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Project conforms to Regional Land Use Plan: (select one) Yes No 

 
Background Information and Conformity Check Analysis 
 

Affected Landscape Management Unit(LMU)(s): (insert rows as needed for additional LMUs) 

Map 1 and Section 6 

LM Unit # 9 LMU Name: Eagle Plains 

Zoning: IMA – Zone IV Land Owner: YG & VGFN 

Landscape Disturbance Indicators: ) Table 3.2, sections 3.3.1.1, 5.1.1 

Surface Disturbance (ha): 
LMU Cautionary 

Level 
Critical 
Level 
 

*Current 
est. Level 

Project 
Estimate 

Total 
Estimate 

Notific-
ation 
Rqr’d** 

Parties 
Notified 

9 4811 6415    No No 

Linear Disturbance (km/km
2
): 

LMU Cautionary 
Level  

Critical 
Level 
 

*Current 
est. Level 

Project 
Estimate 

Total 
Estimate 

Notific-
ation 
Rqr’d** 

Parties 
Notified 

9 4811 6415    Yes No 

*current estimated cumulative effects levels are to be provided by the Plan Parties 
** the YLUPC shall notify the Parties prior to submitting the conformity check to YESAB if they are concerned 
cautionary or critical levels may be reached 



North Yukon Planning Region 

Land Use Impacts  

 

1972 Seismic Line, Mesic Conifer 

Issue 

18 



Land Use 
Eagle Plains 

1972 Seismic Line, 8m 



North Yukon Plan 
IMA 
Zone 

Management 
Intent 

Cumulative Effects Indicators 
Cautionary 

Level 1 
Critical 
Level 

Zone I 2 Lowest development 

Surface disturbance 0.075% 0.1% 

Linear density 0.075 km/km2 0.1 km/km2 

 Zone II 
  

Low development 

Surface disturbance 0.15% 0.2% 

Linear density 0.15 km/km² 0.2 km/km² 

Zone III Moderate development 

Surface disturbance 0.375% 0.5% 

Linear density 0.375 km/km² 0.5 km/km² 

Zone IV 
Highest 

development 

Surface 
disturbance 

0.75% 1.0% 

Linear density 0.75 km/km² 
1.0 
km/km² 





 

 

North Yukon Regional Land Use Plan: 

Functional Disturbance 

Physical land use disruption that result in disruption of soil or 
hydrology or that requires the cutting of trees.  

 

Activities considered exempt from functional disturbance 
creation are:  

1) new linear features less than 1.5 m in width; 

2) land use activities that  occur of frozen water-bodies;  

3) winter work with no required cutting of trees; 

4) winter work that utilizes existing disturbance and linear 
features 



 

Images Near Project 





LMU/ 
Zone 

Indicator Cautionary 
Level 

Critical Level Current  After 
Project 
Amount 

% of 
Critical 

9.   Eagle 
Plains: 
 
IMA IV 

Surface 
Disturbance 

4811 ha 6415 ha 1246 ha 1495 ha 23% 

Linear 
Density  

4811 km 6415 km 1309 kms 
2281 
Kms/kms2  

35% 

Assumptions:  

• only 450 sq. kms will be subject to seismic work 

• 26% of the area is currently forested 

• 1.75 m receiver lines not 3 metres as in public notice 

• Current level based by North Yukon Commission’s work 

in the absence of # from the Parties 
 



North Yukon Regional Plan 
Implementation Plan 

• YG will track existing, new and recovered 

disturbance levels  

• Parties (VFGN, YG) will provide Cumulative 

Effects reporting to Council 



Process Questions  

• What happens if there is inconsistency in the 

information provided by the Proponent? 

• What is the formal process by which YLUPC 

informs YESAA seeking clarification on the 

project? (difficult in a time sensitive process) 

• Should YLUPC work directly with the 

proponent or always through YESAA? 

 



Process Questions  

• Can we improve our defn. of functional 

disturbance and its link to Surface disturbance 

and Linear Density? (What is a tree?) 

• When will we  get the “baseline” and 

“regeneration” rates from the Parties? 

• What is the long term strategy for permitting 

more such work within the thresholds of the 

plan? 

 


