requirement of additional licenses being issued 
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Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• Will support trapping industry + recognize current needs and 
activities of Yukon Trappers Association

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 4: Allow issuance of Fur Trading License to Corporations
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ADMINISTRATIVE 
CHANGE 5



Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 5: Generic Yukon seal and online registration of seal to an e-
license

What is the proposal?

Department of Environment is developing new administrative + regulatory regime for issuance 
of seals for all license holders: will include a new generic seal, instead of species-specific seals 

Proposed Process for Purchasing Seals 
1. Hunters purchase books of uniquely identified seals at various vendors across Yukon 
2. Hunters may renew or update hunting license by registering seals on their Environment ID 

account, pay appropriate seal fee + complete required administrative process determined by 
Minister to validate seal, and hunting license through e-licensing.

3. Hunters would be able to print off copy of new updated hunting license (or save pdf copy on 
phone) along with seals and carry both while in the field to be able to produce these 
documents on request of a conservation officer. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 5: Generic Yukon seal and online registration of seal to an e-license

What is the proposal?

1. Revoke all species-specific big game seals + replace with generic Yukon big game seal; granting 
Ministerial discretion to determine any/ all conditions that apply to seal (similar to current 
ability to set conditions on licenses + permits)

2. Amendment to s.19 to require a person to record information, such as species, year and name, 
Environment ID or other relevant information on seal at time of issuance, grants the Minister 
discretion to determine how this information is recorded

3. Amendment to s.22 validating seals upon registration on department e-licensing system, in 
accordance information requirements in s.19

4. Create new offence (with fine under the Summary Act Regulations): “failing to complete 
information requirements on seals” 

5. Create new offence (with fine under the Summary Act Regulations): “failing to provide current 
license, permit or seal on request of a conservation officer” 

6. Establish fee schedule for generic seals 



Why is the change proposed?
• Required in further development/ implementation of the Departments e-licensing system, improve client 

service + data collection related to all licensed harvesting 

• Hunters holding an e-license last year may renew license online 24/7 starting April 1, 2019

• Holders of e-licenses can also apply for Special Guide license + Permit Hunt Authorization though online 
lottery system

• Hunters cannot obtain big game seals for their e-licenses online; must attend any Environment office 
during regular business hours to obtain seals

• Required to allow hunters to purchase their big game seals + their hunting license without attending an 
Environment office

• Convenience: hunters could renew hunting licenses + obtain big game seals on evenings, weekends, 
statutory holidays

• Next step in evolution of e-licensing system; enhances client-service for all licensed hunters 

• Issuance of generic seals like other jurisdictions: Alberta, Saskatchewan and British Columbia
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 5: Generic Yukon seal and online registration of seal to an e-license
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ADMINISTRATIVE 
CHANGE 6



Who proposed the change?

Fish and Wildlife Branch, Environment Yukon
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 6: Remove hunter education requirement for trapping concession holders 
born after April 1, 1987

What is the proposal?
• Environment Yukon is proposing the removal of requirement for Yukon hunting license eligibility for 

trapping concession applicants in subsection 6(1)(d) of the Trapping Regulation. Appropriate hunter 
education training is an eligibility requirement for big game hunting license holders. Applicants such as 
First Nations beneficiaries who aren’t subject to licensing should not be prevented from obtaining a 
Yukon trapping concession.

• Paragraph 6(1)(d) of Trapping Regulation requires concession holder to be eligible to hold Yukon hunting 
license. For concession applicants born after April 1, 1987, this includes completion of hunter education 
training (HEED, or other Government of Yukon accepted equivalent). Yukon Trapper Education training 
meets appropriate goals/ criteria for trapping, is requirement for trapping concession eligibility.

• Any hunting conducted by a trapping concession holder other than that of furbearing animals within 
their concession area (authorized under their trapping license) requires concession holder to obtain 
Yukon big game hunting license. Appropriate hunter education training is required for any individual born 
after April 1, 1987 who wants to obtain this license.
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGE 6: Remove hunter education requirement for trapping concession holders 
born after April 1, 1987

Information to support 
this change? (includes 
scientific, local, 
traditional knowledge)

• Occurrences in which young First Nations hunter has experienced 
a delayed application for a trapping concession because of hunter 
education requirement

• Aging population suggests this issue will become more prevalent

Why is the change 
proposed?

• Aims to remove barriers for trapping concession applicants, 
particularly younger ones needed to replace an aging trapper 
population

• Allow First Nations subsistence hunters who don’t require hunter 
education training but want to trap commercially the ability to 
obtain trapping concession

• Change supports Government of Yukon mandate of reconciliation 
with First Nations with Traditional Territory in Yukon

• Supports the Yukon fur industry; promotes youth and First 
Nations participation



QUESTIONS & COMMENTS
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Provide your feedback through our online public comment survey:

PUBLIC REVIEW AND SURVEY BOTH CLOSE
DECEMBER 8th, 2019 at 4:00pm (PST)

yfwmb.ca
Graham Van Tighem

executivedirector@yfwmb.ca
Steven Hossack
communications@yfwmb.ca

yukon.ca
Rob Florkiewicz 
rob.florkiewicz@gov.yk.ca
Barb Coppard
barbara.coppard@gov.yk.ca

https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/ProposedRegChanges

mailto:executivedirector@yfwmb.ca
mailto:communications@yfwmb.ca
mailto:rob.florkiewicz@gov.yk.ca
mailto:barbara.coppard@gov.yk.ca
https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/ProposedRegChanges
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