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The 177 questionnaire respondents came from 14 communities across the territory.  In 
86% of these communities, a majority of respondents supported anti-smoking legislation 
(i.e., 12 out of 14 communities.)  The 12 communities in which the majority of 
respondents were in favour of the implementation of anti-smoking legislation were:  
Burwash Landing, Carcross, Carmacks, Dawson City, Destruction Bay, Faro, Haines 
Junction, Lake Laberge, Marsh Lake, Mayo, Old Crow, Teslin, Watson Lake, and 
Whitehorse.  The two communities in which a majority of questionnaire respondents 
were opposed to anti-smoking legislation were Dawson City and Haines Junction. 

(See Appendix 2 for a breakdown of questionnaire responses.) 

 
 
 
Written Submissions 
 
Written submissions were the third method available to Yukoners and interested groups 
to register their opinions on anti-smoking legislation.  The Committee received 17 written 
submissions that either supported, or opposed, anti-smoking legislation.  Of these 
submissions, 82% favour the implementation of anti-smoking legislation (i.e., 14 out of 
17).  (See Appendix 3.) 
 
 
 
Findings 
 
Pursuant to the Select Committee’s terms of reference1, the Committee may report to 
the Legislative Assembly its findings, “if any, related to public opinion on options for 
legislative change.”  The Committee’s findings are as follows: 
 

(1) In many places across the Yukon, measures banning smoking in public 
places are already in effect: 

 
Both Whitehorse and Dawson City have already adopted municipal anti-smoking 
by-laws.  The majority of the territory’s population is therefore already living in 
communities in which anti-smoking measures are in effect. 
 
The federal government also prohibits smoking in its buildings.  So does the 
territorial government.  As well, many Yukon First Nations governments have 
long since banned smoking in their buildings.     

 
(2) The majority of opinions expressed support the implementation of 

legislation banning smoking in public places.   
The majority of opinions expressed through each of the three methods available 
to Yukoners and interested groups – i.e., the Committee’s public hearings, the 
questionnaire, and written submissions to the Committee – favour the 
implementation of anti-smoking legislation.    

                                                 
1 contained in Motion #143  (see pg. 7 of this report) 
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young people, in particular, not to take up smoking.  The view was expressed 
that these measures would complement the effectiveness of anti-smoking 
legislation.  As well, it was suggested that measures like counseling, education, 
and positive incentives to quit would be preferable to an approach that was all 
“stick” and no “carrot.” 
 
Interest was expressed in the possibility that the territorial government might 
consider, at some point in the future, covering the cost of “the patch” to help 
smokers to quit.   
 
One person indicated that she would like to see a residential treatment centre in 
the territory, to help smokers to break the habit.  As a smoker, she said it would 
be helpful to be away from everyday life while dealing with withdrawal symptoms, 
and that it would help to make the effort to quit successful. 
 
(8) Implementation suggestions 
The Committee heard suggestions from several people to the effect that anti-
smoking legislation, if passed, should not be implemented during peak tourist 
season, or in the wintertime.   
 
It was also suggested that a cigarette-butt management strategy be considered, 
so that when cigarettes are smoked outside, the butts are properly disposed of, 
not littered across the ground.   
 
(9) Enforcement 
Many people expressed interest in and concern about how anti-smoking 
legislation, if implemented, would be enforced.  One man strongly expressed the 
view that the government should not download the enforcement component onto 
business owners.  Business owners, managers, and staff did not want to be in 
the position of policing their customers and enforcing legislation.  (The 
Committee Chair noted that this was not even being contemplated.  The only 
anticipated requirement on owners and managers would be to report an 
infraction to whatever authority the enforcement function of the legislation was 
ultimately delegated to.)   
 
 
 
Recommendations 
 
Within the Select Committee’s terms of reference,1 it may make 
recommendations to the Legislative Assembly about anti-smoking legislation.  
The Committee's recommendations may range from proceeding with Bill #104 in 
its current form, and as it is currently worded; to suggesting changes to the bill; 
proposing that an entirely new bill be introduced; or recommending that the 
Assembly not proceed with anti-smoking legislation.  It should be noted that once 
the Select Committee’s report has been presented to the House, it is up to the 
Legislative Assembly to accept, or reject, any or all of the Select Committee’s 
recommendations.  

                                                 
1 Contained in Motion #143 




















































































