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r ~NTRODUCTION 
Th is re·por t is the firs t to add re s s the "Annual Yukon 

Moose Harvest" In previous years the harvest was discussed in 

_-conjunction with all game species 

It is intended that this report present information on 

the complete Yukon Moose Harvest for 1978 However the reader 

will find that there are large gaps in two areas 1) the General 

Hunting Licence holders (Trapline holders) and 2) Status Native 

harvest 

In the future our new licensing system should alleviate 

the problem from trapline holders as their harvest information 

will be gathered by questionnaire mailings in place of licence 

_ ... returns 

C· The matter of Nativ.e Harvest may remain an unknown 

factor until the settling of land claims at which time hopefully 

a solution to this problem will be attained At present a Status 

Indian is not obliged to hold a valid hunting licence before 

hunting 

As in previous years information on non-resident 

hunting and harvest was obtained from reports submitted by each 

outfitter and hunter thus giving very accurate f1gures 

A total of 4 260 big game resident hunters were mailed 

a questionnaire on November 3rd and two follow-up letters were 

sent to non-respondents on December 8th and January 12th The 

total response to the questionna1re was 74 58% as compared to 

~ ~3 5% in 1977 38 2% in 1976 and 39 8% in 1975 



In an effort to increase the response of resident 

hunters to the questionnaire six prizes (donated by local 

businesses) were offered on a draw basis to respondents The 

prizes ranged from a Winchester Cherokee commemorative 30-30 

Model 94 rifle to hunting knives 

To arriv~at an estimate of harvest for the remaining 

1,083 non-respondents, an extrapolation was done on a town group 

basis from the information .received on the 3rd mailing thus 

assuming the percent success and hunter effort remained constant 

for .respondents andA-non-.respondents of the 3rd mailing 

The following is a summary ·of the available resident, 

non-resident trapper and native information on harvest prior to 

-( 
tirnd including the 1978 hunting season 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The results have been summarized in table or graphi~ 

form and in most cases are _self explanator~ Discussions will 

therefore be limited bowever comparisons are made with data 

prior to 1978 wherever possible 
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The numb~r of daya hunting effort by resident hunters 

~UB colours Dn a master map in the Whitehorse office 

at 'a-glance one get"5~- visual interpretation of the 

C information contained in Appendix I 

It is not possible .%0 reproduce the map for all copies 

'lis report, however" it can be seen at the Whitehorse office 
' ... 

~hose i nteres ted 



TABLE 1 

G M Z 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

Total 

Note 

- 6 -

Estimated resident moose harvest effort and success 
rates I Game Mana~ement Zone (for 1978) 

__ ..r:~_ ~.--. 

Effort *Success Rate 
- -,#""~';;!"r.. Ra'Tvei~-:-. ~~ (D~Ts)- i"nUso:-rp3%~s--r 

a::..- .... '. 0 -~ .. '--"'''''--'-- ,.0- 85'- 0 

rto 36 ~. 1,490 ·[:41 

1"(;.-- 34 T.,.. 1,330 2 '56 

1. 92 2,830 3 25 

80 2 680 2 99 

165 3,795 4 35 

50 2,883 1 73 

95 2,600 3 65 

79 2,050 3 85 

III 2 520 4 40 
I 

742 22 263 3 33% 

For more detailed information on a subzone level 
refer to Appendix I 

* Success Rate is the number of days effort that were 
successful in bagging an animal or in other terms 
the number of animals shot per 100 days effort 



TABLE 2 Reported resident effort I G M Z I month (for 1978) 

~-~- ~~ ,...- -;:;..\:~-". ---.:E:7-.-. -'~:,:_.~ k"'·· 

Game Management Total 
Zone .. -.- _ ... -~AugusL-=--.sep tember ; .. t.D:f;-fS9h-4-r;~ (Man days) 

1 .~. .~$ka:r.- -.".. - ," 40 ",.. 
30 __ 90 

2 :ft' 29~ 830 270 1,390 

3 
~, 

320 650 270 a- __ 1,240 .. Go • 

4 ~. 670 1,480 540 2,690 

5 590 1,340 620 2,550 

7 970 1,760 840 3,570 

8 840 1,300 560 2,700 

9 600 1 200 690 2,490 

10 490 1,050 410 1,950 

11 550 1,200 610 l 360 

TOTAL 5,.340 10,850 4,840 ll,030 



- 8 -
.. 

J FIGURE 2 Percent resident effort I G K Z I month 
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FIGURE 3 
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Reported residen,t moose harve t per week (1978) 

~-- - _...:---:-. -=---- .... -- -- - - -

- .i&.-. -_ ... - ~ - - ~~r-~.,~ . ..,;?'!"""- --
157 

~.-
. . 

128 
~ 

56 

27 29 ~ ~ 
23 

16 J 1 I 
21 18 

I I I J 
1-7 8-14 15-21 22-28 29-4 5-11 12-18 19-25 26-2 3-9 10-16 17-23 24-31 

August September 

Rate. The total of 585 does not include 13 
with no dates of kill specified. 

October 

kills reported but 

FIGURE 4 Reported resident moose 
rate per month (1978) 

hunting effort and success 

(ill!!. X 100) 
Days Effort 
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TABLE 3 

'T(}WN 

Dawson - Old Crow 

Mayo & Interior 

Faro - Ross River 

Haines Junction 

Whitehorse 

Carcross - Tes1in 

Watson Lake 

TOTAL 

- ~O -

Reported resident harvest success rates and number 
of seal holders by community 

- -:::-,.-- ~. -
RESPONDENTS % SUCCESS OF 

,,....SEAL. --=._ .-_ tH4'I.'.c:HUNTED _ __::"":L::::.~·fj)RUD:-. __ RESPONDENTS 
HOLDERS {% OF SEAL HOLDERS} KILLS THAT HUNTED 
~--

256 154 (60) 34 22 
:~ $-. 

241 152 (63) 46 30 
~. 

296 191 (65) 61 32 

158 103 (65) 31 30 

2117 1287 (61) 311 24 

182 126 (69) 43 34 

273 180 (66) 72 40 

3523 2193 ( 62) 598 27 
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TABLE 4 Composition of estimated resident moose harvest 
I G M Z for 1978 

- -- .!dire" _ .~-~: -. -- -
GAME 

MANAGEMENT ..;-.• __ '1. CAl:-.F -:;,. _ -. ... ~ % <!.Q!L ._-~..- .... _~_--aULL 
ZONE " HARVESTED} {n 'HARVESTED5 " HARVESTED} 

~- .-
1 0 ( 0) 50 ( 1) 50 ( 1) 

-.... ..... 
2 3 ( 1) 13 ( 5) 84 ( 31) 

~ 

3 0 ( 0) 11 ( 4) 89 ( 32) 

4 2 ( 2) 14 ( 13) 84 ( 76) 

5 2 ( 1) 16 (12) 82 ( 61) 

6 6 ( 9) 20 ( 33) 74 (123) 

8 0 ( 0) 14 ( 8) 86 ( 47) 

9 1 0 ( 1) 10 0 (10) 89 0 ( 86) 

10 1 3 ( 1) 19 0 (15) 79 7 ( 63) 

11 4 ( 4) 14 ( 15) 82 ( 88) 

TOTAL 2 7 (19) 15 5 (116) 81 8 ( 608) 

Note Ant1er1ess moose hunting was permitted in all game 
management zones from September 12 through 
September 25 inclusive 



FIGURE 5 
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Resident moose hunter's mode of transportation 
for 1978 

49 9% 
r-

41 0% 
r--

22 4% 
r--

12 5% 
r-

3 4% 5 6% 

n _n 
Horse ·Al.rcraft Back 4x4 Boat Motor 
Back Pack or Vehl.c1e 

A T V 

Mode of Transportation 

Total % is greater than 100 as hunters use more than 
one method 
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, TABLE 5 Non-resident moose harvest and success rates / 
outfitting for 

-

area 1978 

~ - -z=.~-.- ~-. - -.... <----Outfl.tter Seals Anl.ma1s , 
Area I - Out.fl. tter_ ~ Purchase-d--n-.~ake~· Success 

1 S.e...._Reyno1ds- "-.- 25 9 36 

2 D Low 9 1 11 
.t" .6c. 

3 P Jensen 13 3 23 

4 W~ Brewster 10 7 70 

5 J:.,. SItU. th 14 6 43 

6 A Harman 33 13 39 

7 L TrJ..mb1e 14 12 86 

8 A Ml.ntz 6 4 67 

9 W Koser 25 14 56 

10 R. Dl.ckson 11 5 45 

11 J Ostashek 37 16 43 

12 V Hassard 10 8 80 

13 V Hotte 33 13 39 

14 B Desrosl.ers 10 3 30 

15 C Martl.n 15 8 53 

16 J Baba1a 21 15 71 

17 K Heynen 26 20 77 

18 D Call1.son 26 17 65 

19 R. Hassard 14 7 50 

20 Tes1J..n 18 6 33 
I 

22 H Klouth 20 9 45 

390 196 50 2' 

This table may not express the true picture with respect to success 
rate for the following reasons 

- many outfitters actually try to discourage their hunters 
taking moose 

a) if they were sold a bear or sheep (etc ) hunt 
b) if weather is too warm to keep the meat 
c) if moose are still in va1vet (poor trophy) 

- many hunters will purchase a moose seal because they are so 
inexpensive ($3) even though they came to hunt another species 
and put little or no effort into hunting moose 



1978 AND HISTORICAL DATA ON NON-RESIDENT 
MOOSE HARVEST STATISTICS 

TABLE 6A Total nuaber of hunters 

A III A , 
, 01,!~nTt!ll 78,77 76 75 74. 73 72 71 ~_1!L __ 62 68 67 

~ t S Il.ynolds I 27 30 22 26 29 29 28 29 39 J1 22* I 
D Lov 

P JenleD l6 8 8 16 16 15 15 13 " 8 3 9 

66 65 

6 8 

14 4* 
, (ij" Invster n---13 12 16 13-- 10·· -12----9--10 ---9 8 5 -, 7 

5 Ii J hlth 20* 17 19 9 19: Is 17 11 22* 14 9 5 14 19 

A Har.an 3 13 14 23 

" l ; ~" I.o .. r 25 2S 17 25 23 29 27 24 12 14 11 2* 

10 1 Il Dicken II 12 10 10 10 9 8 9 7 9 11 13 9 4 

11 TJ---o~t.'helr. 40 43 40 4 J~29*-31 - 20u ----n' 22 28* 23 14 5 5 

12 V lIe"ard 19 l6 10 15 27 l6 20* 10 17 12 13 11 7 6 

13 v Kotte 33 '34 26' 29 31' 31 30* 29 21 23 20 26 21 21 

14 { I Otarodeu" 13 '16 l6 12 16' 16 11 11 14 13 13 13 11 13 

H I:' C Hirth 20 '17 11' 13 26' 25 23* 9 ·12 8 11 11 6 16 

16 'I J libel. 32 '25 26' 2S 25' 27* ~2 16 '10* 16* 16 17 23 21 

11 I. HaYDID 27 15 14 13 23' 29 ,29 14 19 24 4 3* 23 14 

11 D CU1hoD 31 '34 25 22 21; 18 20 28 ·21 25* 26 25 23 36 
1J----I---a .... rcl U- ~'16 19 10 17--19 17* 11 15 7 12 12 11 14 

2CJ--,,'h.Ua:OIiHHfhlzi,.---U 11' 3 11 ' 1.1 16·- -II 8 16 14 18 18 10 
22 H ·l.1outh ---,- - 2l-----43~-lr--30~28 28 33 - 20 22 32 14 25 18 15 



"., ... 

TABLE 6B Hoo.e herve.ted 

AREA 

1978 AND HISTORICAL DATA ON NON-RESIDENT 
MOOSE HARVEST STATISTICS 

, OUTFITTER 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 

~ , 0 Low 1 1 1 3 2 7 0 5 2 II J J II 1 

';3 ,: p Jen.en 3 4 4 6 8 4 7 6 2 [) 1 " 5 1 

S--rJ~Slirth- 6 
-- - - 6-

5 7 6 9 :s I) 10 1i I 2 1i 2 

6 .; A H.r •• n 13 II 0 1 5 7 I 5 9 3 8 9 5 11 

" I~ Ii Bre"l ter 7 4 6 ; T T 6 II ) 1 ) , I [) 

. 7 • L Tri_ble 12 9 13 14 19 20 11 18 15 6 3 " 2 I I 
8 t-; A Hintz " 3 " 7 9 II 0 9 3 I 2 1 I 3 

'9 " W lo.er 14 9 12 17 12 15 15 15 19 19 4 6 7 1 

10 R Dick.on 5 6 I 6 4 4 5 7 2 1 2 7 4 1 

11 J O.t •• bek I6 U U U Iii 13 3 8 8 14 9 2 3 2 

12 I V H .... rd 8 8 4 3 11 6 2 2 5 3 6 0 2 2 

13 V Hott. 13 '13 6 3 15 . 12 13 12 7 5 9 14 i3 11 

14 II De.ro.ilr. 3 ' 2 3 0 2 5 0 0 2 2 6 2 2 2 

H Ii; C Hartin 8 ' 5 " 4 6 9 3 4 8 6 6 2 2 9 
'r 

16 J B4bal. 15 ·10 8 5 5 10 6 " 1 9 6 " 12 12 

17 ~ Heyaen 20 ' 5 8 10 20 18 23 8 9 19 3 3 13 5 

18 D CU1t1on 17 ·25 11 13 10 ' , 7 2 9 4 8 10 4 4 11 

19 R H •••• rd 7 ' 4 11 S 6 4 '7 7 11 3 7 7 7 9 

2p 'I Tulin Outfitter. 6 ' 8 8 0 " 4 7 4 2 6 2 10 8 7 

Za R ~loutb 9 '20 7 11 13' 10 16 12 9 19 S 8 8 4 



.0 

.-4 

1978 AND HISTORICAL DATA ON NON-RESIDENT 
MOOSE HARVEST STATISTICS 

TABLE 6c rercent luccell 

ARIlA 
, OUIFITTE.. 78 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 70 69 68 67 66 65 , 
f S Reyno1dl 33 33 5.5 39 41 H 61 5.5 36 36 U I 17 63 

a D Low" 9 17 13 Zl 8 39 0 50 14 22 18 21 25 10 

1 P Jenlen 19 50 SO 38 SO 27 47 46 50 75 ~3 44 36 25 

4 1!1 v Brewlter SO 3 50 44 46 70 50 4 50 78 63 100 86 

, II J hlth 30 35 26 " 78 32 50 29 0 46 29 1l 40 29 11 
I 

I A Hanan 37 69 0 33 71 I I 24 43" 50 62 69 36 48 

~ L Triable 71 56 81 100 91, 77 52 64 60 55 j3 29 4~ I 
~~pr-Hhtl 67 60 -- - 50-~~S8-- 47' 44 . 0 35'17 /29 io07 60 . - . 
9 :: W bur 56 36 71 68 52. 52 --"-88 70 79 33 43 64 50 

10 ," DicltlOll 39 So 10 60 40 U 63 78 29 11 18 54 44 25 

11 -'I J O~t"belt 40 33 35 42 48 42 IS 36 36 48 39 14 60 40 
a • , 

12 V R .. lnd 42 50 40 20 41 38 10 20 29 25 46 0 29 33 

13 V Rotte 39:38 23 10 48 39 43 41 "33 22 45 54 62 52 

14 I Dterolian 23 '13 19 0 13 31 '0 0 14 15 46 15 18 15 

13 It, c "artin 4029 36 31 23' 36 13 44 67 7S 55 18 33 56 

16 J l,ba11 4740 31 20 20' 37 27 2S 10 S6 38 24 52 57 

It ~ H4ynen 74 '33 57 77 87' 62 79 57 47 79 75 100 57 36 

Ii D chulOD 5S '74 44 59 48' 39 10 32 19 32 39 16 17 31 
~ f 

19 .. Ullnd 47 "25 S8 SO 35 21 41 64 73 43 S8 58 64 64 

20 II Tlll1" OutUtttn 29 '44 73 0 36' 36 44 36 25 38 14 56 44 70 

2~ B 1.1outh 
i = 2 _ 1 J _ 

4347 37' J7 46' 36 49 60 41 59 36 32 44 27 
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I 

TABLE 7 lesident non-resident aea1a licence sa1ea moose hsrvest and succeas ratea 1973 19 78 

RES IDE N T NON - RES IDE N T 
% 
Licence 

I' .! Holders 
Hoos. With 

Licencs S.all Hoose Hoose (1) Succe .. (1) 
Hoos. 

Licence Se.1s 

% 
Licence 
Holders 
Wi th 
Hoose Hoo •• 

( 2) Succ ... (2) 
t .. 1! S. es Issued Sesls Harvested Rat .. (%) Sales Issued -~- ..... .. _ ... _-_ ..... .'- .. -... 
1978 4 ~ ~60 3 523 83 742 21 0 456 390 86 196 50 

1977 3 ~,h 70 3 341 86 1 025 30 7 423 356 84 177 50 

1976 }~,~91 3 359 89 967 28 8 338 201 60 142 71 

197~ 3~7U 3 331 90 879 26 4 381 * * 152 * 
• i 463 * * * 1974 3,536 , 3 437 97 1162 33 8 192 

197] 3 56S 3 193 89 1 079 33 8 422 * * 193 * 

Mota: (1) I~ti.ated fro. questionnaira returns 

(2) 'ro. Outfitter reports 

• Prior to 1976 non-re.ident. vere not required to buy seals before their hunts 

fi, 
I~ the lover .ucce •• rate in 1978 for resident hunters .sy be a result of the increased response 
'rate to the que.tionn.ire Prior to 1978 the re.ponse vas in the ord.r of 15 to 40%; the 1978 
re.pon.e ~a. 75% The trand 1. for the _ore .uccessful hunter. to respond first; thus the higher 
the ra.ponse the .ore un.ucce •• ful hunter. respond 

:! 

-



~TABLE 8 Percent change in seal and licence sales 1973 - 1978 

-.... :...-....-- -~.----.- - ...--=;~-;:-~--- .. ..,..: 

Licences Seals 
...... _~ E-

% Increase 
from 1973 to 1918 19 4% 10 3% 

RESIDENT Mean Increase/Year 
Between 1973 and 1978 

... -
3 9% 2 1% ---

% Increase 
from ~973 to 1978 8 1% 94 .0% 

NON-RESIDENT 

Note 

Mean Increase/Year 
Between 1973 and 1978 1 6% 47 0% 

Information on seal sales to non-resident hunters not 
available prior to 1976 thus non-resident hunter seal 
figures represent change over 1976 to 1978 only 



1 9 7 8 
AND HISTORICAL 

MOOSE HARVEST DATA 
FROM TRAPPERS 



- 20 

TABLE 9 Ceneral Huntin, Licence (trappers) reported moosa 
harvest trends 

TOWN 

Watson_Lake 

Old Crow 

Johnson s Crossinl 

Tea11n 

Whitehorae ,--,,-

Mayo 

Dawson 

R.oaa R.iver 

Faro 

Carmacka 

Tagiah 

Pe1ly Crosaing 

Hainea Junction 

Beaver Creak 

Burwash 

Carcross 

Ft. Liard. N W T 

Ft McPherson N W T 

Ak1avik. N W T 

Total Licence 
Sales 

I of Licenc.a 
Returned 

% Licencea 
Returned 

Total Iteported 
Harveat 

Total Eatimated 
Harveat 

1975-76 

14 

O· 

1 

19 

22 

22 

16 

3 

o 
6 

2 

15 

7 

2 

2 

3 

14 

o 
o 

518 

202 

40% 

148 

380 

1976-77 

22 

5 

25 

13 

18 

o 
26 

1 

4 

3 

12 

2 

o 
1 

1 

9 

7 

11 

518 

330 

64% 

169 

265 

1977-78 

1 

3 

7 

13 

o 
o 
6 

o 
3 

3 

o 
16 

1 

1 

1 

9 

o 
o 

653 

146 

22% 

76 

340 

1978-79 

15_ 

43 

3 

20 

13 

5 

11 

34 

1 

1 

1 

3 

9 

3 

3 

1 

14· 

o 
o 

528 

261 

49% 

180 

364 

Note Until the 1977 fall hunting season a trapper could take 
a second moose from August 1st through November 31st 
anywhere in the Yukon Slnce then the second mova.- must­
come from the trapper s line during the extended (November) 
aeason. 

As can be seen in the tabl the harvest reporting system 
has been very inconsistent and offers somewhat unreliable 
informatioll. 

Aa the 1976-77 season had the largest number of returned 
harvest affidavits (licence ba~ks) the extrapolated 
Total Harvest Estimate is most li-Itely more accurate than 
the other eatimate numbers 

no returns 
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Native Harvest 

Information on file at the Wildlife Branch addressing 
~-~--- . ~-:--. - ---- - - _ ... - - --.:.- - ........ 

native harvest is in all but one instance, guess work 
~.--~ --.. ___ " -- __ ..;; .. ~ .. : ..... .:.-.. --: ... .r:=:=a i5"t __ _ 

During the winter of 1974-74, the Mayo District 

Conservation Officer attempted to assess the local native take 

through personal interviews The report states that of a 
~. 

possible 65 male hunters, only 36 attempted hunting A total 

of approximately 45 moose were taken However 22 of these 

were taken by trapline holders (whose harvest has been addressed 

on page 20 ) Thus of the non-trapping natives of the community 

23 moose were killed 

It is impossible to do any sort of a meaningful extra-

polation from this for the remainder of the Yukon cons~dering 

differences in mob~l~ty hunting effort accessibil~ty of 

hunt~ng areas and varying ratios of General Hunting L~cence 

Holders from one community to the next Of the 291 l~cenced 

non trapper status natives 141 replied to the questionnaire 

reporting 37 kills 
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SUMMARY 

A total of 3 523 resident hunters purchased moose 

seals of which 2,697 (765%) responded to-'th-e-quest'ionnai.:re',.,... ... 

Of the re-sponden ts'~ 2 J 193 C8r' 3%) reported -liavlu:g"1ftfnted J and 

taken 598 moOSe at a success"-rate of 27% -~ 

An-estimated harvest of the 1,083 non-respondents 

is an additiunal 145 kills 

Licenced status natives reported having taken 37 

moose An estimated trappers harvest is 364 

Additional estimated native harvest is 60 to 260 

Non-resident hunters harvested 196 moose 

Total harvest 598 
145 
364 

60 
196 

1 363 - minimum 

1 563 - maximum 



APPENDIX I 

Estimated Resident Moose Harvest, 
Effort & Success Rates/Subzone 

For 1978 

( K = number killed ) 

DE - days effort 

%D S - % days success 



.,. Appendix I 

--'" 
..- .;.# ,.. -

_. #...--- ~ ..• 
Estimated Tesident moose harvest, effort and success 
rates I subzone for 1978 

(K - number killed, DE - Days Effort %D S --_.-;a _. . .. _ •. __ 
- % Days 

Success) 

. 
~. " 
~ ... 

G.M.Z G.M.Z G.M.Z G M.Z .. 'G M- Z 

____ -=~t~I~~ __ ----~t~2~ .. ~~ __ ----~t~3~~-~-.~-~=-~~t~4~~-.~= .. ~~~t~5~~,~ 
D' D' _.f D' D' D' 
E D.S ~._·K E D·.S· . ~ E D.S.~ : :-K __ ~;=trO' S K_. E .. - D S. K 
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APPENDIX II 

(For detailed map see 1979-80 
Yukon Hunting Regulations Synopsis) 
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INTRODUCTION 

This report is the first to address the "Annual Yukon 

Caribou Harvest" In previous years the harvest was discussed in 

conjunction with all game species 

It is intended that this report present information on 

the complete Yukon caribou harvest for 1918 However, the reader 

will find that there are large gaps in two areas 1) the General 

Hunting Licence Holders (Trapline holders), and 2) Status Native 

Harvest 

In the future our new licensing system should alleviate 

the problem from trapline holders as their harvest information 

will be gathered by questionnaire mailing$ in place of licence 

returns 

T.he matter of Native HaJ;.vest may .remain an unknown 

factor until J:he .settling of Land Claims at which time hopeful-4.-y 
\ , 

a solution to this problem will be attained At present a Status 

Indian is .not obliged to h~ld a valid hun~iJg licence before 

hunting 

As in previous years information on non~resident 

hunting and harvest was obtained from .reports submitted by each 

outfitter and hunter, thus giving very accurate figuJ;es 

A total of 4 260 big game resident hunters were mailed 

a questionnaire on November 3rd and two follow-up .letters were 

sent to non-respondents on December 8th and January 12th The 

total response to the questionnaire was 74 58% as compared to 

23 5% in 1977 38 2% in 1976 and 39 8% in 1975 



In an effort to increase the response of resident 

hunters to the questionnaire, six prizes (donated by local 

businesses) were offered on a draw basis to respondents The 

prizes ranged from a Winchester Cherokee commemorative 30-30 

Model 94 rifle to hunting knives 

To arriv~at an estimate of harvest for the remaining 

1,083 non-respondents, an extrapolation was done on a town group 

basis from the information %eceived on the 3rd mailing thus 

assuming the ~ercent success and hunter effort .remained constant 

for .respondents and •. non~respondents of the 3rd mailing 

The following 1s a summary ·of the available resident, 

non-resident trapper and native information on harvest prior to 

~and including the 1978 hunting season 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The results have been summarized in table or graphi~ 

form, and in most cases are .self explanator~ Discussions will 

therefore be limited bowever comparisons are made with data 

prior to 1978 wherever poss~ble 
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The number of days hunting effort by resident hunters 

has been shaded in on a Game Management Subzone map with 

various colours on a master map in the Whitehorse office 

Thus at a glance one gets a visual interpretation of the 

effort information contained in Appendix I 

It is not possible to reproduce the map for all copies 

of this report, however it can be seen at the Whitehorse office 

for those interested 



TABLE 1 

G M Z 

1 

2 

J 

4 

5 

**7 

8 

9 

10 

. 11 

- 6 -

Estimated resident caribou harvest effort and success 
rates I Game Management Zone (for 1978) 

Effort *Success Rate 
Harvest (Days) (%Days) 

5 144 3 47 

15 344 4 36 

1 12 8 33 

27 -865 3 12 

12 420 2 86 

3 141 2 13 

17 558 3 05 

22 545 ·4 04 

8 686 1 17 

4.3. . ~,.7.0.5 . :2 .•. 5.2 . 

TOTAL .15.3 .5.,.4.20. .2 •. 8.2%' 

., 
Note .. For more .detailed information on a subzone .level 

refe!; to Appendix I 

* Success Rate is the number of days effort that vere 
successful in bagging an animal or in -other terms 
the number of animals taken per 100 days effort 

** Although Zone 7 was closed to caribou hunting 145 days 
effort still appear This may be attributed to 

a) Status Indians that responded to questionnaires 
and could legally hunt the Zone 

b) Hunters that filled out the quest10nnaire 
improperly 

c) Hunters not realizing area was closed 
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TABLE 2 Reported Resident Effort I G M Z I Month (for 1978) 

Game Management Total 
Zone August September October (Man Days) 

1 24 57 49 130 

2 40 168 72 :l80 

3 3 4 2 9 

4 24 371 175 570 

5 60 176 91 327 

7 55 54 36 145 

8 182 257 80 519 

9 87 195 164 446 

10 149 227 209 585 

11 309 706 491 ~ 506 

TOTAL .9.33 .2 2T5 .1 .370 4,5.18 



FIGURE 2 

1 

- 8 -

Percent Resident Effort / G M Z / Month 
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Reported r •• iden~ caribou harve.t per ve.1t (1978) 
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TABLE 3 

Town 

Dawson-Old Crow 

Mayo & Interior 

Faro-Ross River 

Haines Junction 

Whitehorse 

Carcross-Teslin 

Watson Lake 

TOTAL 

- 10 -

Reported resident harvest, success rates and number 
of seal ho14~rs by community 

Respondents that % Success of 
Hunted (% of Reported Respondents 

·Seal. Holde rs Seal Ho·lders) Ki·1Ts that Runted 

llZ 44 (39) 7 16 

68 24 ( 35) 5 21 

248 113 (46) 30 27 

45 4 (9) 0 0 

991 298 (30) 62 21 

96 31 (32) 7 23 

.Z03 9.5 (47) .2.0 .2.1 

1,763 609 (35) 131 22 
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TABLE 4. Composition of estimated resident caribou harvest 

Game Management 
Zone % Cow "% "Bu'll 

1 0 ( 0) 100 (5) 

2 6 (1) 94 (14) 

3 100 (1) 0 (0) 

4 18 (5) 82 (22) 

5 8 (1) 92 (11) 

7 66 (2) 33 (1) 

8 11 (2) 89 (15) 

9 24 (5) 76 (17) 

10 44 (4) 56 (4) 

11 40 (.17) ,6,0 (.26) 

TOTAL 25% (38) 75% (115) 

Note During 1978 season there was no restriction on taking cows 

All animals with forked antlers were legal (thus, calves 

were protected) 



1 9 7 8 
NON-RESIDENT 
HARVEST DATA 



TABLE 5 

Outfitter 
Area , 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

J.1 

12 

1.3 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

22 

- 12 -

Non-resident caribou harvest and success rate 
/ outfitting area for 1978 

Seals Animals % 
Purchase-d Taken 'S'uccess 

20 9 45 

10 5 50 

13 1 8 

10 3 30 

18 9 50 

32 18 56 

16 9 56 

6 1 17 

24 15 63 

11 5 46 

40 26 65 

10 7 70 

33 22 67 

11 2 18 

~3 7 54 

3 0 0 

27 4 15 

15 6 40 

13 11 85 

19 16 84 

21 10 48 

365 186 50 9% 

T s table may not reflect the true picture with respect to success 
rates for the following reasons 

- many outfitters actually try to discourage their hunters taking 
'" caribou a) if they were sold a bear or sheep hunt etc ~. 

b) if weather is too warm to keep the meat 
c) if caribou are still in velvet (poor trophies) 

- many hunters will. purchase a caribou seal because they are so cheap 
(~3) even though they came to hunt another species and put little 

\i 
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1978 AND HISTORICAL DATA ON NON-RESIDENT 
CARIBOU HARVEST STATISTICS 

TABLE 6A Total nu.ber of hunter. 

ARIA 
Year , OUTFlTTU. 1278 77 76 75 14 7~ 12 11 72 

1 S I.Jnold. 27 3U 22 26 29 29 :i8 29 39 
2 D Lov 11 6 8 14 24 18 13 10 14 

3 P Jenaen 16 8 i 16 16 B is 13 4 

4 W Irav.ter 111 13 12 16 13 10 l2 9 10 
S J S.ith 20* 17 19 9 19 18 17 11 22* 
6 It. Har.an 35 l6 1- 3 7 I I 21 :u .. 
7 L Tri.b1e 17 16 111 14 21 26 21 :l8 25 
8 It. Hintl 6 5 8 12 1Y 18 9* 26 18 

9 W !to •• r 25 25 17 :z5 23 29 :.!5 17 27 
10 I Dick.on Il 12 10 10 10 9 8 9 7 
11 J O.ta.helr. 40 h 40 43 29* 31 20 2:.! 22 

~' 
::. n@ 2da @ l2 V H •••• rd ')16 10 16 10 

I 

13 V Botte 33 :n U d ]1 31 YO' 29 21 

14 I De.ro.ier. 13 n 16 12 16 16 h 11 14 

15 C H.rtin 7 17 II n U n ·nl , Ii 
16 J I.b.l. 32 25 26 25 25 27* 22 16 10* 
17 I. He7n.n 27 IS 14 13 23 29 21 14 19 
18 D C.l11aon 31 34 25 22 21 18 20 28 21 
19 I H •••• rd 15 l6 19 10 17 19 17* 11 15 
20 Te.1in Outfitter. 20 18 11 3 11 11 16 11 8 

22 B !tlouth Zl 43* It 30 28 28 33 20 22 

*~s * indic.te. Je.r. when outfit v •• run b7 • nev outfitter 

62 §8 61 6§ 6~ 

]1 22* I 6 8 

18 17 14 16 10 

II 3 9 14 4* 

9 8 5 I 7 

14 9 5 14 19 

6 13 13 14 23 
tl II 

7 11* 9 14 5 

1* 7 1 I 5 

24 U 14 11 2* 

9 11 13 9 4 

29* 23 14 5 5 

(§!J 13 11 7 6 

23 20 26 21 21 

h 13 13 11 13 

8 U 11 6 16 

l6* l6 17 23 21 

24 4 3* 23 14 

25* 26 U 23 36 
7 12 12 11 14 

16 14 18 18 10 
32 14 U 18 15 
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TABLE 6B Caribou barva.ted 

1978 AND HISTORICAL DATA ON NON-RESIDENT 
CARIBOU HARVEST STATISTICS 

A1EA ~ 
, OPTFITTER 1978 77 76 75 74 73 72 71 79 69 68 67 66 6S 

1 S leyn.1d. Y 8 4 6 9 9 8 9 4 3 0 I 0 3 

2 D Low 5 0 0 2 6 3 1 2 4 4 5 4 10 4 

3 P Jen.en 1 2 1 1 5 5 5 5 3 3 0 6 8 2 

4 W Brew.tar 3 3 5 7 3 6 4 4 ) 6 7 4 I 6 

5 J S.itb 9 9 9 7 7 12 11 4 12 10 5 4 6 6 

6 . A Har.an 1~ 11 1 1 6 I I 15 15 3 10 12 10 17 
7 L Tri.ble 9 8 12 14 .18---n-'--~-6 18 12-~-j--~4----8----cf I 

8 A Hintz 1 1 2 :l 5 9 3 14 6 I 5 .1 I 4 

9 W lo.er 15 8 15 14 16 20 17 10 .18 15 7 7 7 2 

10 I Diclt.on 5" 5 3 4 3 5 6 3 5 II 10 6 2 

11 J Ouubelt 26 25 13 14 8 6 2 5 0 2 3 0 9 9 

12 V Hauard '3 , 4 7 4 1 3 7 4 9 5 2 3 

13 V Hotte 22 16 17 13 16 16 18 18 16 14 13 12 14 11 
14 I D •• ro.ier. 2 3 7 3 6 7 j 6 5 3 5 5 7 8 
15 C Hartin I 6 5 9 15 7 2 6 5 6 6 8 4 7 
16 J I.b.la 9 9 o o o o o o 0 o o o o o 
17 I: H.),Den 4 5 2 s 5 10 10 o 8 o o o o o 
18 D C.l1i.on 6 7 4 6 2 o o 4 0 1 o 2 2 7 
19 R H •••• rd 11 10 6 7 7 8 13 8 10 3 7 8 7 9 
20 Tealin Outfitter. 7 7 10 o II 10 8 8 5 12 11 12 13 5 
22 H I:louth 10 2:l 8 22 20 19 22 IS 12 22 10 H 14 8 

l~o 



1978 AND HISTORICAL DATA ON NON-RESIDENT 
CARIBOU HARVEST STATISTICS 

TABLE 6c rercent Succee. 

AIlEA !.!.ll , OYTFlTTEI. 1978 7I 76 I5 I4 n 72 I1 70 62 68 6l 66 6~ 

1 S "e1no1d. 33 27 18 2J 31 31 2'1 31 10 10 0 I 0 38 
2 D Lov 45 0 0 14 ~5 17 8 20 29 ~2 29 29 63 40 

3 P Jen.eD 6 25 13 6 31 ;j3 33 39 75 311 0 67 57 50 

4 W Irev.ter H n n u 23 60 33 44 50 67 88 80 7 86 

5 J S.ith U 5:5 ~, n 57 6' B 36 55 71 56 80 43 31 

6 A H.r •• n 51 69 100 3;j 86 I I 71 71 ~o 77 92 71 74 
II 

7 L Trl.ble 53 50 75 lOU 86 65 29 64 48 27 44 57 0 I 
8 A Hlntl 17 20 25 17 ~6 50 33 54 3J I 71 100 I 80 

.... 9 w J(o •• r ... 60 32 88 56 /0 69 68 59 67 63 58 50 81 lOO 
10 It Dlck.on 39 50 5U 30 40 33 63 117 43 56 73 71 67 50 
11 J O.u.hek 65 58 33 33 28 19 10 23 0 7 13 0 0 0 
12 V H •••• rd 37 19 40 27 ~6 25 5 30 41 J3 69 46 U 50 
13 V Hotte 67 .7 65 45 52 52 60 62 76 61 65 46 67 52 
14 I De.ro.ler. 15 19 44 25 38 44 27 55 J7 23 39 39 64 62 
15 C H.rtln 7 7 46 69 57 28 9 67 42 7) 55 73 67 44 

l6 J l.b.1. U 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
17 1 He1nen 15 ;j3 14 39 22 35 35 0 42 0 0 0 0 0 
18 D C.lli.on 19 21 l6 27 10 0 0 14 0 4 0 2 9 19 
19 I. H •••• rd 73 63 67 70 41 42 77 73 67 43 58 67 64 64 
20 Te.llD Outfitter. 35 39 91 0 73 91 50 73 63 75 79 117 72 50 
22 H llouth 48 51 U 73 h 68 67 75 55 67 71 84 78 53 

I 611 
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AND HISTORICAL DATA 

COMPARISONS FOR 
RESIDENT - NON-RESIDENT 

CARIBOU HUNTING 
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TABLE 7 leeident non-re.ident .eal. licenca .al'. caribou harv •• t and .ucce •• r.te. 197] 1978 

llSIDENT NON - I I SID I N T 

I I 
Licence Licence 
Holder. Ro1der. 

Caribou With 
Caribou(l) Suecea. (1) 

C.ribou With 
C&ribou(2) Succe •• (2) Licence Seala Caribou Licence Se.l. Caribou 

lear Sale. I •• ued Seal, Rarve.ted let .. (I) Salea I.,ued S.ala H,rve'ted letea (I) 

1978 4 260 1 784 42 155 9 456 J65 80 186 51 

1977 3 870 1 633 U 213 13 423 332 79 160 48 

1976 3.791 1 644 4:t 434 26 338 %40 71 130 54 

1915 3 714 1 601 43 :l40 15 381 * * 141 * 
1974 3 .536 1 6J6 46 344 21 463 * * 176 * 
1973 3 .561 1 .517 43 319 21 422 * * 176 * -----

Notel (1) I.ti.ated fro. que.tionnaire return. 

(2) 'ro. Outfitter report. 

* Prior to 1976 non-re.ideat. vere not required to buy .eal. before their hunt. 

The lover ,ucce •• rate in 1978 for r •• ident hunter •• ay be a re.ult of the increa.ed re.pon •• 
rate to the que.tioanair. Prior to 1978 the r.,pon.e va. ia the order of 15 to 401; the 1978 
re.pon.e va. 75% The trend i, for the .ore .ucce •• fu1 hunter. to re.pond fir.t; thu, the hiaher 
the r •• pon •• the .ore un.uece •• fu1 hunter. re.pond 

The hiah re.ideat .ueee •• rate in 1976 v •• to • great extent. re.ult of 1.ra. nu.ber. of 
caribou .hovial up .10nl the D •• p.ter Hilhvay during the huntinl •••• on .t vhich ti.e re.ident. 
harv •• ted approx1.ate1y J20 an1.a1. 
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TABLE 9 Ceneral Buncinc Licence (trappers, raporcad caribou 
harvest trand. 

TOWN 

Watson Lake 

Old Crow 

Johnson • Crossinl 

Teslin 

Whit.hor.e 

Kayo 

nawson 

I.o.s Iliver 

Faro 

Car.acks 

Tali.h 

Pelly Cro •• inl 

Haines Juaction 

Beaver Creek 

Burw •• h 

Carcros. 

Ft. Liard N W T 

Ft. KcPher.oa N W T 

Aklavik. N W T 

Tot.l Licence 
Sale. 

I of Liceace. 
lleturned 

% Licence. 
lls turnsd 

Total Iteported 
Harve.t 

Total E.ti •• t.d 
H.rvest 

1975-76 

9 

o 
2 

16 

4 

o 
3 

o 
o 
1 

o 
o 
o 
1 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

51ts 

202 

40% 

36 

92 

1976-77 

9 

661 

1 

4 

7 

8 

2 

14 

o 
2 

1 

7 

2 

o 
1 

o 
1 

163 

52 

518 

330 

64% 

931 

1.461 

1977-78 

6 

159 

1 

1 

8 

o 
1 

6 

o 
o 
7 

·0 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

653 

146 

22% 

189 

845* 

19 78-79 

II 

603 

1 

9 

4 

o 
5 

41 

o 
o 
o 
o 
2 

o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 

528 

261 

49% 

673 

1 362* 

1 •. 081** 

Mote Until che 1977 f.ll huating •••• on. a tr.pper could take 
a .econd cari~ou fro. August l.t through Janu.ry 31sc ~ . 
• nyvhere ia the Yukon. Since then the •• cond caribou must 
co.e from the trapper. line during tbe extended (Nov l.t 
to J.n 3l.t) .e •• on 

A. c.n be .een in the t.ble cbe h.rve.t reporting .ystem 
h •• been very incon.isc.nc .ad offer. somsvbac unreli.ble 
lnfor •• tlon. 

* The obvious higb .ucce.s r.te of Old Crow bunters tends to 
exaggerate the over.ll e.ti.ated b.rvest • 

• * Tot.l Esti •• ted Harvest .fter coa.idering success rates of 
Old Crov r •• idents and otbers .ep.rately and adding their 
e.ti.ated barve.t total. 
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Native Harvest 

Two hundred and ninety-one Status Indians (non-trappers) 

obtained resident hunting licences during 1978 Of these, 141 

(48%) responded to the questionnaire, reporting four kills 

It is not possible fo do a meaningful extrapolation 

for the total Indian pop-ulation 
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SUMMARY 

A total of 1.763 resident hunters purchased caribou 

seals of which 1.401 (79%) responded to the questionniare Of 

the respondents, 609 (44%) reported having hunted and taken 131 

caribou at a success rate of 22% 

An estimated harvest of the 362 non-respondents is 

24 additional kills 

caribou. 

Licenced Status Natives reported having taken four 

Estimated trappers harvest is 1,081 

Bon~resident hunters harvested 186 caribou 

TOTAL HARVEST 
131 

24 
1 081 

"1'86 

1,422 + unknown native harvest 



APPENDIX I 

Estimated Resident Caribou Harvest 
Effort & Success Rates/Subzone 

For 1978 

( 
K a number killed 

DE ... days effort 

%D S - % days success 
). 



Sub 
Zone 

f 

1 

2 

3 

4 

s· 
6 

7 

8 

9 

~t 
Il 

3 

4 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

5 

2 

2 

2 

l 

2 

2 

6 

7 

8 

9 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

{ -

K 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

o , 
KILL NUMBERS(K)-DAYS EFFORT(E)-%OAYS SUCCESS (0 S ) 

G M.Z .1 
0 
E 

0 

10 

5 

5 

0 

0 

, 
D S K 

0 

o 0 

20 0 

0 0 

1 

G M.Z 
.2 

0 
E 

0 

50 . .., 

lEs t1ma ted) 

, 
o S K 

- 0 

1 

0 

0 

2 0 

G M.Z 

'3 
0 
E 

0 

12 

0 

0 

, 
o S 

8 3 

G.M.~ ,4 
0 

K E 

8 190 

0 0 

0 0 

0 20 

0 20 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 50 

, 
D S 

4 2 

0 0 

0 0 

o 0 

K 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

G.M.Z 

'5 
0 
E 

1 

1 

10 

3 

13 

0 

90 
...... 

, 
o S 

I 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 



T 

Sub 
Zone 

I 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

~( 
3 8 

39 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

5 

6 

7 

H 

9 

0 

5 I 

r£ 
"--

5 3 

~ 

K 

.2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

u 

, ._.-".' .---"--'"'~ .. --=--
" .-

.. 

0 
KILL NUMBERS(K)-DAYS EFFORT(E)-%OAYS 

'(Est~mated) 

G M.Z G M.Z G M.Z 
'I ,2 '3 

0 , D , 0 , 
E D.S K E D S K E o S 

5 40 0 4 130 3--1 

0 2 50 4 0 

0 0 40 0 0 

0 0 0 

5 0 0 

5 20 0 

0 0 0 

1 lU 10 0 

0 0 

1 20 5 0 

1 10 10 0 

.. 0 0 

0 10 0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

V- I 10 10 0 
-. 1 10 10 0 

0 0 .-

4 

... _,--", 
.~--

.-, 
SUCCESS (0 S ) 

G M.~ G.M.Z 
'4 15 

D , D , 
K E o S K E D S 

0 0 

1 3 33 3 

0 0 

1 31 3 2 

0 1 o 0 

2 9 22 2 

0 0 2 44 4 5 

0 0 1 4 25 0 

~ 80 5 0 3 22 13 6 

0 20 0 0 0 7 0 0 
0 0 0 2 0 0 

0 0 0 9 0 0 

0 60 0 0 0 0 

0 50 0 0 2 62 3 2 

0 30 0 0 0 8 o 0 

0 20 0 0 0 19 0 0 

0 20 0 0 0 1 0 0 

1 40 2 5 0 0 

1 70 1 4 0 23 0 0 
5 70 7 1 0 27 0.1) 

3 30 10 0 0 3 o 0 

0 5 0 0 0 0 

0 20 ·0 0 0 3 0 0 

·0 10 0 0 0 24 0 0 

--

'""\. 
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Sub 
Zone 

I 

54 

55 

56 

57 

58 

!>9 

60 

61 

62 

( 
64 

6 

6 

6 

7 

7 

1 

7 

7 

7 

7 

8 

tS 

8 

8 

5 

6 

8 

0 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

8 

0 

2 

4 

6 
l 

-

K 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

5 

0 \ 

KILL NUMBERS (K)-DAYS EFFORT(E)-\OAYS SUCCESS (0 S ) 

:(Estl.mated) 

G.M.Z G M.Z G M.Z G M.Z G.M.Z 

'1 .2 13 14 IS 

D \ D , D , 0 , 0 , 
E o S K E o S K E D S K E D S K E o S 

.. -
5 o 0 0 0 1 12 8 33% 27 H65 3 12% 12 420 2 86% 

10 o 0 

90 1 ·1 

1 o 0 

1 0 0 

1 0 0 

1 o 0 

0 

-

144 3 47% 

3 4 75 0 

15 344 ·4· 36% 
t -;-



\ 

ub 
,one 

I 

27 

2,8 

29 

30 

31 

3 2 

3 

3 

3 

4 

:( 
3 6 

7 

8 

9 

0 

1 

2 

3 

4 

3 

3 

3 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

5 

6 

," 

K 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

3 

.-' 

D 
KILL NUMBERS(K)-DAYS EFFORT (E) -'DAYS 

:(Est~mated) 

G.M.Z G M.Z G M.Z ,'7 ,"8 19 

D , D , D % 

E o S K E D S K E D S 

3 o 0 2 90 2 2 22 545 4 04% 

17 558 3 05% .. 
5 o 0 

0 

20 o 0 

5 0 0 

0 
( 

0 

0 

0 

39 2 6 

141 2 13% 

4: 

. -- -

-
_ .. - -"- , 
SUCCESS (D S ) 

G M.Z G.M.Z 
IlO 1 11 

D % D % 
K E D S K E D S 

0 0 2 110 1 8 

2 40 5 0 0 30 o 0 

1 30 3 3 0 30 0 .• 0 

0 10 0 0 0 10 0 0 

0 0 3 120 2 5 

0 50 0 0 4 230· 1 7 

8 686 1 17% 

1 10 10 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

43 1705 2 52 

-,. . 



___ ~ ____ '",_---·--.-·_a ~-"" ~---.... -...... -~...----~-~-~"" .. -.--.~. ~ .• -~---~~-------....,.,.. 

ub 
one 

• K 

1 0 

2 0 

3 0 

4 0 

5 0 

6 0 

7 0 

8 0 

9 0 

0 0 

( 0 

2 0 

J 0 

4 0 

5 0 

6 0 

7 0 

8 0 

9 0 

lJ 0 

l 0 

2 0 

3 1 

~ 0 

5 0 

t, 1 

o , 
KILL NUMBERS (K)-DAYS EFFORT(E)-%OAYS SUCCESS (0 S ) 

G.M.Z .7 
0 
E 

3 

0 

3 

0 

3 

3 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

5 

3 

3 

0 

0 

0 

3 

u 

0 

3 

10 

5 

3 

3 

23 

, 
D.S K 

0 0 0 

0 

0 0 4 

0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 

0 

0 

o 0 2 

2 

0 0 0 

0 0 3 

0 0 0 

1 

0 

_0 

o 0 0 

0 

1 

0 0 0 

o 0 1 

20 0 0 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

4 3 1 

G M.Z .8 
0 
E 

0 

0 

52 

8 

2 

1 

0 

1 

1 

44 

9 

1 

13 

1 

20 

40 

35 

30 

30 

120 

1 

35 

1 

20 

0 

10 

4: 

(Est~mated) 

, 
D S 

--

7 7 

0 0 

0 0 

o u 

0 0 

0 0 

4 5 

22 2 

0 0 

23 1 

0 0 

5 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

o H 

0 0 

2 9 

0 0 

0 0 

10 0 

K 

I 

1 

2 

!) 

4 

1 

1 

3 

4 

0 

0 

G M.Z 

'9 
D 
E 

40 

10 

30 

80 

130 

50 

70 

30 

100 

0 

5 

, 
D S 

2 5 

10 0 

6 6 

6 3 

3 1 

2 0 

1 4 

10 0 

4 0 

0 0 

G M.Z 
.10 

D 
K E 

0 40 

0 40 

0 60 

0 20 

0 30 

0 10 

5 180 

0 10 

0 0 

0 10 

0 5 

0 0 

0 10 

0 10 

~O 10 

0 10 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 10 

0 0 

0 70 

0 10 

0 0 

0 11 

0 10 

, 
D.S 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

2 8 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

0 0 

K 

5 

3 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

·0 

0 

6 

0 

0 

0 

3 

0 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 

5 

G.M.Z 
'11 

D 
E 

90 

60 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10 

.10 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

170 

0 

0 

0 

140 

0 

70 

70 

70 

110 

110 

250 

-... 

~-- .-

, 
D S 

5 

5 

0 

10 

20 

5 

o 

0 

0 

0 

3 5 

2 1 

1 4 

1 4 

2 8 

2 7 

1 8 

2 0 



APPENDIX II 

(For detailed map see 1979-80 
Yukon Bunting Regulations Synopsis) 
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