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MOOSE HARVEST WORKSHOP

Whitehorse, Yukon
July 30, 1982

Vince Crichton - :
Tim Timmermann - Co-Cha irman

Participants

Sask. - H. Hunt

Man. - V. Crichton

Ont. - C. Greenwood and T. Timmermann
Ak. - B. Gasaway, W. Ballard, D. Kellyhouse
B.C. - B. Churchill

P.Q. - M. Créte

Idaho - J. Peek

Alta. - B. McKettridge

N.W.T, - V. Hawely

Me. - A. Crossiey

Sweden - F. Sandegren

Minn. - P. Karns

CWS - G. Trottier

1.a) How many moose hunters hunted in your Province/Territory/
State in 19817

Questionnaire Summary:

<5,000 10-25,000 65,000+
N.W.T. (5,000) Ak. (24,000) P.Q. (115,000)
N.B. (4,900) Nfdl. (11,000)* Ont. ( 72,200)
Yukon (3,000) Sask. (14,000) Alta. ( 68,000)
Minn. (2,500)** Man. (10,500) B.C. { 65,000)
Me. (1,000)
N.S. { 440) * § lic. issued, 2 hunters per licence

permitted
** 4 hunters per licence
b) Moose harvests for above 1979-80 - total approx. 70,000
(see Workshop session Alces 17: XXI - XXVI).

- Est. ¥ 400,000 hunters took f 70,000 moose in above 14 N.A.

Jurisdictions.

- 81% of the hunters in P.Q., Ont., Alta., and B.C. took 66%

of the kill.
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2. What type of hunting strategy do you empioy in your jurisdictions
(ie. any sex/age, selective sex/age, sharing moose, draws, season
manipulation, etc.)?

Questionnaire Summary:

— o N0 L

different strategies employed;
Prov./Terr. use any sex incl. calves

use bull only with 1imited draws

use season manipulation and selective sex
use bulls/calves

use combination of above.

Workshop discussion question: how does Sask. who employ the bull/calf
and cow quota strategy explain the continuing decline in moose
populations?

Answer: Our selective harvest system has been overwhelmed by other
infTuences - primarily the harvest year - round by Treaty Indians
in many parts of Sask.

Question: What is your option in those areas?

Answer: - to have the Federal Government change treaties or

- perhaps to create linear game preserves on all haul roads

and highways in moose range which would apply to all hunters including
Treaty Indians. We estimate this could reduce the unregulated kill
by 80-90%.

- or close all forest access roads that forest companies no

Tonger need (we have §100,000 available this year for this purpose).

We still feel our harvest strategy works if we can control the other
influences.

Man.

Ont.

similar problem with Treaty Indians and access

we cannot close roads if public funds spent on their construction
we have had a bulls only season for 10+ years in many areas with
shortened moose winter seasons

present licenced harvest = 1,700 moose scattered over Province
generally do not feel this magnitude is negatively impacting

our bull population

- in some areas we have had a bulls only for about 15 years, this

past winter we have observed up to 110 calves/100 cows and in
others 90/100.

we should strive to open roads to distribute the kill more evenly
otherwise hunters are confined to smaller and smaller areas

also permanent road systems allow a greater flexibility by fores
management companies to modify cuts.

managing access is not the answer, we have a problem with ethics/
morals in our society

hunting regulations should handle these problems but unfortunately
people don't all go by regulations

people's attitude have been the success of the Scandinavian and
European system

before we create roads we should change people's attitudes.
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Ont. - agree - in Europe the hunter has an obligation which the
N. A. hunter lacks
- ideally we should construct all roads so that we can maxi-
mize hunter distribution and deal with the attitude problem
over time.

B.C. - we have 2 issues; regulating the hunt and the effects of
access on harvest
- in B. C. ATV access is quickly replacing road access problems
- we have a limited problem with Treaty rights compared to

Sask.
- suggest that PR with native groups is the long-term solution
- we attempt to regulate our legal hunter harvest by

restricting ATC's and the use of roads (closing some to
hunting) and have good compliance

P.Q. - hunters only have 2 ways to access moose, by road or by air
- can't understand why roads should be closed.

Man. - we use a designated route system in a number of game hunting area

- hunters are restricted to specific routes ie. old roads and
trails until they shoot an animal

- thereafter they may retrieve their kill by the most direct
route using a-vehicle

- if we let them travel anywhere by vehicle while hunting
our population just could not stand up

- max. distance between designated routes is about 6 mi.

- hunters don't randomly distribute, they clump.

Sask. - we have no problemwith our regulated hunters
- they feel we are doing a good job
- our problem occurs after the legal season closes
- there is no place in good moose range where a person cannot
drive within about 3 miles
- from November 15 till spring the unregulated kill by Treaty
Indians accounts for 50+% of the legal kill
- our main objective is to protect the resource
- Tlinear game preserves which would apply to all regulated
hunters and all unregulated hunters appears to offer a method
of controiling the kill.

Man. - our hunters support the designated route system and are
asking us to expand it in some areas
- this tends to improve the quality of our hunt.

Idaho - interesting to see differences in our perspective

- road closure is a major component of road management
programs in some NW states.

- elk for example tend to avoid an area 3 mi. from roads

- 1 am not aware of good information on response of moose in
hunted areas to human activity

- alot of elk habitat is not being used during and after the
season in Idaho because of so much human activity. These
animals are conditioned to effectively shun the area,

YL
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Ont. - over 80% of the ki1l occurs within 3 mi. of roads
generally during first 2 or 3 weeks.

Idaho - same thing for elk in Idaho - all elk are killed within
T a short distance of a road
- however, elk densities are much higher the farther away
from a road you travel
- in some parts of the state the unregulated harvest of elk
by Treaty Indians and poaching is more than the legal take
- the legal take is % or less of the total take state wide
- this problem is aggrevated by access and with moose we have
a problem of control similar to Sask.

Man., - in some cases our subsistence take is many fold that taken by
licenced hunters.

Ak. - if in Canada you don't have control of your subsistence
- take, it doesn't matter what you do with access
- the issue really is what can be done to regulate the native
harvest, otherwise I don't see how you can have any kind.of
a satisfactory management scheme.

Man. - agree in Man. further restriction of the licenced hunter
will not affect the population one bit.

Alta. - we are just bringing in the designated route concept you
have in Man.
- assuming the majority. of native harvest occurs from vehicles,
and if we can control vehicle access on designated route's
we could reduce that particular kill.

NWT - we have very few moose taken by sport hunters but we have
a demonstrated decrease in densities close to native
communities

- have agreed to control harvest with native bands within

4 mi. of a highway

- we believe if we can start talking with them then we have
a chance.

3. How do you estimate the total number of moose in your jurisdiction
or game management areas?

Answer: Adequately covered in July 27th aerial survey techniques
workshop session.

4. How do you arrive at the number of moose to be harvested and how
do you translate this to Ticences?

Questionnaire summary:

4 jurisdictions do not attempt to limit anything

6 jurisdictions use population surveys with estimates of what
is ideal and use past hunter success

1 jurisdiction uses public pressure.

5. V¥hat percentage of the prehunt population do you consider to be
available for hunting purposes?
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Questionnaire Summary:

varied from 5% up to 20%.

Workshop Discussion- Question: In Ontario without a restriction
on hunter numbers, how do you apply the 10%?

Answer: the 10% is applied to the 2 controlled
hunts we presently run

- in the balance of the Province it is not presently being
applied because we do not control the number of Ticences issued
- we have used a model to determine a max. allowable harvest
- in our 2 controlled hunts, we wanted a 5% increase in pop-
ulation each year so we set a 10% harvest rate. This was
reported on in the 17th N.A. and will be published in the 18th
be Greenwood et al.

Man. - speaking for Nfdl. who have a Province-wide quota hunt since
1973 and a hunter success of t 50% yet have a population which
is decreasing - they have reduced licences from 14,000 to
11,000

- their objective is to maintain hunter success.

Ak. - we use population trend data monitored through a harvest
ticket to set quotas
- while we have an excellent method (aerial census) of esti-
mating population size, the sheer size of the State, limits
its application
- trend counts and changes in the bull ratio - are used
- reported harvest over large areas approximate 5% of the pop-
ulation
- unreported harvests can be substantial but usually in areas
where we have a very low sport harvest
- in most areas, it appears we can presently support both the
unreported (illegal subsistance) and sport harvest
- where we have problems we use a lottery permit.

6. In setting quotas, what assumptions do you make?
What are the key elements employed in the development of quotas?

Questionnaire Summary:

4 jurisdictions don't take anything into account

6 of 12 jurisdictions consider losses from subsistance predation
and poaching

5 jurisdictions assume that past harvest success rates etc.
will follow

4 jurisdictions assume recruitment will be close to what they
are anticipating

3 assume that their population size is accurate

1 assumad that typical hunting conditions will prevail

1 assumed that tﬁe total harvest will favour bulls.

Workshop discussion:

P.Q. - a guota is too simple a concept

- should consider max. sustained yield and carrying capacity
since depending on natural mortality factors the percent of the
population that can be taken will change.
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Me. - we decided to distribute hunters by quotas to avoid
excessive kills in traditional moose viewing areas
- in future we will look more closely at biological rational.

Ont. - quota setting is extremely difficult

- we may be over emphasizing the accuracy of aerial census
- other parameters ie. physiological, population demographics,
etc. should receive more attention.

Ak. - our aerial census technique is used in tandum with trend
indicators.

Ont. - we spend alot of time and effort on aerial census
- however without mandatory reporting of kill, some of our
harvest estimates are questionable,

Ak. - for the most part we set hunting season length and bag limits
to achieve a number of animals killed and adjust if we don't
Tike the number killed the previous year

- aerial population estimates are carried out in such few
areas that they really play a minor role.

Sweden - quotas as decided entirely on the basis of aerial census
techniques similar to those described by Gasaway
- in addition, we use data provided by hunters ie. number of
twins per cow, etc.

Question: We agreed that aerial census was less than accurate, does
Sweden use an adjustment figure to estimate the number
of missed moose?

Answer: - we only census under very specific conditions and believe
- we get approximately 90% of the animals
- based on this figure we set a quota
- inlast few years this consists of 50% calves, 50% adults
(equal bulls and cows)
- more recently we are promoting a higher cow harvest and
decrease the cow/calf ratio  in the harvest
- every moose shot is registered so we know sex and many
are aged.

P.Q. - 1in N.A. it appears clearer and clearer that moose populations
are limited more by predation than habitat
- suggest it be desirable to consider physical conditions re:
reaching carrying capacity.

Ont. - some jurisdictions use a mandatory report/return but few
~ enforce such a requirement
- there is a real variation in the percentage return either
voluntary or mandatory
- 20-30% of hunters do not comply
- Sweden has the ideal system (100% return)
- we should emphasize population demography and avoid using
only aerial census data.
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Ak. - to put this question to rest, suggest if we knew that we
"7 had the capability to count every last moose, can anyone
knowing only the exact number set a harvest quota?
- obviously no one can, so the census data is of some value
but all other para-eters need to be considered
- relative change (is the population increasing or decreasing)
is most important as well as the relative health of that
population. Numbers of animals is just one small component
in setting quotas.

7. How do you assess the licences hunter harvest (questionnaire
etc.)?

Questionnaire Summary: .

8 jurisdictions use voluntary mail questionnaires and check
station returns

6 jurisdictions employ mandatory reporting, registration and/or
questionnaires.

Workshop Discusssion:

Question for the 6 jurisdictions (Minn., N.B., N.S., P.Q., Me.,
and Ak.) which employ mancatory registration or reporting - how do
you enforce?

Ak. - we have 2 kinds of hunts; a lottery permit hunt and a reg-
- ulation permit hunt
- the lottery permit hunt puts all successful candidates on
a computer 1ist and requires mandatory reporting
- our F&W protection arm attempts to enforce non-compliance
- our regulation permit hunt is essentially voluntary but we
coerce hunters into thinking its mandatory.

P.Q. - registration is required within 72 hours after extraction
from bush
- mail questionnaires indicate a 90% compliance level but
the 10% non-compliance cannot be detected.

Minn. - people caught with an unregistered moose are taken to court
- have had only to arrest 2 or 3 in the last 5 seasons
- the majority are very co-operative
- we use registration on W.T. deer which is not enforced and
our compliance as determined by mail surveys runs 55-95%
- suggest for those considering registration, that you need

enforcement at the outset, otherwise it becomes a hopeless battle.

8. From a biological viewpoint, what mandatory requirements are made
of hunters (ie. register moose, submit jaws, check stations, etc.)?
What are the penalties for non-compliance?

Questionnaire Summary:

6 jurisdictions indicated mandatory requirements
8 jurisdictions indicated no mandatory requirements
some qualifiers.

9. Is subsistance use of moose in your jurisdiction a major problem?
If yes, could you elaborate?
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Questionnaire Summary:

4 agencies indicated it was a problem

3 agencies indicated it was a limited problem

5 agencies indicated it was no problem

the major problem appears to occur in Man., Sask., Alta.

and NWT.

Workshop Discussion:

Man.

10.

~ our moose population has decreased about 50% in last 5-6
years and sport hunting will terminate if something is not done
- we attribute a substantial part of the decrease to Treaty Indians
- all 3 prairie Provinces are governed by the Natural Resource
Transfer Agreement signed by Canada and the 3 Provinces in 1929
- hence this agreement has to be changed before the present
subsistance harvest of moose can be affected
- in Man. a year ago January we started discussions with Treaty
Indians and it has been very worthwhile to make them aware of
the problem and gain their co-operation
- we recently met with 3 more reserves and are hopeful that
social pressures will reduce the abuse being practiced by a
minority
- one reserve everyone has been pointing to have asked us to
put on a general meeting this fall to explain the problem
- we use a simple model and ask them for data to plug in, to
show the effect overharvesting can have
- Man. will host a Federal-Provincial meeting this fall to
discuss this issue - NOTE: this meeting did not occur
- our government is receiving alot of pressure to act from
both the public and the Manitoba Wildlife Federation.

- subsistance harvest is not considered to be a major problem
- it does however prevent moose from increasing near certain
villages

- the Alaskan Native Claims Settlement Act gave a great deal
of land to the Natives in 1980

- the Alaskan National Interest Land Conservation Act, a Fed-
eral Act which created alot of parks and refuges included a
section which granted rural Alaskans a subsistance priority

- the state also affords subsistance use a top priority

- this November an initiative on the ballot if passed would
eliminate the States subsistance law.

- we have set up a system decreed by the Minister to monitor
Treaty Indian take which will give us a minimum figure
- 75% of Treaty Indian kill comes from the cow-calf segment
vs 75% bulls for licenced hunters .
- Treaty Indians have the right to hunt and shoot moose even in

Manitoba Provincial Parks.

In allocation of the moose resource to different user groups,
which has priority according to government policy (user groups,
licenced residents, non-residents, non-resident aliens, subsi-
stance users [Treaty Indians], others)?

Questionnaire Summary:

2 jurisdictions give priority to subsistance, followed by

8
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resident and non-resident users

3 jurisdictions give priority to residents only

2 jurisdictions give priority to residents followed by non-
residents

1 jurisdiction gave priority to residents, followed by non-
resident Canadians and then aliens

7 of 13 agencies indicate subsistance use takes priority over
all other vers.

Workshop Discussion:

© Ak. - in Alaska, we fought hard to perserve as much subsistance
- hunting opportunity as possible, especially in Park areas
created by Federal government

- a state court decision gives Natives the right to take
moose at any time of year for funeral potlaches.

Man. - CWS has recently indicated a volume of game is being trans-
T ported south across the border to the U.S.
- Natives justify this by saying it is customary to give their
neighbours in the U.S. moose meat.

B.C. - Natives have right to shoot moose year round in only one
part of Province .
- in the balance of Province even though they don't have the
legal right its difficult to enforce.

Question: Does B.C. not issue permits to a reserve or family to
control subsistance take?

‘B.C. - yes, based on the good graces of the Director's discretion,
it gives us some control.

Question: Do any agencies have good information on the magnitude
of poaching?

Man. - have a gut feeling in some areas, but nothing quantitative,

B.C. - our C.0.'s are attempting to define this problem by strictly
~ recording all reported kills and sources
- reported poaching rate est. at 10% of unreported kill and if
correct illegal kill may be as high as legal kill.

Ak. - discovery rate 10%, for every 10 poachers only one is caught
- in some areas there is a complete lack of harvest ticket
compliance, so its critical to gain the confidence of persons
to estimate total mortality

- we find poachers take bulls in summer and cow/calves in winter.

Question: Does Sweden have a poaching problem?

Sweden - no, not overall as there is limited access to hunting grounds
- hunters keep close watch over their grounds and discourage
poachers

- in some parts of Northern Sweden, poaching may be preventing
populations to develop.
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Ont. - the lack of suitable penalties may be a problem
~ - what can we do as a group?

Man. - our wildlife act was recently changed and now the max.

" penalty can go up to $3,000
- however, judges are not applying high fines
- we have recently in the past arranged through the Chief Magistr
a meeting to enable us to indicate to the judges the con-
sequences of infractions.

Ak. - talking to magistrates individually is a waste of time
- max. penalties are rarely levied so we should consider
a mandatory minimum

- we just had a mandatory min. applied to want and waste
(ie. leaving a moose).

Man. - there appears to be a great deal of discrepancy across N.A.

Ont. - we should be putting emphasis on hunter education - this is
really the key to all our discussions on harvest strategies.

B.C. - our compulsorary hunter training has paid dividends ie. we
have one of the best hunter safety records in N.A.

- every new hunter for past seven years must take a mandatory
course. This increased emphasis on hunter education has
recently paid dividends in the passing of a new wildlife act
which impose mandatory min. penalties including licence sus-
pensions for major infractions as well as substantial sentences
for serijous infractions ie. pit lamping, etc.

14. For those jurisdictions with selective harvesting strategy,
how do you inform/educate your hunters relative to identification
of legal animals?

Questionnaire Summary:

8 of 13 agencies do nothing
4 use brochures, 2 seminars, 2 use the media and 1 uses staff
contact with hunters,

Workshop Discussion:

Man. - last spring we initiated a seminar system which was such an
T unqualified success and in August we are having a second
moose hunter seminar
- we charge hunters $20.00 to shoot at a target and run a Friday
evening and Saturday session on a variety of subjects
- its so popular that our Minister wants to get directly
invotved
-+~ hunters want it expanded to deer, elk and waterfowl.

Ak. - we include a detailed narrative of our bull antler config-
uration restrictions in our hunting regulations
- also have an elaborate F & G advisory committee system
consisting of members of the public

10
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- 65 such committees are required to meet 4 times per year
- usually the area biologist or regional staff attend
- we also use pamphlets to convey regulation reasoning.

Ont. - we understand B.C. has introduced selective harvesting
of spike bulls, could someone elaborate?

B.C. -~ a pilot study by K. Childs in Prince George
- consists of : 1) a season for bulls =2 tines on one antler
(the antler must accompany the licence and carcass)

) a sezson for calf moose<12 mo. of age

3) a cow season.

- the objective is to manipulate harvest ratios and ratios
within the population
- Ken has had very good compliance as he has taken an apprec-
jable amount of time to sell program via seminars, diagrams,
rational, photos, antler collections, etc.
- it took 6 man months in year 1 and now takes 2 man months/year
- program has been exceedingly well received but takes a lot
of time to sell.

Sweden - everyone wishing to hunt must Tearn how to carry a weapon,
demonstrate shooting proficiency, Tearn the basic biology and
management of moose and then pass a test before a licence can
be purchased
- many forest companies require hunters to pass a shooting test
each year before being allowed to hunt
- Swedish hunters spend as much time educating themselves as
hunting; they are very enthusiastic.

Man. - the demand to support moose seminars in Man. is such that
we have to turn away sponsors.

12. What mortality factors do you consider to be acting on your
moose herds (ie. licenced hunting, illegal hunting, diseases,
accidents, trains, cars, etc.)?

Questionnaire Summary:

12 of 13 jurisdictions listed hunting as one

9 poaching, disease and accidents
8 " " predators
6 " " subsistance
5 " " weather and environmental conditions
1 " " ticks.
Workshop Discussion:
B.C. - we consider collision mortality a very big problem
- have had the extreme of 30 moose and 17 caribou killed by
one train.
Ak. - deep snow winters result in significant mortality on railroads

as moose move down into the river valleys.
11
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CWS. - highway and railroad mortality can be serious in some

T National Parks
- Damus and Smith of Parks Canada, Ottawa recently documented
collision mortality in National Parks.

Sweden - our 1980 vehicle kill of moose was approximately 6,600
- somewhat higher in 1981.

13. Do you have mon-resident hunting? What restrictions apply?

Questionnaire Summary:

3 agencies do not offer a non-resident season (N.B., N.S., Minn.)

11 of 14 agencies offer non-resident hunting

Ont. require 2 or 3 hunters to hunt together during a 2 week season

Nfld., Yk. require all non-residents to use outfitter facilities

Me. issues up to 100 permits to out of state (U.S.) non-residents

Ak., Sask., Alta., N.W.T. and B.C. requires non-residents to
employ a guide

Man. issues 600 licences, 200 of which are for Canadian resident<
hunters are required to go through an outfitter for a min. 4 day pkg.

P.Q. non-residents of Canada $200 and of P.Q. $125 can hunt any
where but most go to an outfitter.

Workshop Discussion:

Ak. - all U.S. aliens must have a guide, but those U.S. residents
outside Alaska do not require one.

Question: to Sask. - why do you still allow non-residents hunting
given the reduced moose population?

Answer: Outfitter pressure won't let us close.

Ont. - since 1979 we have reduced non-resident participation sign-
T ificantly by requiring two hunters to share one moose and
delaying season opening
- we are attempting to develop a quota hunt that 1imits the
legal take by Wildlife Management Unit
- with this strategy, we can once again move to a one for one
ticence and earlier seasons
- outfitters appear to support the quota approach.

Man. - we restrict non-residents to the far north
- have set up areas where one outfitter is non-impacting one
another and where there is lTittle competition with resident
hunters.

Sask. - we issue a max. of 425 licences, closely controlled by zone
- 80 % are used - given to Northern Outfitters Association
who distribute to individual outfitters on a first come, first
serve basis.

14. Other problems, relevant information, etc. in moose harvesting
(ie. poaching) that may be of interest.

12
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1982 Moose Conference Harvest Workshop Questionnaire -(Province/Territory/State?)

Workshop Discussion:

Man. - hunter education and subsistance - already discussed.

Alta. - tick problem 1. How many moose hunters hunted in your province/territory/state in
— ) 19817

Sask. - forest access roads - cause a decrease in moose as well . . : s e as
ELLLES : p : 2. What type of hunting strategy do you employ in your jurisdiction
as hunting by Treaty Indians and poaching. (i.e. any sex/age, selective sex age, sharing moose, draws, season

: . 5
Me. - Smoosa (Save Maines Only Official State Animal) is a group manipulation, etc.)?

Tobbying to have our season closed. 3. How do you estimate the total number of moose in your jurisdiction
or game management areas?

4, How do you arrive at the number of moose to be harvested and how do
you translate this to licences?

-5. What percentage of the prehunt population do you consider to be
available for hunting purposes?

6. In setting quotas, what assumptions do you make? What are the key
elements employed in the development of quotas?

7. How do you assess the licenced hunter harvest (questionnaire, etc.)?

8. From a biological viewpoint, what mandatory requirements are made of
hunters (i.e. register moose, submit jaws, check stations, etc.)?
What are the penalties for non-compliance?

9. Is subsistence use of moose in your jurisdiction a major problem?
If yes, could you elaborate?

10. In allocation of the moose resource to different user groups, which has
priority according to government policy? (User groups - licenced
resident, non-resident, non-resident alien, subsistence users (Treaty
Indians), others (?)).

11. With limited supplies of moose {and assuming resident use takes
priority over non-residents) will the use by one resident user group be
curtailed at the expense of another, i.e. subsistence vs licenced or
will the harvestable surplus be allocated among both groups? How do
you handle allocation when no surplus exists?

12. What mortality factors do you consider to be acting on your moose herds,
i.e. licenced hunting, illegal hunting, diseases, accidents, trains,
cars, etc.)?

3. Do you have non-resident nunting? What restrictions apply?

14. For those jurisdictions with selective harvesting strategy, how do you
inform/educate your hunters relative to identification of legal animals?

15. Other problems, relevant information, etc. in moose harﬁesting (i.e.
poaching) that may be of interest. Elahorate.

13
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similar to winter.

Maine ni1 Drmv - any sea/age Acvis) By law only 1,000 108 tot by taw lones to distritute hunters

cences only Y ard axsume moose in rone. |

Quebsc 115,000 Try to harvest miex Aevial Kestrict sessons, 15 - 200 U some Adjust regulations armually

i (easles equally.
Promote calf hsrvest.

ares.

following surveys.

LXTI

14982 MOQSE C WORKS P
DT GBS A W N WwRTALTY SPECIAL 1ANTER
MEUSMICTIGN  RGUDEMNTS (N 1\ GALRY LReP IS FRISITY )RS NVCRESITENT HNTING  FITCATION PROVRANS.
Alssia Cenerally ~ Sobeistence Yes - puides manfatory  Regulations !
none for alfens. :
Yukon s Possably in Sobsistence Wating Yes - with anfltter.
youw ar€as. s
|
!
Norttwest Nl Yes Subsistence fanting Yes - licenced guide,
Territories Predat fon
British On drmns, must Yes Bes jdents Hanting Yes - guides mandatary,  Sealmar
Columbia subait teeth Predatian
and wtenss Vehicles
from fomles. Mises
Xeather
Mborex xil Yes Subsistence Predation  Yos - licenced guide
Hnt required.
Ticks
Saskatchean i Yes Subsisterce Mnting Yes - limited by area Rrochure
Xeather ard to licenced operator.
Poaching
Prodators
Disease
Manttoba N1 Tes Subsistence mting Yes - restricted Sealmar
Pralation  specific areas. Mt Brochue
Sesther purcha: y
Disease paxckage st lodge/out
fitcer.
Ontaria Registration In local arcas. Residents with Iknting Yes - short seasans.
in e areas abligation to Paxching
Predat fon
New Brumsuick  Mandaetory No Licenced resident. Hmting No
Brmsvick episeration Fosching
M sease
Vehieles
Nova Scotia | Perit for Licaced resident.  Amting o
possetsion, Toaching
Dizcase
Newfoundiang 1 Rt submit Licencel resident,  Jnting Yes - mnt hont with Brochures
quest fonneire Foaching Ileenced outfitter.
and ja bone. Vehfcles
|
Mnnesots Nit Yes. Licenced resident. W ing No Seminar
Msease
Vehiclas
Predat ion
ulne Handatory o Liconced resident.  Foxching Yes - 100 pormits.
regixtration Vehicles
Disease \
eather
M1 No fevidonts Iunting Yes
Quebes Predation
Poaching
Discase



