






disturbance state, and as we know, most Yukon mines don't follow through with restoration on their
own accord. Yes, there's an element of "NIMBY" (not in my backyard) syndrome to the pushback to
these proposed changes, but it is only logical for people to care about the places they call home.
Although mining companies always have to be held accountable for their environmental and social
impacts, allowing mining within city limits is not worth the negative impacts.

Thank you for reading this. I request the City of Whitehorse not allow Gladiator Metals' proposed
changes to the OCP.

Sincerely,

Clara Reid�

































R. Allan Doherty, BSc., 
, 

Whitehorse, YT,  
 
          August 21, 2026 
 
To: Mayor and Council 

City of Whitehorse 
Email: publicinput@whitehorse.ca 
CC:  
 

 

Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment — Bylaw 2026-25 

 

Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council, 

 

I am writing to express my support for the proposed Official Community Plan amendment (Bylaw 2026-

25), which would establish a clear municipal process for considering temporary mineral exploration in 

select areas of the Whitehorse Copper Belt.  

 

I am an exploration geologist. I have worked and lived in the Yukon since 1981. I know how much 

opportunity and employment comes to the Yukon because of exploration and mining sectors.    

 

I have watched with astonishment and concerns how environmental activists have consistently spread 

misinformation and disinformation about the mining industry.  

 

I urge mayor and councillors to move cautiously especially since so many concerns are based on claims 

of possible or potential environmental consequences, often related to climate change predictions; most of 

which have been shown to be inconsistent with actual measurements.  

 

Mineral exploration supports local jobs, businesses, and investment in Whitehorse and across the Yukon. 

I believe this amendment provides a reasonable and balanced approach to considering temporary mineral 

exploration while maintaining appropriate municipal oversight. 

 

I encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

R. Allan Doherty 





We urge you to consider what it means to be the 'Wilderness City' and what values we priori�ze as

residents. We do not wish for our children to grow up next to more mineral explora�on, open-pits,

constant humming of machinery and air and noise pollu�on. We chose this area to raise our kids so that

they can be deeply connected to a landscape that they will want to protect and have access to for a

healthy lifestyle - including their mental and physical health.

We are not able to a�end the public consulta�on mee�ng on the 24th because of work and family

responsibili�es, but we would love the opportunity to speak to you over the phone or in person this

week about our concerns. Please reach out over email or phone and we will make �me.

Respec�ully,

Chrystal Mantyka-Pringle and Ma� Pringle

Wolf Creek Residents;  

 







Derek Torgerson 

Summit Geosciences Ltd 

Whitehorse, YT 

 

To: Mayor and Council 

City of Whitehorse 

 

Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment — Bylaw 2026-25 

 

Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council, 

 

I am writing to express my support for the proposed Official Community Plan amendment (Bylaw 2026-

25), which would establish a clear municipal process for considering temporary mineral exploration in 

select areas of the Whitehorse Copper Belt. 

 

I have personally worked extensively in the Yukon mineral exploration industry over the past 21 yrs as a 

geologist. I view the industry as a whole as absolutely essential to the economic well being of the 

Territory. As the Territory and the City of Whitehorse grapple with economic challenges it is my view 

that supporting and expanding exploration will play an instrumental role in meeting those challenges and 

unlocking additional sources of economic development. Rate payers in the City of Whitehorse have 

reached a breaking point with increased fees, levies and taxes; therefore it is my opinion that allowing low 

impact exploration is a very responsible manner in which to reduce these burdens that rate payers and 

residents are currently experiencing. 

 

Mineral exploration supports local jobs, businesses, and investment in Whitehorse and across the Yukon. 

I believe this amendment provides a reasonable and balanced approach to considering temporary mineral 

exploration while maintaining appropriate municipal oversight. 

 

I encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Derek Torgerson 

Summit Geosciences Ltd 





Koidern | Beaver Creek
YT | 











Thank you for considering my concerns and my position as a Whitehorse resident and homeowner.

Grace Smyth-Bolland�











Kai Woloshyn 

 

Whitehorse, YT 

 
 
August 22, 2026 

 

To: Mayor and Council 

City of Whitehorse 

 

Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment — Bylaw 2026-25 

 

Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council, 

 

I am writing to express my support for the proposed Official Community Plan amendment (Bylaw 2026-

25), which would establish a clear municipal process for considering temporary mineral exploration in 

select areas of the Whitehorse Copper Belt.   

 

Mineral exploration plays a vital role in sustaining jobs, services, and investment in Whitehorse and 

throughout the Yukon. Temporary exploration programs when carried out responsibly and with clear 

regulatory expectations provide important economic benefits while maintaining the environmental and 

community values we all share. 

 

In my view, this amendment offers a reasonable and balanced approach to considering temporary mineral 

exploration within municipal boundaries. It maintains appropriate oversight while recognizing the 

practical realities of early-stage exploration and the value it brings to local workers, contractors, and 

businesses. This is a pragmatic path forward that supports responsible development and strengthens our 

community. 

 

I encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
 

Kai Woloshyn 







citizens and taxpayers. There is no mandate for the Mayor or Council to advocate for mineral
development or any other interests that are contrary to those. To approve this bylaw would be contrary
to that responsibility and serve to undermine public confidence in the city to act fairly as well as
responsibly in matters such as these.

Sincerely,

Max Fraser

Whitehorse







Don’t jump to the conclusion that mining will equal positive net municipal income. The city must

demonstrate rigorously how this-time-will-be-financially-different. Mining is a business with proven

specialization in minimizing financial leakage beyond operations and profit.

If you want to maintain your integrity, stick with the process! The minerals in the ground don't have a

best-before-date.

 

Before changing the OCP:

- Yukon's mining legislation must be updated in collaboration with First Nations

- The City's Mineral Exploration and Development Framework must be completed

- The future Regional Wolf Creek Park, identified in the 2014 Regional Park Plan must be finalized.

 

Thank you.

Neil Hartling

--
Neil Hartling
Founder: Nahanni River Adventures & Canadian River Expeditions
One of National Geographic Adventure Magazine's "Best Adventure Travel
Companies on Earth"
www.nahanni.com















Andrew Roberts 
, Whitehorse, YT 

August 10, 2026 
 

To: Mayor and Council 

City of Whitehorse 
 

Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment — Bylaw 2026-25 
 

Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council, 

 
I am writing to express my support for the proposed Official Community Plan amendment (Bylaw 2026-

25), which would establish a clear municipal process for considering temporary mineral exploration in 
select areas of the Whitehorse Copper Belt.  

 

I’ve lived in Whitehorse for 17 years and have worked in the mineral exploration/mining industry for six 
years. This industry has given me exciting, well-paid, local opportunities early in my career that have 

been incredibly important for me. Growing up, I can remember the generous donations my sports teams 
received from mineral exploration businesses that allowed us to travel across the country to compete. 

Now being in the industry, I’m proud to have the opportunity to pay that forward. 

 
Mineral exploration supports local jobs, businesses, and investment in Whitehorse and across the Yukon. 

I believe this amendment provides a reasonable and balanced approach to considering temporary mineral 
exploration while maintaining appropriate municipal oversight. 

 
I encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 
 

Andrew Roberts 

 







Dear Mayor and Council: 

  

Re: Bylaw 2026-25:  application to amend text and mapping of the O�icial Community Plan 
(OCP) to permit limited forms of Mineral Exploration within the Future Planning 
designation. 

I support this amendment and encourage you to pass it.  

The Whitehorse Copper Project exploration is authorized under a Class 3 Quartz Mining 
Land Use Approval issued following a YESAB assessment process.  The approval includes 
98 enforceable operating conditions regarding environmental protection, operational 
practices, and reclamation. 

This is an application to clarify the City OCP rules for exploration only at this 
stage.  Exploration improves knowledge of the land and the mineral resource 
potential.  That information supports decisions about the future of the community and our 
economy.  This Gladiator exploration project is creating immediate jobs, support for many 
local businesses and direct local investment in the Whitehorse region ($40M spend in the 
next 18 months).   

Copper is increasingly necessary. Our national government is working on Canadian 
security, resource independence, and broadening our economy so it is less reliant on one 
buyer. We have the critical minerals needed for growth and our city of over 400sq km has 
lots of room for mixed development including exploration and mining. 

It is my understanding that both Ta’an and KDFN are supportive of the Gladiator exploration 
work underway in their traditional territories. I encourage the city to facilitate exploration, 
and potentially future mining, as one component of a strong, diversified economy for 
Whitehorse and the Yukon. 
 
Congratulations to Council for working with a proponent and for making our OCP more 
reflective of our landscape and more flexible for our shared economic future.  

Sincerely, 

 

Darrell Pasloski 
Whitehorse resident 
Former Yukon Premier 







Therefore I kindly ask the City Council to carefully consider their choice and support the rejection of

Bylaw 2026-25 so that we can all continue to live in a healthy environment with green spaces for all

to enjoy.

Sincerely,

Esther Lehmann

Whitehorse





I am writing as a downtown resident and as a professional planner.

Gillian McKee, MCIP, RPP
Sent from my iPhone





permi�ed? How many new trails/roads and where? How will noise be monitored? “Limited” is a very
broad defini�on.
 
The permanent conversion of the 100 acre Mary Lake parcels to Future Planning is par�cularly
egregious. This area is extensively used for recrea�on by cyclists, runners, hikers, berry pickers, the
Cadet Camp, people on motorized recrea�onal vehicles and dog mushers. The Swanstrom Trail
connects to the Millenium Trail as well as to an extensive trail system. And it is just recovering from
the forest conversion men�oned above.
It is VERY close to long established residences across the water (sound carries well over water).
It is part of a wildlife corridor which is quite narrow in this place and is deliberately included in the
OCP as a green space to be part of this corridor.
It is part of the long proposed Wolf Creek Park.
This bylaw would permanently remove the protec�ons afforded this area by its Green Space
designa�on.
As our city grows it is necessary to we should be very mindful of protec�ng Green Space for the
welfare of all and future planning for use as housing, parks and other uses which are of benefit to
residents.
 
Gladiator Metals is eager to proceed with explora�on and would like to open these areas
immediately. Given the city process drilling would not likely occur un�l spring of 2027 in any case. So
there is �me for the city to do what it does well – inform and consult broadly and in an unbiased way
before making such major changes to our OCP. As our representa�ves we really need to know that
you have undertaken this decision with both care and consulta�on and that you represent the best
possible outcome for residents of the city.
 
Why is this bylaw before council before the Minerals Framework is in place? Because Gladiator did
not wish to accept the Minerals Framework as it was presented to the public. These are not the only
parcels which will be disputed by Gladiator. Let’s get our vision in place first and then nego�ate
differences. In the mean�me, Gladiator Metals is very well funded and has an increasingly
sophis�cated PR department. They make promises of economic benefit and jobs to our city. This is
the usual prac�ce of junior mining companies. We’ve seen it over and over again here in the Yukon.
Vague promises can and o�en do amount to li�le or no benefit to us.
 
As a born and raised Yukoner I ask that you reject this bylaw in its current form.
 
Thank you for this pla�orm.
 
Glenys Bal�more
Cowley Creek subdivision
 

























Kelson Willms, Whitehorse resident 
 

August 23, 2026 

 

To: Mayor and Council 

City of Whitehorse 

 

Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment — Bylaw 2026-25 

 

Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council, 

 

I am writing to express my full support for the proposed Official Community Plan amendment (Bylaw 

2026-25), which would establish a clear municipal process for considering temporary mineral exploration 

in select areas of the Whitehorse Copper Belt.  The Whitehorse Copper Belt is an integral part of the 

potential economic future of Whitehorse, and the Yukon Territory, and I believe that it’s critical that the 

mineral potential is allowed to be explored and fully established so that informed decisions can be made 

on the future of Yukon’s natural resources and green-energy resources. Exploration is not mining, and far 

too often these two unique aspects of the overall natural resources industry are mixed and melded 

together, and whether a deposit or area such as the Whitehorse Copper Belt should be mined or not in the 

future is not what the current objective is.  Exploration is integral for the identification of our natural 

resources, and the area that is being explored by Gladiator Metals is not an area that puts any of the 

general public at risk or harm, whether it be via direct hazard or environmental hazard.   

 

As a Whitehorse resident, I believe it is important for Yukon (and Whitehorse) to not forget that, whether 

we like it or not, we are a resource-based territory and there is no safer, cleaner, or better regulated way to 

explore than in an area close to the public eye.   
 

Mineral exploration supports local jobs, businesses, and investment in Whitehorse and across the Yukon. 

I believe this amendment provides a reasonable and balanced approach to considering temporary mineral 

exploration while maintaining appropriate municipal oversight. 

 

I encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Kelson Willms 

Whitehorse Resident 







Regards,

Marilyn Smith

 

 

 





Whitehorse's unofficial motto is "The Wilderness City".
An active open pit mine within city limits does not fit that motto.
By conceding and authorizing the exploration in protected area, you are permitting the path for an
active mine.

Not once during elecations did any candidate state they would bend over backwards to allow an
exploration company to map Whitehorse subterrain with the specific plans to provide enough
information for stakeholders to pursue an active open pit mine within city limits.
This will certainly be a question in subsequent elections. Candidate should be prepared to confirm
which side they stand for, and confirm active investments in these types of operations.

Its my expectation that Mayor, Council, and City staff would work to support and protect Local
Residents (the electorate) from the fleeting and extractive-by-nature efforts of outside companies who
seek quick riches at the great expense of all else.

Thanks for your concideration.

Martin Slama

Virus-free.www.avast.com





Mike Burke         August 23, 2026 

 

Whitehorse, Yukon 

 
 
To: Mayor and Council 

City of Whitehorse 
Email: publicinput@whitehorse.ca 
CC:  
 

 

Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment — Bylaw 2026-25 

 

Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council, 

 

 

I am writing to express my support for the proposed Official Community Plan amendment (Bylaw 2026-

25). 

  

I have lived and worked continuously in the Yukon’s mineral exploration and mining industry since 1983 

and purchased my first home in Riverdale in 1987 when I permanently re-located to the Yukon. I worked 

21 years for the Yukon Geological Survey and during that time visited 100’s of exploration projects and 

mines in the Yukon. I have seen the reality of the impact of mineral exploration on the land and have 

constantly had to defend the industry as its impacts are wrongly portrayed by many both inside and 

outside the Yukon.  

 

I have participated in the evolution of the regulation of the mineral exploration from an industry that had 

basically no regulation when I first started to one that is effectively regulated and managed today. My 

participation was via my employment with the Yukon Government and later in my volunteering with the 

Yukon Chamber of Mines. I have previously presented to Mayor and Council my support of the current 

regulation of mineral exploration and my opposition to a duplication of regulation by the City of 

Whitehorse. 

 

As a Professional Geoscientist I strongly encourage Mayor and Council to examine the facts of the impact 

of mineral exploration on the land and water as you have been presented with information from special 

interest groups and individuals that is not based on facts. Without going into detail, information on the 

potential for negative impact on water quality by exploration drilling has been misleading. One needs to 

look no further than the current impact of historical drilling and mining within the Copper Belt which has 

not negatively impacted water quality. This is a function of the geology of the mineral deposits within the 

Copper Belt. Information on the impact of drilling on increasing the level of radon in residences has also 

been inaccurate. This is easily fact checked by consulting with experts and the extensive research on 

radon and is causes.  

 

Mineral exploration is the process of eliminating land for its potential to host mineral deposits. This is 

currently being done in the Copper Belt using many zero impact technologies that were not available to 

geologists and exploration companies when the last exploration was conducted in the 1980’s. This has led 

to the current request to rezone only a small quantum of land to future planning to allow mineral 

exploration. This is the reality of today’s mineral exploration process. 

 

Areas that are explored with any techniques that include ground disturbance will be required to be 

reclaimed. With time the small areas impacted by a drill pad or a road will look no different than the 



surrounding land. In fact fire resistant trees planted in disturbed areas may help in the City’s current 

firesmarting plans. On the contrary, homes and country residential areas which have a massive footprint 

of both cleared areas, buildings, roads and other linear disturbances will look the same or have a larger 

impact on the land for decades because there is no reclamation required.  

Lastly, the critical mineral copper that is being explored for in the Copper Belt is extremely important for 

the worlds transition to green energy and a lower environmental footprint on the planet. Exploration and 

potential mining in a previously disturbed area such as the Copper Belt as well as the low environmental 

impact of the style of mineral deposits that existed or may yet to be discovered here compared to most 

areas worldwide is undisputable. If the Mayor and Council are truly concerned with the environment, you 

will support mineral exploration and will facilitate access to land that has been determined to have the 

best potential for a discovery. 

Mineral exploration supports local jobs, businesses, and investment in Whitehorse and across the Yukon. 

I believe this amendment provides a reasonable and balanced approach to considering temporary mineral 

exploration. 

I strongly encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25. 

On a personal note, my son, Ryan Burke is the Project Geologist for Gladiator Metals. He was born in 

Whitehorse. Your decision directly impacts my family and my sons’ ability to live and work from his 

home in Whitehorse. Your decision will impact other Whitehorse families in the same situation and 

potentially hundreds of families in the future to enjoy working at home and not remotely.  

Sincerely,

Mike Burke, B.Sc, P. Geo 

Sincerely,
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August 23, 2026 

RE: Support for Gladiator Metals and the Whitehorse Copper Project 

Dear Mayor and Council Members and the City of Whitehorse planning department, 

We are writing to express our support for Gladiator Metals Corp. and its e�orts to advance 
exploration of the Whitehorse Copper Project within the City of Whitehorse. 

We understand that Gladiator Metals is seeking amendments to the City's O�icial Community Plan 
(OCP) and zoning framework to allow continued copper exploration and drilling on the western edge 
of the municipality. We support Council giving this project fair, evidence-based consideration and 
allowing responsible exploration to proceed. 

Consider the project in context 

The Copper Belt has been associated with mining for well over 100 years. The landscape proposed 
for exploration is not untouched wilderness; it contains existing roads, trails, clearings, historical 
disturbances, and more recent wildfire-prevention infrastructure. 

Our understanding is that 6% or less of the overall project area would involve actual new green-
space removal, with much of the remaining area already disturbed in some manner. That 
distinction is important when considering the project's true environmental footprint. 

Whitehorse has also undertaken significant development elsewhere to accommodate growth, 
including Whistle Bend, where much natural landscapes were significantly altered. We should 
evaluate all forms of land-use change consistently and proportionately. 

Responsible local development 

We support responsible mining—not mining at any cost. A project within or immediately adjacent to 
Whitehorse has the potential for greater accessibility and oversight by regulators and the City. Local 
operations can also make better use of established roads and clearances and may require less new 
transportation infrastructure. 

The location provides additional logistical advantages, including proximity to existing transportation 
routes and access toward shipping ports like Skagway. 

We also understand that the exploration results indicate a high-grade copper deposit and that the 
associated rock is considered non-acid-generating. If confirmed through appropriate technical 
and environmental assessment, these characteristics could mean a smaller disturbance footprint 
and significantly reduced concerns around acid rock drainage and long-term water treatment. 

These claims should, of course, be independently verified through the appropriate regulatory 
processes. 

Jobs that keep families here 

For us, one of the most compelling reasons to support this project is local employment. 
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We would much rather see Yukoners able to work close to home and return to their families each 
night than have to fly to another province or territory for work. 

This could be particularly valuable for single parents and families balancing employment, 
childcare, and housing costs. One stable, well-paying local job can make a significant di�erence to 
a household. 

There is also an opportunity to employ Yukon tradespeople and newly graduated workers, helping 
young residents build careers and potentially purchase homes and establish their lives here. 

Economic benefits for Whitehorse 

The benefits would extend beyond direct employment. Exploration has already involved local 
contractors and supported businesses such as grocery stores, material and tool suppliers, hotels, 
fuel stations, and other services. A larger operation could expand that economic activity, increase 
the City's tax base, and keep more money circulating within Whitehorse and the Yukon. 

If we need copper for our vehicles, phones, batteries, electrical systems, and other technologies, 
that copper must come from somewhere. Responsible Canadian and Yukon resource development 
deserves consideration rather than automatically exporting both environmental impacts and 
economic opportunities elsewhere. 

Protecting what matters 

Supporting Gladiator Metals does not mean abandoning Whitehorse's commitment to greenspace. 

We support protecting important trails, recreational areas, water resources, wildlife habitat, and 
other valued landscapes. We also support strong environmental standards, transparency, 
reclamation requirements, and ongoing monitoring. 

But protecting greenspace should be balanced with recognizing existing disturbance, the City's long 
history with the Copper Belt, and the potential benefits of responsible development. 

A fair opportunity 

We are not asking Council to approve a mine without scrutiny. We are asking Council to allow 
appropriate green spaces to be considered for mineral exploration and give Gladiator Metals 
and the Whitehorse Copper Project a fair opportunity to demonstrate that exploration and eventual 
development can meet appropriate environmental, social, and economic standards. 

Whitehorse needs employment, housing opportunities, economic growth, and a future for young 
Yukoners. We also need to protect the landscapes that make this community special. 

We believe we can do both. For these reasons, we encourage Council to support the appropriate 
OCP and zoning changes needed to allow Gladiator Metals to continue responsible exploration. 

Thank you for considering our perspective. 

Calvin Delwisch & Patch Groenewegen 
from Whitehorse, Yukon 





2009-2026 Total revenues from royal�es                  $44.89 Million

Clean-up costs so far for Eagle Mine (with $220M
loaned from YG and $82.7 M owed to unsecured
creditors)

               $377.5 Million

Clean-up costs since 2009 for Faro Mine up to
2024 and ongoing (from Territorial and Federal
taxpayers)

  $2.4 Billion, (plus 1.2 B
   projected)

 

Generous tax breaks, incen�ves and grants from
YG for mining companies, ongoing

 No figures are available

The clean-up costs and already generous incen�ves for mining in the Yukon from its taxpayers vastly
overshadow any benefits from royal�es, and worse, the massive damage to the environment can never
be truly reversed. To amend the OCP and encourage any more mining within Whitehorse city limits,
currently to accommodate the request from Gladiator Metals, a company already convicted six �mes for

Quartz Mining Act infrac�ons at Cowley Creek
[11]

 would be u�erly irresponsible both economically and
environmentally.

Peggy Land, Whitehorse YT 
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projected over the next 25 years (Hodge et al., 2024).
[5]

 
[6]

 
[7]

 The Eagle Mine clean-up is projected to
reach upwards of $377.5 million by this fall, including a $220-million payout from the Yukon

government.
[8]

 This loan may or may not be repaid depending on possible re-sale of the mine. The
remaining companies holding unpaid bills are “unsecured creditors” wai�ng on a cumula�ve $82.7

million. Half of that is owed to Yukon businesses, standing in line behind the Yukon Government.
[9]

  

Between 2021 and 2026, the Yukon government collected $8,839,543 in quartz mining royal�es from
major hard rock opera�ons (specifically the Eagle Gold Mine), alongside roughly $33,000 to $36,000 per
year in nominal placer gold export royal�es (37.5 cents per ounce). Total aggregate mineral royal�es for

this mul�-year span remain under $10 million
[10]

.

Summary from the past 16 years:

2009-2026 Total revenues from royal�es                  $44.89 Million

Clean-up costs so far for Eagle Mine (with $220M
loaned from YG and $82.7 M owed to unsecured
creditors)

               $377.5 Million

Clean-up costs since 2009 for Faro Mine up to
2024 and ongoing (from Territorial and Federal
taxpayers)

  $2.4 Billion, (plus 1.2 B
   projected)

 

Generous tax breaks, incen�ves and grants from
YG for mining companies, ongoing

 No figures are available

The clean-up costs and already generous incen�ves for mining in the Yukon from its taxpayers vastly
overshadow any benefits from royal�es, and worse, the massive damage to the environment can never
be truly reversed. To amend the OCP and encourage any more mining within Whitehorse city limits,
currently to accommodate the request from Gladiator Metals, a company already convicted six �mes for
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I encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

 

 

 

Roger W. Hulstein 

Hulstein Geological Services 

 

Attachments;  1) R. Hulstein letter dated March 31, 2024, to Mayor and Council  

  2) Fact Sheet by Gladiator Metals Corp.  

 

  



    

 
Whitehorse, YT 

March 31, 2024 

 

 

Dear City of Whitehorse Mayor and Council, 

 

My name is Roger Hulstein and I have been a Whitehorse resident for 36 years. I am a mineral exploration geologist 

and have worked in the Yukon since 1981. Regarding exploration and mining within the city limits I’m not sure 

what the fuss is all about as we’ve had a successful mine here in the past and we are a wilderness city not a 

wilderness park.  A mine within or near any city makes sense as the result due to the efficiency of transportation, 

nearby workers, etc. is a smaller ecological footprint.  We all use copper and the synergy between a city and a mine 

would be a step towards fighting climate change.  

 

From what I’ve gleaned through the media to date there is a lack of knowledge and collective memory about the past 

operations of the Whitehorse Copper Mine. Overall I believe it was a positive one. All ore deposits are unique.  The 

ore deposits of the Copper Belt belong to a class that do to not generate acidic waste products thanks to the abundant 

limestone and the copper concentrate commands a premium price at the smelter. For some basic background 

information on the Whitehorse Copper Belt I draw your attention to the website: 

https://www.cgenarchive.org/whitehorse-copper.html. 

 

The Yukon and Whitehorse economy in particular exists thanks to the largess of Federal transfer payments. I say we 

need to do our part to contribute to the Canadian economy and the option of mineral exploration and mining should 

at least be entertained unless other values preclude these activities (this does include ski trails, many of which are 

old trails used to access drill sites). Judging by the minimal impact of the former Whitehorse Copper Mine which 

closed 42 years ago, after abiding by the standards of the day, I think a modern mine could benefit the City. Any 

mine would be a temporary use of the land and would contribute immensely to our economy. It would also 

contribute to diversity within our government dominated bureaucratic society by increasing the number of industrial 

workers.  

 

Lastly, I know that not all Whitehorse City council members and citizens are impartial or open minded. This 

conclusion was demonstrated at a meeting I had with 2- 3 Councillors and others to discuss the renewal of the 

Whitehorse staking moratorium in 2017. This temporary moratorium was enacted in 2012 so the city could update 

the Official Community Plan (OCP). Yes, a temporary ban, still in force over 12 years later.  During our meeting 

one councillor made it abundantly clear that he was dead set against exploration and mining within City limits. I 

hope that you will objectively weigh all opinions and concerns that are presented to you and not have similar fixed 

anti-mining opinions.  

 

I’m for exploration and possibly mining within city limits and encourage the decision makers to read the “Yukon 

Mineral Development Strategy and Recommendations” plus recent papers and policies regarding Critical Minerals 

and Green Initiatives put forward by the Federal government (who fund our town and territory). We need to do our 

part.  

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

 

Roger Hulstein 

 













interests of any one group or interest. The argument that Fire Smarting or similar activities 
constitute “disturbed” land and so additional disturbance is only incremental and should 
not be problematic, is flawed. Fire Smarting is an example of an action that is intended to 
protect the property and quality of life available to all city residents with only superficial 
temporary impact upon the landscape. The flammable vegetation has been replanted with 
aspen trees (many 8 feet tall), and berry plants, which dramatically reduce the fire threat 
providing a safe environment for firefighters to safely stage when a wildfire approaches the 
city.  

Allowing mining exploration increases the risk of potential mine development within city 
limits, with associated permanent impacts to the landscape and the values that make 
Whitehorse so unique and special. For example, if eventually staked or permitted, which is 
the desired outcome of exploration from an industry perspective, the process will 
significantly impact or interfere with the firebreak, existing and potential residential 
developments, as well as recreational opportunities and ecological and aesthetic values. 

We believe that an O�icial Community Plan, when created through a process of meaningful 
community participation with the support of independent expert advice, can facilitate 
administrative decision-making and public acceptance of decisions. Failure to respect the 
plan and the parameters that it establishes does the opposite. 

In conclusion, we would urge Council to reject this proposed bylaw and its potential 
impacts upon both the O�icial Community Plan and more importantly, upon the underlying 
values that the plan incorporates. We would urge Council to consider as its foundational 
duty to the residents of the city, to protect and preserve the quality-of-life opportunities 
that they currently treasure and enjoy.  

 

Larry DuGuay and Sue Johnson  

 









 
 
August 24, 2026 
 
ALX Exploration & Mining Supplies      To: Mayor and Council 

, Whitehorse       City of Whitehorse 
, Yukon Territory       Email: publicinput@whitehorse.ca 

 
 
Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment – Bylaw 2026-25 
 
Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council, 
 
ALX Exploration Services is writing to express our strong support for the proposed Official Community Plan 
amendment, Bylaw 2026-25, which would establish a clear municipal planning process for considering 
temporary mineral exploration within the Whitehorse Copper Belt. 
 
As a Yukon-based exploration services company, we understand the importance of responsible mineral 
exploration to the Territory's economy, while also recognizing the importance of protecting the lands, waters 
and communities in which exploration occurs. We believe Bylaw 2026-25 represents a practical and balanced 
opportunity for the City to demonstrate that responsible resource development and environmental 
stewardship can coexist. 
 
Of particular significance is the support for this proposal from both Kwanlin Dün First Nation (KDFN) and Ta’an 
Kwäch’än Council (TKC). Their support represents an important and constructive example of Indigenous 
governments recognizing an opportunity for responsible mineral exploration within their traditional 
territories. We believe this perspective deserves particular weight in Council’s consideration. It demonstrates 
that responsible resource development, environmental stewardship, and respect for Indigenous interests do 
not have to be competing objectives, and that there is an opportunity to move forward in a way that reflects 
the interests and priorities of the broader Whitehorse community. 
 
We encourage Council to move away from the notion that mineral exploration is inherently incompatible with 
a love of the outdoors or with environmental protection. Many Yukoners who work in the exploration and 
mining sector are also deeply connected to the outdoors and care profoundly about the land and water 
around them. Responsible exploration is not synonymous with environmental disregard. In this case, the 



 
 
proposed activity is temporary exploration—geological mapping, surface sampling and drilling to collect rock 
samples—not mineral extraction, processing or permanent infrastructure. 
 
Finally, we believe this is a particularly compelling opportunity for the City of Whitehorse. The proposed 
exploration would take place in an area that has already experienced significant disturbance, is close to 
existing infrastructure and a readily available workforce, and is subject to substantial territorial regulatory 
oversight. The project therefore presents an opportunity to generate valuable geological information while 
minimizing the need for new infrastructure and limiting additional disturbance. It also gives Gladiator Metals 
the opportunity to demonstrate their ability to be good corporate citizens before further exploration and 
mining decisions are made.  
 
From an exploration services perspective, this is precisely the kind of project that should be encouraged: a 
temporary, regulated activity in a previously disturbed area, close to existing infrastructure and skilled 
workers, capable of providing important geological information without committing the City or the Territory to 
future development. Exploration can help establish whether an area has genuine critical-mineral value, 
allowing future land-use decisions to be based on evidence rather than speculation. 
 
We respectfully encourage Mayor and Council to adopt OCP Amendment Bylaw 2026-25 and to recognize the 
opportunity it presents for Whitehorse to support responsible exploration while maintaining strong 
environmental safeguards, meaningful Indigenous engagement, and appropriate municipal oversight. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Alan Lebedoff 
President 
 





Additionally, allowing mining exploration within city limits will tie the cities hands regarding future
planning of infrastructure.� Whitehorse is rapidly�growing, and options for new housing, recreation
infrastructure, and other considerations will only grow.� As more land is alienated, the city will have
fewer and fewer options to explore how to manage our�growing population. You only need to go as
far as Yellowknife to see all the complications of the Giant Mine and how it has caused problems for
the people of Yellowknife, and the town itself.

Bylaw 2026-25 must be rejected, and all consideration of mining within city limits needs to be rejected
until the City of Whitehorse finaliases the Mineral Exploration and Development Framework AND the
Government of Yukon updates and modernizes mining legislation.�

Thank you,

Alexandra Taylor



























I respectfully ask that Mayor and Council reject proposed Bylaw 2026-25.

Kind regards, Brigitte Parker







Caelan McLean
Cowley Creek Subdivision











This amendment makes a much larger change to the OCP than has been widely acknowledged.

Much of the public discussion has focused on the three parcels. Indeed this morning I heard this issue
discussed on CBC twice in one hour. Both times it was presented as an amendment about temporarily
allowing mineral exploration in three parcels of land. But this amendment is neither temporary nor limited to
three parcels. This proposal would permanently change our OCP to allow mineral exploration across all Future
Planning areas in the City where valid mineral tenure exists.

Future Planning lands are intended to preserve options for Whitehorse's future growth and community needs:
housing, schools, parks, transportation corridors, and community facilities. Allowing mineral exploration and
drilling across these areas would significantly change how they may be used and create uncertainty for long
term planning.�

This is not just a Copper Belt issue. Today it is these three parcels. Tomorrow it could be any Future Planning
area in Whitehorse where valid mineral tenure exists.

For more than two years, the City has been developing a Mineral Exploration and Development Framework to
address these issues. Public engagement found residents generally want more restrictions on exploration, not
fewer. Yet before that Framework is finalized, Council is being asked to make a significant policy change that
creates a pathway to more mineral exploration within city limits.

This amendment would fundamentally change how Future Planning lands may be used across Whitehorse. A
decision of that scale deserves a comprehensive review, not a single amendment to a plan that was adopted
only three years ago following extensive consultation.

Economic opportunity has been raised as one of the reasons for supporting this amendment. We all want a
strong local economy.�But where is the evidence? This proposal is moving forward without an independent,
evidence based analysis of the potential benefits, costs, and risks to the City. What municipal revenues could
reasonably be expected? What are the potential impacts on recreation, tourism, future development, and
property values? Until that analysis is completed it is difficult to assess whether the potential economic gains
justify the proposed changes. Decisions of this scale should be based on evidence, not expectations.

The crowded chambers tonight and the hundreds of submissions received demonstrate how important this
issue is to residents. This amendment is being advanced quickly, during the summer, through a narrow
process, and many residents are only now becoming aware of its city wide implications. Yet the public
response makes it clear this issue deserves broader review and more meaningful discussion.

The City should complete its Mineral Exploration and Development Framework before making a policy change
of this magnitude.

For those reasons, I respectfully ask Council to vote no to Bylaw 2026 25.
Thank you for your time.�

Christine Aikens







Danièle Héon 
Mary Lake subdivision 

Re: support for Bylaw 2026-25 

August 24, 2026 

To Mayor and Council 

My name is Danièle Héon. I’ve been living in Mary Lake since 1995. I am a geologist and I have 
experience in the Copper Belt. Most relevant to this issue, I coordinated the YTG mineral 
assessment requested by the City in 1998, and, again for YTG, I compiled a guidebook for the 
general public on the geology and mineral occurrences of the Copper Belt. I also worked for H. 
Coyne & Sons on some drill projects in the northern part of the belt. I am totally independent 
from Gladiator Metals yet I have friends who work for them. 

I support the proposed OCP amendment captured in Bylaw 2026-25 to the extent that it would 
normalize  in some areas of known high 

 has been conducted for decades, has 
. I disagree with the City 

-established  and UFA-
approved decision bodies such as YESAB and EMR. I appreciate that the City is trying to develop 
a system that shows City oversight to appease those who mistrust these UFA-approved decision 
bodies, but so far, the exercise is lacking  does not show the 

For example: 

 The proposed mineral 
mineral industry 

 The mapping conducted for the OCP was not adequate, which this amendment is 
trying to correct, with the approval of the City administrators 

 The language used show , 
planners  … 

however, there are many stakes that were claimed in the prohibited area … These stakes 
are grandfathered and do not expire so long as they are kept in good standing (p.3, 13-

 

It’s not a stake, it’s a claim. And the verb is staking, not claiming. 

the mineral industry who posit that  poses extraordinary threats to the 
environment—these 



The serial objectors do not need to be accountable for what they say, unlike the proponent or 
other members of the geoscience community. The  unreasonable fears in an uninformed 
public . 

-mining lobby well but I do not think that it serves the 
long-term needs of our community at all. As a regulator, the City now has to respond to an 
unending litany of complaints without having the internal technical capacity to evaluate them. 
Decisions are guided by the court of public opinion fuelled by biased public-opinion messaging 
and non- . I care deeply for this community, including for those who don’t 
agree with me, former friends who . 
We all lose if our social contract is broken and let an angry mob mentality discriminate against a 

. 

To the factual points of the proposed amendments. 

is current one. It i
the City did not see it necessary to consult directly with the sole claim owner of this historical 
mineral belt before   in which former industrial 
sites were . I think that the claim owners 
are deserving of more respect. 

The claims are owned by H Coyne & Sons, a company that employs more than 200 people in 

They were pioneers in the development of low-impact diamond 
drills and a local machining company help design and now builds the parts. The Coynes now 
provide employment to the Challenge Group, 

Although Coyne’s were part of the Mt 
 now 

lobbies to withdraw the claims where their lease is located. Coyne’s rights to their Crown 

the development of the Ravens 2 subdivision . Now, even though 
are told they cannot work those 

relinquished 32 claims in 
support of the establishment of the McIntyre Creek park, yet I’ve heard no acknowledgment nor 

  complaining that she doesn’t like the jagged outline of 
the proposed park because it follows claim outlines. Mineral claims have value and require 
constant investment to maintain. Crown grants have even more value. In my opinion, the City 
has not acted  towards the claim holders. 

 



To the request to re-designate three parcels: The City administrators agree that these parcels 
were incorrectly captured in their original mapping. The sites were designated as Greenspace or 
ESA, yet they are heavily disturbed and/or deforested; the City admin agrees that their current 

 

 
 

 

a public hearing . I 
nonetheless 

. This is incorrect. Gladiator are 

 

I support  as I 
-approved YESAB and EMR mechanisms, can 

economically and otherwise. I also believe that the Copper Belt’s i
 

: 
To provide context, be aware that the Cowley Creek residents successfully managed to shut 
down the Kara Speedway, a race track that operated for 30 years 2 Sundays every summer 

 the Yukon 
 applied to use that space in the summers and they were eventually 

development. I’m saying all this to indicate that the spirit of compromise is not exactly 
ing here. 

Now, the serial objectors object to noise and somebody says it keeps them from sleeping. I 
wouldn’t want noise either, especially if it kept me from sleeping. Cowley Creek residents have 

from the site; I know that it is a temporary 



disturbance so I accept it. The highway is louder although not at night. With a drill 
turning behind Cowley subdivision (outside of City limits by the way), a friend in Cowley 1 on 
the city boundary says he hears nothing and another friend in Cowley 2 near the city limit never 

Although the sound surely 
varies with the weather, it seems unlikely that the person that can’t sleep because of the drilling 
noise lives in Cowley Creek. The closest houses there would be about 800 m from the drill sites. 

drill would be almost 2 km away. I’m sure sound travels farther than normal across the wide 

person? Who else in Whitehorse City limits has the luxury to have nobody making noise for 2 
km? I truly empathize but I would hope a site- n could be found, instead of 
lobbying to shut down an industry in a >30-km belt, most of it away from residences. 

that radon will be released in dangerous amounts. With my limited knowledge of hydrology and 
geochemistry, which is small but not nil, I do not believe that these issues carry the threat they 
think they do, and I certainly don’t trust an angry group of fearful residents to become instant 
expert in geochemistry and accurate evaluators of those threats. That’s why we have decision 

-based 
 

 Since the serial objectors’ 
it looks to me that their concerns are not really actually about environmental 

values, but maybe just a general distaste of signs of industrial 
impinge on what has been an unlimited and outstanding access to 

holes that we are all enjoying now. Why can’t we have a spirit of compromise where we accept 

? 

I would never support a project that puts air and water quality at risk, but I will have to trust the 

. It
process we’ve agree to. We need to trust that the safety mechanisms put in place through the 

 

respect pre- . 
I’m asking the City to show leadership and support established and accountable assessment 



processes. Not decimate an industry and its community, ignore its established rights, put people 

1000 km of trails within the City without ever encountering any machinery. 

Given the above, I encourage Council to adopt bylaw 2026-25. 

discussion. 

 

Danièle Héon, geologist.  

Whitehorse, August 24, 2026 







sure which one is correct) between my house and a potential drill site. Heavy equipment and drilling
that close would be absolutely damaging to our peace and health. Compounded by the fact that the
lake which separates us carries sound more clearly and amplifies it across the lake right to our
properties at the back of Mary Lake.
Also, the exploration equipment and activity would be our new view instead of the relatively
untouched wilderness we currently enjoy.

Further reasons to please reject the Bylaw 2026-25:

This will undoubtably cause property values in the area to plummet, and may even mean our
investment will be a complete loss as it would be impossible to sell
There are also the negative health impacts that (copper) mining brings such as respiratory
damage, and well water contamination (many of us rely on well water in the area)
The proposed areas include Environmentally Sensitive Areas and forms part of the Wolf Creek
Watershed which would be impacted negatively. Wolf Creek Park is designated as one of the key
regional Green Spaces under the City of Whitehorse Official Community Plan (OCP) which is
designed to protect local natural values. Allowing further mineral exploration is in direct conflict
with the OCP and the values it represents and supports�
Pushing through an amendment for the soul purpose of enabling a mining company whose
purpose is for self interest and prophet prior to the finalizing the Mineral Exploration and
Development Framework as well as failing to protect our natural spaces in Whitehorse will create
more distrust between its citizens and Government Office whose job it is to represent the
citizens not outside private interests
Gladiator Metals specifically does not have a reliable track record with numerous infractions and
disregard for the natural environment they are working in. A “slap on the wrist” fine is a drop in
the bucket to such a wealthy corporation, so I do not believe this company is acting in good
faith or cares about our community
Mining presents significant environmental risks which can generate numerous toxic elements
which travel by air or water and affect humans and wildlife and the surrounding ecosystems
The toxins produced in the mining processes are left behind in “storage” piles or containment
systems (which often enough fail) which take decades to mitigate at taxpayers’ expense long
after the valuable metals have been extracted and the mining company has moved on ��

I strongly believe that not opposing Bylaw 2026-25 is a step in the wrong direction which I believe
does not align with the core values of Yukoners I’ve grown to appreciate and could mean irreversible
damage for decades to come. Not the legacy we want to leave behind for future generations.

I therefore implore that Council vote to protect our community, its ground water, watersheds, and
ecosystem including not diminishing the OCP in order to maintain for future generations our natural
“Wilderness City” and support our health and quality way of life!

Thank you for the opportunity to formally raise my view and be heard!

Kind regards,



Dave Waldron

Mary Lake Subdivision
Whitehorse YT

�� � �

��





There are many words and numbers in this application. �Just one of them
described the size of the land under�discussion. �It is said to be .81 km2
which I’d guess (have no idea) is�miniscule but turns out is actually about
95 acres. �To include such an odd number in a document for the public is
quite misleading. �It could �have been presented this way so a reader might
assume this is a tiny request by Gladiator when in fact it is not. �I have
walked through this area recently and have been able to compare
vegetation, landscape, trails, rough roads and �mining pits from the past. �I
also learned about the wide range of wildlife�that use this area at various
times in the year. �









term environmental protection. We should be asking how these lands can recover while
continuing to provide a protective buffer around our neighbourhoods.

3. Community Use and Quality of Life

These Greenspaces are an important part of why people choose to live in communities such as
Wolf Creek. Residents, families, friends, and visitors use these areas throughout the year to
walk, hike, bike, ski, horseback ride, birdwatch, exercise their dogs, and simply enjoy the
wilderness and quiet. Their value cannot be measured only by their potential mineral deposits.
Once an area is opened to increased industrial access and exploration, its character can change
signi�cantly. Noise, tra�c, clearing, drilling, road improvements, and increased industrial activity
can affect nearby residents even before a mine is ever proposed.
The people who live beside these areas should have a meaningful voice in determining how
much industrial activity is appropriate immediately adjacent to their homes.

4. Water Protection

I am particularly concerned about potential impacts to groundwater and the broader watershed.
Before Council permits expanded exploration activity, residents deserve clear information about
groundwater movement, surface-water drainage, contamination pathways, and how exploration
or any future mining proposal could affect private wells and Whitehorse's municipal water
supply. Water is simply too important to approach reactively. If there is uncertainty about the
potential consequences to groundwater or downstream water sources, I believe the City should
apply a precautionary approach rather than changing land-use protections �rst and addressing
those questions later.

5. Exploration Creates a Pathway Toward Future Mining

I recognize that the amendment before Council concerns mineral exploration, not approval of an
operating mine. However, exploration is undertaken for a purpose: to determine whether a
mineral resource exists that could potentially be economically developed. That is why the
decision being made matters. Allowing more intensive exploration in currently protected or
restricted areas creates the possibility that Council and future Councils will eventually face
proposals for signi�cantly larger industrial activities. Approving exploration does not
automatically mean approving a mine, but it moves the process further down that road.
Residents therefore deserve to understand the potential long-term implications before, rather
than after, these land-use protections are changed.

6. Whitehorse� "The Wilderness City"

Whitehorse has long identi�ed itself as "The Wilderness City." That identity should mean
something in our land-use decisions.
We can support responsible economic development and recognize the importance of the
mining industry to Yukon while still determining that some areas; particularly those beside
established residential neighbourhoods, wildlife habitat, recreational Greenspace, and important
water resources ; are simply not appropriate for expanded industrial activity.
This should not be framed as being "for" or "against" mining. It is a question of where industrial
mineral activity is appropriate, what protections should remain in place, and how much risk
residents should be expected to accept in their own backyards.

My Request to Council



I respectfully ask Mayor and Council not to approve the proposed OCP amendment in its current
form. Before considering the redesignation of Greenspace or allowing expanded mineral
exploration in these areas, I ask Council to require: Comprehensive, site-speci�c environmental
and wildlife assessments; Groundwater and watershed studies; Assessment of cumulative
impacts from exploration and potential future development;Clear protections and buffers for
established residential neighbourhoods; Meaningful consultation with affected First Nations
and nearby residents; Protection of important recreational and wildlife corridors; and A clear
explanation of how allowing exploration today could in�uence future mining and land-use
decisions. These lands are part of our neighbourhood, our environment, and the character of
Whitehorse. Decisions affecting them should be made cautiously and with a long-term view.
Once Greenspace is lost or an environmentally sensitive area is signi�cantly disturbed, it may
never return to what it was. I ask Council to prioritize the long-term interests of residents,
wildlife, water, and future generations when making this decision.

Thank you for considering my concerns.

Desiree Coad-Broeren
Wolf Creek Resident
Ta'an Kwachan First Nation Member





It appears that Gladiator wants to rush in a better deal (i.e. changing the OCP in its favour) in
advance of the Mineral Exploration and Development framework being established. This is
unfair to Whitehorse residents as well as other mineral claim holders within the City and will
result in potentially allowing Gladiator more permissive requirements than any other
proponent. It’s sadly ironic that Gladiator’s request to change the OCP took up so much city
staff time (not to mention all the time taken by City Council over several official meetings), that it
effectively delayed the schedule to deliver on the mining framework.
 
This should never have gone to the Public Hearing process, at least not in its current form(s),
given the very soon to be finalized Mineral Exploration and Development framework. It’s really
unfair to put citizens through yet another onerous public hearing process. It’s very taxing on
citizens, timewise work/effort-wise and psychologically to constantly have to defend themselves
from powerful and well-financed mining and other corporate entities developers often trying to
change the OCP and other (municipal) laws in their favour, especially those who are most
directly affected (those residents who live in the area in question).

I also have serious concerns with the whole process that has led to this premature Public
Hearing related to: inadequate public engagement, accountability, fairness, due process, undue
influence, private company pressure on City staff and Council, questionable practices related to
City staff informally changing zoning designations (greenspaces) without professional
(ecological) or public input and more. The whole process has raised many red flags for me
during the entire process from the start (by viewing all the proceedings and relevant documents
since the start). Unfortunately, there is not sufficient time for me to elaborate on these key
issues. This process has been too rushed for most residents to sufficiently research and think
through the potentially far-reaching implications of this rushed amendment.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input.
 
Diane Brent
Downtown Whitehorse Resident





Donald Murphy
Granger, Whitehorse





Sincerely,
Donald Reid

 Whitehorse, 





Ed McLean

Sent from Mail for iPhone







Whitehorse City Council 

Mesdames/Sirs: 

Gladiator Mine Exploration Application 
I have lived in Whitehorse for approximately 40 years. I am not a resident of the areas affected 

by Gladiator but believe that what concerns one should concern all. I have some comments and 

questions about how this issue is being handled by local and territorial governments.  

The Official Community Plan (OCP) will be worth less than the paper that it is written on if 

changing it just takes a show of hands of a majority of council. This is particularly odious if it is 

done at the behest of and for the sole interest of one party. 

YESAB’s approval for a project is subject to interpretation, and its recommendations can be 

cherry picked to suit the purposes of those supporting the project. Even though the YESAB 

approval stated, in part, that “environmental impacts are moderate to high risk”, those risks are 

acceptable to its supporters on council with or without the approval of the residents affected.  

Proponents of the project use soothing phrases like the “work is temporary and limited in scope” 

when describing the exploration. If local residents find little comfort in those words, it is 

understandable as “temporary and limited in scope” will not apply to a working mine. 

The homeowners of the areas affected by Gladiator’s operations did not buy or build their homes 

because they needed or wanted to live close to a mine for their livelihood, like the former 

residents of Faro. Rather, the mine owners want to move into their backyards without their 

permission. The very real possibility of mining operations poisoning their wells should be 

enough to cancel this operation. When and how well monitoring will be done remains something 

of a mystery, as is any mention of what will be done if contamination in a well is discovered. 

History tells us that it is an uphill battle for any community to prove that an industry located 

close to it has caused environmental contamination and related illnesses in that community. 

As a taxpayer, I am also concerned about the possibility that residents of Whitehorse will be left 

holding the bag when, like too many past experiences with mines, the owners go riding off into 

the sunset waving their middle fingers at us while local, territorial and federal taxpayers are left 

to pay for the clean up of their messes. Gladiator has already plead guilty to six charges under the 

Quartz Mining Act. Why would anyone believe Gladiator will do anything differently if it is 

given the go-ahead—or that it will not continue to ask for more and more latitude in its 

operations? 

I am old enough to remember when it was legal to drive down the road with one hand on the 

steering wheel and the other on an open bottle of beer. Eventually we decided that drinking and 

driving was an irresponsible relic from our past and changed the law for the better. Our outdated 

and archaic mining legislation does not imagine, let alone address, the technological and societal 

changes since it was written. Rather than impose the “moderate to high risk” of unwanted mining 

activity on local citizens, our different levels of government should more rigorously apply 

themselves to bringing that legislation into the 21st Century.  

I strongly oppose any amendment to the OCP. Gladiator should be sent packing and mining 

outlawed inside the City of Whitehorse boundaries, as should have been done before this absurd 

activity started. 

Regards, 

Elizabeth Redlin 

 









Mayor and Council 

City of Whitehorse, 

2121 Second Avenue, 

Whitehorse, Yukon Y1A 1C2 

 

 

Garret Gillespie 

 

Whitehorse, Yukon  

 

August 23, 2026 

 

RE: Proposed Bylaw 2026-25 OCP amendment 

To Mayor and Council,  

 

I am wri�ng to request that you do not allow the proposed amendment to proceed.  The 
proposed bylaw, if passed, will weaken the Whitehorse 2040 Official Community Plan and the 
integrity of the process that created it in the first place.   Allowing private interests change 
public policy and land use designa�on defini�ons at the highest level sets a dangerous 
precedent and undermines the value of OCP land use designa�ons.  At the very least, the 
administra�on should be directed to complete the Mineral Explora�on and Development 
Framework before contempla�ng fundamental changes to the OCP that would benefit a single 
mineral explora�on company. 

In Gladiator Metal’s May 11th 2026 applica�on to amend the OCP, the applicant inten�onally 
mischaracterizes the Whitehorse South Fuel break as a clearcut, conveniently omi	ng the fact 
that it is a forest conversion process where the land will be replanted with fire resistant 
deciduous trees.  It is a process of crea�ng living fire resistant infrastructure that will help 
protect Whitehorse from wildfire.  It is not, as Gladiator suggests, permanently disturbed land 
on a par with the abandoned mineral workings that li�er the copper belt.  



Risibly, Gladiator claims that its mineral explora�on ac�vi�es are providing the community with 
a public service in a similar fashion to the Yukon Government fuel abatement program, 
sugges�ng that, as copper is a cri�cal mineral, Gladiator are somehow being good public-
spirited corporate ci�zens by reworking �red claims that have been explored many �mes for 
over a hundred years.  Do not forget that Gladiator only cares about rules when it benefits their 
interests, and will push the boundaries to see what they can get away with.  We understood this 
more clearly when Gladiator were fined by the Yukon Government for mul�ple breaches of their 
class 1 explora�on permit. 

That the city’s administra�on appears to accept this nonsense as ra�onale for redesigna�ng 
public lands to the sole benefit of a private corpora�on is very disappoin�ng.  The individuals 
with ownership stakes in Gladiator are already making a lot of money off the strength of the 
data they are collec�ng from the ground, and should council approve this amendment, will have 
the poten�al to access considerably more land in the future, allowing more data collec�on, 
further fluffing up the value of Gladiator’s data sets. 

As a resident of Cowley Creek subdivision, our property backs on to city greenspace and 
Gladiators’ so-called Cowley Park claims.  We have watched in horror as Gladiators partner, 
Kluane Drilling, has literally bulldozed into the forest, destroying trails and habitat, leaving 
behind a mess that includes pools of drilling mud and permanently disturbed ground.  Caribou 
and moose have relied on this area for winter habitat, but the disrup�on is obviously displacing 
them away from these areas. 

If council approves this amendment a precedent will be set, whereby any greenspace areas that 
have fuel abatement ac�vi�es or abandoned historical mineral workings, such as outside my 
house, may be subject to reclassifica�on as future planning areas, and poten�ally opened up to 
further explora�on ac�vi�es. 

A number of years ago, the administra�on reclassified a small block of greenspace between 
Mary Lake and Cowley Creek subdivisions to allow for two parcels of land for home 
construc�on.  At the �me I thought that it was se	ng a dangerous precedent that signals that 
city land use plans for country residen�al subdivisions are in fact a moving target.  As 
homeowners we pay a premium to live in these subdivisions both in terms of property values 
and property taxes.  It is not unreasonable to expect land use classifica�ons in and around any 
subdivision to be fairly rigid, upholding exis�ng property owners rights to peaceful enjoyment of 
our lands.  In this par�cular case, at least, the reclassifica�on provided homes for two young 
families, a very small gesture by the city, but at least a step in the right direc�on to alleviate the 
housing crisis.  



In contrast, Gladiator’s proposed amendment seeks to undermine the greenspace designa�on, 
solely to the benefit of its owners, the majority of whom are non-resident and have no �es to 
the community.  No housing or other tangible public benefit flow from this work.  Gladiator, by 
their own admission, are engaged in specula�ve, extrac�ve work.  Like any council, they will not 
be here for long, but the consequences of changing the OCP to boost the short-term value of a 
private corpora�on will have long term consequences that will affect the en�re city. 

Gladiator’s class 3 explora�on permit already grants them access to 35 square kilometres of the 
copper belt.  Gran�ng them access to an addi�onal 0.8 square kilometres of city lands will not 
make or break their business plan, but will signal that any well-resourced private interest group 
can rewrite public policy at the highest level. 

If there were viable copper claims in the copper belt, they would have been exploited a long 
�me ago.  The days of Whitehorse Copper are over, back when the popula�on hovered around 
10,000 residents in the 1970’s.  Today, Gladiator are a�emp�ng to exercise their Victorian-era 
mineral tenure rights adjacent to numerous subdivisions that did not exist 30 years ago.  The 
popula�on has increased drama�cally, and has very different expecta�ons and ideas about 
mining and mineral explora�on.  According to the city’s own What We Heard Report for the 
second engagement under the Mineral Explora�on and Development Framework, a clear 
majority of respondents wish to see an outright ban on mining ac�vity and mineral explora�on 
inside the city limits. 

Now is the �me for council to show some leadership, and demonstrate that it actually heard, 
and is listening to the majority of residents who are opposed to expanding specula�ve mineral 
explora�on withing the city limits.  Please reject this amendment. 

Sincerely, 

Garret Gillespie 

 

 

 







August 24, 2026 
 
To City of Whitehorse’s Mayor Cameron and Council Members, 
 
I respectfully request that the City Mayor and Council members vote against the proposed 
amendment to the Official Community Plan (OCP) – Whitehorse 2040 – identified as Proposed 
Bylaw 2026-25 in which Gladiator Metals suggests significant amendments in favour of mineral 
exploration within the city limits of Whitehorse. 
 
The City of Whitehorse (COW) administration defines mineral exploration in its review of the 
proposal 2026-25 on page 1  
“Mineral exploration is one of the first steps in determining if Mineral Development (mining) is 
viable in a given area.”   
 
In reviewing the OCP there is no indication that the residents of Whitehorse are in support of 
active mining occurring within the limits of the COW. Neither mining or exploration are part of 
the “Vision” in the OCP.  The OCP does speaks about Water Protection, Air Quality, Noise and 
Light Pollution starting on page 40.  
 
There is an implied assumption that if mineral exploration is permitted within the city then 
mining, including open pit mining, are expected to be permitted within the city.  If the city 
council permits exploration but denies mining in the future, I believe the council leaves itself 
open to compensation claims by thwarted companies who invested in the proven mineral 
claims in the city limits. 
 
Most amendments to the OCP have been for addressing specific parcels, in 2026-25 the 
proponent proposes changes to the definitions within the OCP, therefore these changes are not 
to a specific parcel but to the entirety of the city of Whitehorse, of which this proponent has a 
vast expanse of mineral claims that they can pursue future exploration work across the city 
from Mary Lake to Crestview.   
 
The development of the OCP – Whitehorse 2040 – was developed over a period of 4 years 
ending in the adoption of the OCP in March 2023.  The city spent countless dollars and hours 
consulting with all citizens of Whitehorse.  The consultations received thousands of comments 
from citizens that helped to formulate an OCP that properly reflected the vision of the city’s 
residents.   When an amendment is proposed that would affect the entire city, I believe it is the 
city’s responsibility to consult with all the citizens, and give ample information and time for 
their input.  I do not feel that the city has done so with this proposal, but rather perceived that 
this was a Mary Lake issue based on the proponent’s indication of initial location of interest.   
 
The OCP under Policy Direction states on page 27 that  
“It is important to the City that municipal decision-making processes are open, transparent, and 
fair. All community members should have the information they need to understand and provide 
input on the decisions that will impact them.” 



I believe that the city council has failed to meet this objective. I suggest that the city continue to 
work in the Mineral Exploration  Development Framework in full consultation with the citizens 
of Whitehorse, as well as the affected First Nations governments before considering any 
request to change the OCP or any city bylaw regarding such enterprises.    
 
For the reasons outlined above, and many more which I have not delved into, I respectfully 
request the Mayor and Councilors vote to 
 
“3. Do not proceed with the proposed amendment” Bylaw 2026-25 
 
 
Respectfully, 
Helen Slama 
Resident of Wolf Creek Subdivision, 
Whitehorse 
 
 
 
 
 













Jane Londero  

 

Whitehorse, Yukon 

August 24th, 2026 

 

 

To: Mayor and Council 

City of Whitehorse 

 

Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment — Bylaw 2026-25 

 

Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council, 

 

I am writing to express my support for the proposed Official Community Plan amendment (Bylaw 2026-

25), which would establish a clear municipal process for considering temporary mineral exploration in 

select areas of the Whitehorse Copper Belt.  

I am an Exploration Geologist and High School Geology and Math Teacher in Whitehorse. For over 40 

years I have worked as a Geologist and Teacher taking students out along the Copper Haul Road since 

1993, when it was little more than an off  road ATV track to look at the historical Copper showings and 

explaining how they were formed, identified the minerals and explained Copper’s place in Yukon history 

and it’s importance in the Yukon, Canadian and Global economy. It is very important in our present 

economy for wiring, keeping the Yukon Electric generators and batteries running, to provide power to 

house, cell phones, electric cars, electric bikes for commuting and thousands of products we use 

everyday!!  

This work must be allowed to continue to keep Yukoners working, supplied with the modern technologies 

we depend on and this starts with mineral exploration!!!   
 

 

Mineral exploration supports local jobs, businesses, and investment in Whitehorse and across the Yukon. 

I believe this amendment provides a reasonable and balanced approach to considering temporary mineral 

exploration while maintaining appropriate municipal oversight. 

 

I encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25. 

 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Jane Londero 

 

 

 







affect areas beyond Mary Lake, Wolf Creek, and Cowley Creek — including Mount Sima, Copper Ridge, 
Raven’s Ridge, Crestview, and other neighbourhoods and businesses.

Second, what makes this pathway even more concerning is the proposed definition of “disturbed land.”

In this bylaw, “disturbed land” includes areas impacted by historical mining and fuel-abatement work, 
including large areas south and west of the Alaska Highway. That definition risks treating disturbed land 
as disposable land, and therefore, as land available for mineral exploration.

But if you walk in the fuel break, including near the parcels proposed for re-designation like GEM, you do 
not see disposable land. You see mature forest in places, and in others a recovering ecosystem enriched 
by significant silviculture investment to reduce the risk of destructive urban wildfire. Furthermore, it’s 

important to note that with heavy government investment into reforestation along the fire break, I’m not 
aware that the public nor the territorial government who has led that initiative, ever intended that original 
forest and greenspace to be rezoned. 

Third, I care about Council’s ability to make informed, robust land-use decisions guided by the input, 

consultation and engagement of city residents in the form of frameworks or legislation.

But Council is being asked to make a major land-use decision before two critical pieces are complete: 
the City’s very own Mineral Exploration and Development Framework and Yukon’s updated mining 

legislation. 

These are exactly the frameworks that should help Council decide if and where mineral exploration is 
appropriate inside city limits, and what lands should remain protected for other public values, such as 
housing, community services, the integrity of watersheds and greenspaces. 

Instead, this amendment creates an exception before those frameworks are done.

This leaves the City Council exposed and grappling with too many unanswered questions: what process 
should be followed if the City re-designates greenspace or Environmentally Sensitive Areas? How 
should “disturbed land” be defined when it is also recovering and/or thriving ecosystems interconnected 

with watersheds and recreational trails? How do we square this proposed Bylaw with the conceptual 
Wolf Creek Regional park that has been envisioned (including draft boundaries) since 2010 and remains 
in our OCP 2040? And how should Council weigh mineral tenure against the long-term needs of a 

growing city? 

Those questions should be answered through robust and completed planning frameworks, with 
significant public consultation, not through a one-off amendment under pressure.

In conclusion, I do not see this as a pro-mining or anti-mining decision.



This is about how Council decides to use land within city limits, and what rigorous process is required to 
guide those decisions, especially with such a major change to the Future Planning land use designation. 

It is about whether Council will rely on the planning work already complete or underway — OCP 2040, 
the draft Mineral Exploration and Development Framework, and updated Yukon territorial mining 
legislation— or whether the City will begin making major land-use exceptions before those frameworks 
are complete.

A mining claim is not a land-use plan and individual proponents should not be writing City policy. 

Future Planning should invite careful and deliberate public planning based on the needs of a growing city 
rather than providing a shortcut to exploration.  

Please reject Bylaw 2026-25 and complete the draft Mineral Development framework to make a careful, 
rigorous land-use decision and build further trust in our municipal governance system.

Thank you.

Jennifer England





protections subject to increasing exceptions will have, cumulatively, harmful impacts on our overall
well-being.�

As well, it is worth noting that because there is currently no application of Yukon’s Access to
Information and Protection of Privacy Act to the City of Whitehorse (as it is not considered a "public
entity" under that act), it is reasonable for the public to have questions and want more scrutiny of the
City’s decisions and the role of proponents, especially around contentious land use proposals. �

Thank you for your consideration of these comments and concerns and my support for other residents
who oppose Bylaw 2026-25.

Jennifer Trapnell
Whitehorse Yukon





3. The city has  already been undergoing a Mineral Explora�on and Development Framework and have
consulted ci�zens on this , and received overwhelming support for not allowing mineral explora�on within the
city.  Why would the city stall this process to respond to the requests of an Australian mineral explora�on
company to  change the OCP  to suit their interests. Why should the interests of  this  company more important
than  the desires and needs of Whitehorse ci�zens?    

4. The proponent says that this is strictly about  mineral explora�on. Let’s face it. If a mineral showing is good
enough then  explora�on leads to mining.  Why else would a junior mining company spend millions of dollars in
explora�on if it could not then be “allowed”  to sell their claims to a mining development company.  Gladiator
staff have spoken publicly about the excellent  results they are are receiving from their cores and the
geophysical work that has been done.  Have any council members listened to the interview with the CEO of
Gladiator on “money Ma�ers”, an Australian podcast, that Mayor and Council was made aware of during  the
council mee�ng earlier this summer when  the bylaw passed First reading?. There a number of statements in
that interview that are extremely concerning .  You cannot listen to that interview and and then say there is no
link between mineral explora�on and mining, and the scale of that the mining that would lead to very  serious
impacts on the environment, wildlife, culture,  and the physical and mental health and  well-being of
Whitehorse ci�zens.  Let’s face it.  There is an abysmal track record  of mining  in this Territory! How many
abandoned mines  that are leaching their toxic waste into the environment,  that we will be needing to clean up
for for genera�ons to come, do we need before people wake up to the true long term impacts of mining.   And
the short term gains that are negligible in comparison. 

5. Proponents of changing the land designa�ons to suit Gladiator's interest and requests imply  that the fire
smarted areas are no long worthy of being called green space or environmentally sensi�ve IF they had been
zoned  that in the OCP.  As well the fact that all areas within Future Planning designa�ons would now be open
for explora�on as well.  Ci�zens were  willing to reluctantly accept the impact of fire smar�ng in order to
reduce the likelihood of a fire sweeping up the valley from the south and burning the greater Whitehorse area.
BUT ci�zens never agreed to fire smar�ng being a way for a mining company to get  its foot in the  door to open
up lands within city limits  for their use.  If you walk  in the fuel break, for example in areas near Mary Lake,
there already is significant green growth, which will reduce the likelihood of fire.   In larger clear cut areas of
the fire break there has been some significant silviculture investment  in plan�ng deciduous trees for the
purpose of mi�ga�ng fire poten�al  and for regenera�ng  the land. 

6. I am concerned about the impact on water - on the health of Cowley and Wolf creeks and McIntyre Creeks
and of course the Yukon River which they all flow into-  which impacts humans and wildlife/fish alike. and I am
also concerned about the impact on the quality of well water in resident's homes. 

7. This is  about much more than  mineral explora�on and poten�ally mining. This  is a LAND USE ISSUE.  It begs
the ques�on, what IS an appropriate  use of city lands and waters? How do we live within our  environment in a
respec�ve and sustainable way, which honours the needs of all species,  including the people that live near and
downstream of any form of ac�vity which can impact the  water, the land, the air, the soundscape, etc.   The
city gladly accepts tax revenue from residents in neighbourhoods across the city. This is a long term permanent
stream of revenue for the city than a short term influx of monies  from mineral development, that will leave
scars for genera�ons to come.  What responsibility does the  city have to speak on behalf of its residents and
the  people that are con�nually paying into the city coffers through their taxes. I feel that the city has great
responsibility in this regard. City councillors are voted in to represent ci�zen’s interests.  City councillors are
paid to represent their cons�tuents, NOT a mineral explora�on or mining  company.  

sincerely, 
Jill Pangman 



30 year resident of Cowley Creek  subdivision





 

 

Jo van Randen 

Mary Lake Subdivision 

To Mayor and Council 

August 23, 2026 

Re: I support OCP amendment-bylaw 2026-25 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

How did we get to this place----City council is hosting an public hearing to hear from Whitehorse 
residents regarding a bylaw amendment to change land designations under its Official Community Plan. 

We need to step back in order to understand how we got here. 

Very unique geology exists along a 30 km belt of rocks along the Copper Haul Road, where limestone 
sediments are in contact with the Whitehorse batholith, which locally creates skarn deposits, several of 
which have been historically mined for copper, gold, and silver.  In the 1970s, the City of Whitehorse 
expanded its boundaries to include most of the prospective ground along this belt to benefit from 
royalty fees from the copper mines. 

Along this past-producing belt, crown grants and quartz claims have been continuously kept in good 
standing since Whitehorse Copper Mines ceased operations in 1982.  Exploration activities including 
diamond drilling have happened sporadically in accordance with all applicable regulations and 
government oversight. 

In 1998, the City of Whitehorse consulted the Yukon geoscience office to conduct a mineral potential 
study to help planning; at that time the city administrators were advised that past-producing mines and 
areas of partial development were considered highest mineral potential. The City of Whitehorse then 
built subdivisions over some of the highest mineral potential (ex Raven’s Ridge) and basically ignored 
the good science which they initiated. All three of the small parcels of land being considered to be re-
designated here fall within the highest mineral potential ranking. 

Recently, the City has developed Official Community plans where all areas within the city boundary are 
given some type of designation – including creating areas marked green space and environmentally 
sensitive areas was done without consulting with the existing land-title owners (quartz claims in good 
standing and crown grants).   

 

 



The city has created this current situation: 

� deciding they too have to become a regulating body over activities on quartz claims (this has 
never been the city’s jurisdiction so why now?),  

� that they should make more rules in addition to those 98 operating conditions outlined in the 
class 3 YESAB permit;  

� that the city administration admits that areas marked greenspace are actually over highly 
disturbed ground and that there are mapping errors in the marking of their greenspace 
polygons on the OCP AND  

� that the OCP does not take into account the mineral assessment document and valid quartz 
claims. 

As a 35-year resident of Mary Lake subdivision and someone who recreates heavily in and has worked in 
the copper belt, I am discouraged that certain citizens and councillors with agendas are trying to stop 
access to valid mineral claims with a class 3 permit because of OCP mapped polygons they called 
greenspace overtop of long-standing quartz claims.  This all is a colossal waste of taxpayers’ money 
when a bit of fact checking could show rights of access on quartz claims which are fully permitted 
through a public process called YESAB that has set out many conditions that the regulators (and the city 
and public) can ensure are upheld.  The city should consult its own mineral potential map when doing 
planning exercise like the OCP and heed the prudent advice in the accompanying document to the 
mineral potential map. 

We do not need to say no to everything just because it requires some compromise to coexist with 
legitimate economic industries like mineral exploration.  If we can’t explore for copper in a past-
producing belt with many disturbances, existing access like the copper haul road, a local workforce and 
electrical grid nearby, where should Canada’s copper come from?  It is not good enough to say “well, 
not here” – we are the ones with so much – it is rare to find copper deposits, never mind economically 
viable deposits like those previously mined and may be defined one day again.  We should not squander 
such a precious resource just because a few don’t need the jobs and don’t want their piece of paradise 
infringed upon. 

The City suggested that an application be made for these three parcels to be redesignated and City 
administration itself is recommending this bylaw be passed so I am not sure why all the effort is required 
for this to be approved. 

I support the proposed OCP amendment to allow for continued exploration on valid quartz claims. 

Regards, 

 

Jo van Randen, Mary Lake resident 















c.      Allowing mining exploration, including extensive drilling, adjacent to and upstream from
residential subdivisions in an area where most residents depend on groundwater wells can
potentially increase residents exposure to radon, to high metal contamination,  and to
reduction in flow as a result of increased water use by the industry especially in areas where
the groundwater resource (including flow quality, quantity, connectivity and direction) is
unmapped. Even surface water flow lines could use some corrections. No data is presented
with this application.

o   The onus should not be on individual residents to prove change after it has
occurred but rather on a mining company to prove beyond reasonable doubt that
changes are not going to happen.

d.      The proposed changes to the OCP are not clearly identified on the maps.
o   As a geographer and mapper, I do not see clear identification of where the
proposed change of green space to unplanned  areas are. A clear boundary line or
colour should indicate which areas are proposed to be changed. (From comparing the
OCP 2040 (approved 2 years ago) maps and the maps attached to the city application
is that there are changes near Mary Lake and around McLean Lake. If there are more,
they are not obvious.)
o   The firesmarted areas and firebreaks and active mining claims where changes in
definition will apply should also be clearly identified on maps.
o   The proposal to amend the OCP shows limited effort on behalf of the company and
the city in preparation for this public hearing .

 
2.      The City of Whitehorse needs to lobby the Yukon Government to proceed with updating our
Yukon Mining Legislation.

o   Modern Yukon mining legislation needs to be in place prior to allowing any projects
to proceed under the old regulatory framework which has proved several times that it
is insufficient to regulate, monitor and ensure compliance from mining companies to
ensure protection of the Yukon water, lands and air on which all Yukoners depend for
the future.

       Other mines formerly operating in the Yukon have demonstrated that the
Yukon’s regulatory framework and manpower is insufficient to monitor,
assess and ensure compliance with the minimal 1948 existing regulations.
We need new mining legislation and regulations passed prior to allowing any
mining exploration and development to occur especially within Whitehorse
city limits. Any proposed work should be assessed under the new legislation
and regulations.

 
3.      The city should also lobby Yukon Energy for more sustainable power to meet long term city
demand especially if they wish to allow for future industrial development.

a.       Gladiator’s  website discusses the attractiveness of mining in the whitehorse copper belt
because it is on the Yukon power grid. Where will the anticipated additional power required by
mining development come from when Whitehorse has insufficient power to meet current
municipal power demands?

I understand that our City of Whitehorse like many munipalities in Canada is cash strapped and
wants industrial development to provide income in taxes and in kind donations and employment, as
well as the secondary stimulation to the local economy including industrial supply, maintenance,
construction, environmental consulting etc, BUT the city needs to assess these benefits in a
controlled manner with a regulatory framework in place! A good regulatory framework will hopefully
ensure that  long term benefits can result from a boom and bust industry that is dependent on world
prices  and can shut down at any time leaving debts for Yukon, Whitehorse and Yukoners.

Karen McKenna

Geographer, Ecologist and long time Yukon resident



RE PROPOSED AMENDMENT BY CITY OF WHITEHORSE TO OCP 2040 

Public Hearing Monday August 24 2026 

 

I do not agree that the OCP should be changed as per the city’s proposed bylaw. The city’s mining 
regulatory framework should be completed and approved before allowing any further mining 
exploration or development in the city. This is particularly important in the city of Whitehorse where 
most people live and depend on the land, water, groundwater, and air every day for living, working, 
drinking, recreation, and harvesting. 

 

1. Regarding the OCP changes proposed. 
a. I was surprised to read that the city is suggesting converting green space and 

environmentally sensitive areas to unplanned areas without proper assessment and 
and review under a proper regulatory framework. 

o  To change the OCP at the request of a single company after years of 
consultation with residents and industry to come up with the current 
designations without an established process is negligent. 
e  to protect the integrity of the lake 

out  
BUFFERS must be maintained around lakes and waterways to ensure water 
quality downstream.  

o Neither the city nor the company have presented any information on the surface 
water, groundwater, wildlife use, welands, erosion potential or recreation use in 
the areas of proposed changes. (Following comprehensive review, previously 
mined areas if included in error should ) 

b. tur
 

o Disturbed areas such as access roads, trenching, pits and gravel piles are very 

areas do not have compacted soils, they are  seed sources, they have the fungal 
networks to promote functional ecosystems, and the intact vegetation mat will 
stabilize the soils providing protection from water erosion during high rainfall 
events, and dust from wind erosion. They are required to protect the integrity of 

 as well as 
groundwater. These areas are used and needed for recreation near residential 
areas in our wilderness city.  

o should undergo a 
proper assessment. 
 

c. Allowing mining exploration, including extensive drilling, adjacent to and upstream from 
residential subdivisions in an area where most residents depend on groundwater wells 
can potentially increase residents exposure to radon, to high metal contamination,  and 



, connectivity and 
direction) is unmapped. No 
data is presented with this application. 

o The onus should not be on individual residents to prove change after it has 
occurred but rather on a mining company to prove beyond reasonable doubt 
that changes are not going to happen. 

d.  
o 

proposed change of green space to unplanned  areas are. A clear boundary line 
or colour should indicate which areas are proposed to be changed. (From 
comparing the OCP 2040 (approved 2 years ago) maps and the maps attached 
to the city application is that there are changes near Mary Lake and around 
McLean Lake. If there are more, they are not obvious.) 

o  and active mining claims where changes in 
will apply  on maps. 

o The proposal to amend the OCP shows limited 
and the city in preparation for this public hearing . 

 
2. The City needs to complete the mining regulatory framework that they can assess proposals 

the whole life cycle of a mine as well as risks and other uses of the land. 
 

3. The City of Whitehorse needs to lobby the Yukon Government to proceed with updating our 
Yukon Mining Legislation. 

o Modern Yukon mining legislation needs to be in place prior to allowing any 
projects to proceed under the old regulatory framework which has proved 

from mining companies to ensure protection of the Yukon water, lands and air 
on which all Yukoners depend for the future. 

 Other mines formerly operating in the Yukon have demonstrated that 
the Yukon’s regulatory framework and manpower 
monitor, assess and ensure compliance with the minimal 1948 
existing regulations. We need new mining legislation and regulations 
passed prior to allowing any mining exploration and development to 
occur especially within Whitehorse city limits. Any proposed work 
should be assessed under the new legislation and regulations. 

 
4. The city should also lobby Yukon Energy for more sustainable power to meet long term city 

demand especially if they wish to allow for future industrial development. 
a.  Gladiator’s  website discusses the attractiveness of mining in the whitehorse copper 

belt because it is on the Yukon power grid. Where will the anticipated additional power 

meet current municipal power demands? 



I understand that our City of Whitehorse like many munipalities in Canada is cash strapped and 
wants industrial development to provide income in taxes and in kind donations and 
employment, as well as the secondary stimulation to the local economy including industrial 
supply, maintenance, construction, environmental consulting etc, BUT the city needs to assess 

industry that is dependent on world prices  and can shut down at any time leaving debts for 
Yukon, Whitehorse and Yukoners. 

Karen McKenna 
Geographer, Ecologist and long time Yukon resident 

 





4) The precedent that this proposed amendment would set is significant and alarming. It puts
Whitehorse on a slippery slope that would be difficult to reverse. Once allowed, how would this
Council, or any future Councils, be able to correct course, when the public outrage becomes even
more evident than it already is? �What arguments would the Council have in the future to
disallow mineral�exploration, having enabled it now?�The City should, at long last, have the
backbone and foresight to understand that the long-term livability of this City depends on
having livable neighbourhoods.�

In closing, I urge this Council to request that the Government of Yukon withdraw�all lands�within
the City from mineral staking, and begin the long but necessary process of compensation for
remaining grandfathered mining claim holders. �This is what has always been required if the City
is to continue to develop as an attractive, liveable, modern, northern capital.�

Kathleen Wood







in use? You have a responsibility to protect the groundwater we use for drinking and the green/protected
spaces that were established when these subdivisions were built. The City should use its work on the
mining framework to make sure that resource development is responsible and considers the needs of
existing resource users. The proposed OCP amendment ignores these important questions, and I urge
you not to approve it.
 
Thank you for your consideration,
 
Kirsten Hogan
 
 
Kirsten Hogan, FEC, P.Eng.
Aperture Consul�ng Inc.
[www.apertureconsul�ng.ca]www.apertureconsul�ng.ca

 
 







LAURA CABOTT 
Resident of Cowley Creek for 27 years,  
 
I utilize the trails and wilderness for many recreational activities. 
Mining within City limits is incompatible. 
If you don’t believe the speakers tonight, ask Dawson City or Yellowknife where they had a 
mine for many years in their City and are now going through the complexities and dangers of 
cleaning it up at a price tag of $1 billion. 
 
 
THE CURRENT OCP 
The current official community plan which tries to reflect the community’s values and priorities 
was finalized in 2024.  
 
The City conducted extensive consultation. There were 5 phases a couple of different drafts and 
many opportunities for citizens to give input 2024 final Plan. Advertising, mailouts, education 
sessions, surveys, pop up at various locations and times, targeted consultations, and public 
hearings. 
 
Citizens of Whitehorse we very engaged in the process and generally liked what they saw as far 
as green spaces, protected areas and future planning designations in the areas that are subject 
matter of this amendment. There was no mention of allowing mining activities. The Applicant 
and the previous claims holders would have been aware of the OCP process and draft Plan . 
 
 
[Some of you may recall that as recent as 2010, the Wolf Creek area was actually identified as a 
potential regional park intending to protect natural habitat and environmentally sensitive 
areas.  Residents were good with that. I am referring to the very  same area you are now being 
asked to allow certain mining activities. ] 
 
 
During Phase 3 of the process a What We Heard document  was released and included an 
emerging direction to conserve natural areas. 67% of respondents either liked or really liked the 
emerging policy: 

- “work cooperatively with various groups to protect existing green spaces and create 
MORE green spaces.” Not take them away. 

 
Nothing that I saw in the What We Heard document that supported mining exploration or 
mining in the City.  
 
 
 
 



AT THIS POINT IN TIME, AMENDMENT PROCESS NOT THE RIGHT PROCESS TO CONSIDER THIS 
CHANGE 
 
By definition amend means to make minor changes or modify something to modernize it. The 
application before you neither minor or modernizing.   
 
The ideal process to consider mining in the City is a full OCP process where all residents are 
informed and participate not a paired down limited amendment process. 
 
Some people think “oh this amendment just effects those people that live in Cowley Creek, 
Mary Lake or Wolf Creek”. Wrong.  
Firstly the Applicant seeks an amendment that would include existing claims along the entire 
south/west flank of Whitehorse from Cowley Creek to Crestview. Unlikely, residents in all of 
those neighbourhoods are aware of proposed amendment and its implications.  
Secondly it effects more than the immediate residents because the area in question is used by 
residents from across the City for snowmobiling, mtn. biking, dirt biking, hiking, skiing.…. These 
are the activities that occur regularly, and have been for 30 years, in area proposed for mining 
activity.  
 
OCPs are by convention revised every 5-8 years. Likely the next Council will start and complete 
the process during its mandate. 
 
 
Timming: 
This amendment is a bit the cart before the horse,  
Finish your own analysis- Mineral Exploration and Development Framework -, allow YG to 
complete it’s work on new Mineral Exploration Legislation. Realistically YG is best suited to 
consider these types of questions on mining as they have the resources and legal responsibility 
to manage mining in the territory. The City has no department of Mining, no dedicated mining  
policy analysts.  
 
The second point is the timing of this application. I do not see the rush in this rush for this 
application. There is no urgent, pending action that needs to be taken in fact from what I’ve 
heard from the proponent is that all they want to do is explore and are curious what’s 
underneath the ground? There are no plans to mine. 
 
Finally, there was some statements about the great economic benefits that would come to the 
City if we allowed mining activities in the City. Bold statements without independent analysis 
and report. I haven’t seen any report from a consulting expert.  Municipalities do not directly 
receive a share of territorial mining royalties or resource extraction revenues. Mayor and 
Council can not simply rely on the mining company’s prospectus (typically used to entice 
investors) or recent Yu Tube posts that there would be a significant economic benefit to the 
City. To rely on such info would be unreasonable and even negligent.   
 



 
Finally, saying no to the amendment is not final, it is not a stop work order and does put a nail 
in the applicant’s coffin. Firstly they have many claims they are exploring and doing work on 
outside of the city boundary, and they can come back at the appropriate time and in the 
appropriate process for such a request. 
 
THANK YOU, 
Laura Cabott 
 
 
 
 
 















Sincerely,

Leyla Weston
Geologist and resident of the City of Whitehorse





Mayor and Council, 

Whitehorse City Hall, 

 

My submission regarding proposed Bylaw 26-25 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

Please reject the proposed Bylaw 26-25.  

The proposed text and map amendments reveal a process that is complex and not well 
understood. The amendments in this bylaw are not typical, such as changes to building 
heights, or lot sizes. They are of much greater import. They make 

 They should be considered in an OCP review. 

The proponent, via this bylaw, proposes to add new policies to the Future Planning Land 
Use Designation. These policies would allow Mineral Exploration on valid mineral claims 
within the Future Planning designation. Mineral exploration is not an activity that the 
current Future Planning designation allows.  
 OCP Land Designation maps show that Future Planning areas include large areas of land 

close to residential and recreational areas, 
many of which have valid mineral claims. If this bylaw is passed, these new policies would 
allow mineral exploration to take place in these Future Planning areas. 

W

 
The proponent, via this bylaw, also proposes to amend the OCP by adding definitions.
The details in these definitions, especially that of “Disturbed Area” which can be broadly 
defined as areas with any detectable previous human disturbance, can then be used to 
redesignate Greenspaces to Future Planning, where, with the addition of the 4 new policies 
proposed in this bylaw, would allow mineral exploration. If you look at the OCP Land use 
designation map, you will see large areas of Greenspace, all of which might have some 
kind of historic human disturbance and risk being redesignated into Future Planning if the 
new definition for disturbed area is applied. 
  
In this bylaw proposal, the proponent’s definition for “disturbed area” is being used to 
redesignate 3 parcels of Greenspace, that of Gem, Chief’s Trend and Arctic-Chief Grafter 
areas, to Future Planning where, according to the proponent’s proposed new definitions in 
this bylaw, would no longer align with the OCP Greenspace designation. 



If this bylaw is passed, these Greenspace/ESA areas would be changed to Future Planning 
areas to allow mineral exploration to take place. The Greenspace/ESA designation would 
be gone.  

 
The Gem parcel, the one that I am most familiar with, is approximately 108 acres in size. It 
is located directly across Mary Lake, very near the Mary Lake Residential area and is 
situated entirely within a greenspace area and the city’s proposed Wolf Creek Regional 
Park. In fact, the proposed exploration area fractures the wildlife corridor that is central to 
the park’s formation. This Greenspace complies with the current OCP 2040, and has been 
reaffirmed as a Greenspace/ESA through former OCP’s, Regional Park planning processes 
(2014), Trails Plan (2007), and the Yukon River Corridor Plan (1990) since the 1990’s. It 
must not be subject to a land use designation change from Greenspace to Future Planning 
based on the proponent’s new definition of disturbance. This definition only suits the 
proponent’s needs.  

 
If this Bylaw is passed, it will likely set the precedent for future applications for mineral 
exploration within the City of Whitehorse regardless of what the Mineral Exploration and 
Development Framework says. This bylaw is not in the best long-term interest of 
Whitehorse residents. It should be dealt with in a formal OCP-2040 review. Please reject 
the proposed Bylaw 26-25. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Lois Johnston 

 
 
 
 
 

 























sump, removing the vegetative mat without storing it for reestablishment, rutting and gouging roads
and trails, and proceeding without approval from the Heritage Resources Unit.�

This indicates that Gladiator Metals�is not a good faith partner where the environment and the health
and safety of our families is concerned.

The lands which would be impacted by Bylaw 2026-25 hold great ecological value and recreational
interest for the residents who live beside them -- a value nearly impossible to restore once industrial
activity is permitted, and impossible to restore once contamination has occurred.�

I ardently urge Council to reject this amendment, or at the very least require an independent
environmental and community impact review before any further reading.�

Thank you for including my submission as part of the public record.

Matthew Lien
Whitehorse, Yukon









Melissa Friend 
 

Whitehorse, Yukon 
August 24, 2026 
 
To: Mayor and Council 
City of Whitehorse 
 
 
Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment — Bylaw 2026-25 
 
 
Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council, 
 
I am writing to express my support for the proposed Official Community Plan amendment (Bylaw  
2026-25), which outlines a clear municipal process for temporary mineral exploration in select 
areas of the Whitehorse Copper Belt. I encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25. 
 
I am a geologist and employee of Archer, Cathro & Associates (1981) Limited (Archer Cathro), a 
Whitehorse-based mineral exploration company. I live in Whitehorse and have worked in the Yukon 
for 10 years. I love living here, being part of this community, and working in the place I call home. 
Mineral exploration supports local employment, commerce, health and wellness, and community 
sponsorship, creating positive and lasting impacts throughout the community. 
 
The Yukon needs mineral exploration, development, and mining, but these activities must be 
conducted responsibly, with respect for our communities and the environment, and within a well-
regulated framework. I believe this amendment provides a reasonable and balanced approach to 
allowing temporary mineral exploration in Whitehorse while maintaining appropriate municipal 
oversight and ensuring responsible practices. 
 
I encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25. Thank you to the team that drafted this balanced and 
considerate amendment.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Melissa Friend 
Senior Geologist 
Archer Cathro 
 







public consultation and engagement that documents how public concerns were actually addressed. 
That process exists for a reason — it's how a proposal gets properly vetted, and how public trust gets 
built before land-use expectations change.

That matters because of what happens when engagement is diminished instead. It doesn't leave 
people better informed — it leaves them divided, distracted, rushed, and stressed. I've heard from 
many residents who believe this bylaw is a "mine or no mine" decision. It isn't. That confusion isn't an 
accident. It's a direct cost of the shortcut.

I saw the alternative firsthand. Residents south of town organized an information night because there 
was no other real support to learn what was actually being proposed. Over a hundred people showed 
up — some from as far as Porter Creek and Whistle Bend. That turnout is what genuine public interest 
looks like when the formal process doesn't leave room for it.

Trust isn't granted by checking boxes. It's earned through logical, authentic engagement with the 
actual issue on the table. That hasn't been offered here to the people of Whitehorse — and there are 
still too many open technical questions, questions about process, and about why this is being rushed, 
for Council to treat that process as adequate or informed.

Shortcuts often look like they save time. But many of us have seen what happens when a process that 
should be serious, careful, and meaningfully engaged gets truncated — the consequences don't just 
land on this community, they can negatively impact the proposal's own timeline too.

A more appropriate process is already written into the City's own policy — a full the Master Plan 
process or wait to include this issue in the next OCP review, for changes this drastic and far-reaching.  

My recommendation/ my ask is that Council avoid a procedural misstep and follow a process designed 
to bring this community together, not pit neighbours against each other in a rush to understand and 
participate in a hurried timeline — one built on comprehensive engagement, on bridging multiple 
perspectives back to the OCP's actual vision, rather than one decided by hot takes or how much 
money is ready to be thrown around.

Sincerely, Michael Svoboda

Whitehorse. 





Thank you for your attention to this very important matter.
 
With great respect,
Michele Emslie

Whitehorse, YT

 

Mobile:
 

 
 

 













Whitehorse, YT
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Firesmarted areas—and these are vast and ugly areas—MUST be off the table as “disturbed” lands. It’s
like the Israeli se�lers saying “Well, no one’s living in the area we blew up, so we can live there.”

No doubt all the bicycling paths being pushed through every area of the city, as well as all the ramp and
beam “features” are also to be seen as mining-ready disturbed areas.

Speaking of purported plans, the Whitehorse OCP was not supposed to have been a pretend guiding
document among council and ci�zens, but an actual statement of agreed principles and expecta�ons. It
was not created, hands were not shaken, to be amended by corporate interests. 62% of ci�zens felt that
mineral explora�on ought to be en�rely banned within City limits.

As we drive around Whitehorse and the Yukon we see those bumper s�ckers that say “Love your device?
That’s from mining.” The other day I was behind a city bus that had a large adver�sement that read
“Love your bicycle? It came from mining.” Preaching to the converted, I thought—cyclists are quite
content to plunder the woods for the sake of their fitness, for adrenaline—but while it is true that
minerals are located and smelted to make bicycles and buses, it does not mean that all areas ought to be
opened up.

One of my personal tenets is that, to me, it does not ma�er if a species is in abundant supply. Of course
it does, but it’s not the only considera�on. When a machine—be that an ATV, snowmachine, or bicycle—
strips off the glacially acquired soil-and-plant cover for someone’s fun, that’s simply unethical. It doesn’t
ma�er of there’s no shortage of moss or kinnikinnick ... those par�cular plants need not have died, and
every growing thing, every moss cushion or twig, ma�ers.

So I was very pleased to discover in my book, Ethics and the Environment by Scherer and A	g,
purchased for a U. of Regina course I subsequently opted not to audit circa 1981 (I’d le� the Yukon to get
a degree), this very concept spoken of. Donald Scherer presents “Anthropocentrism, Atomism, and
Environmental Ethics.” He speaks of individual (plant, creature) rights, and against one J. Baird Callico�’s
opinion that “deliberate sacrifice of individuals may be required to protect ecosystems.”

It does not ma�er that there are loads of prickly wild rose or soapberry bushes; if there’s no good
reason to kill any par�cular one, it should not be killed. All the more so, of course, if it’s a rare species ...
but this conserva�on ethic applies to the common ones, too. One can argue that Gladiator Resources’
profits or that of the cycling and off-road machine shops, the adrenaline rush of the cliff-tumbling
cyclists, are of more import than are the security and peace of the ci�zens who enjoy the land in a less
rapacious manner, but it’s a difficult argument to support.

I thus cannot agree with W.H. Murdy, who believes that human beings ought to pursue their own
interests, not the interests of other species. I think we can agree that that’s a shortsighted and
anthropocentrically absurd idea, although it’s certainly the tack I think “The Wilderness City” has taken,
and will be more coldly taking if it permits this mineral-seeking company to plunder our greenspaces
and forests. If anything, a greater use of humans’ intelligence and, we hope, cross-species empathy,
would be for us humans to be the guardians and support system for the other species—the ones that
cannot relocate, that cannot escape our knobby �res and Kubota buckets and treads.

It is not all about us humans! We have to be the species that controls ourselves, that lays down the
spade when it’s not for the collec�ve good of not just humans but the environment as well.

Thanks for reading. I know I am long-winded, but I think some subjects warrant deep discussion.

Murray Munn,

Whitehorse

























Should Gladiator succeed this time, would they, or other exploitative industries, return to council with
requests for further amendments to other areas? �Once a door has been opened, can
further access be denied?

Concerning the manner in which this bylaw arose, I also question the involvement of city
administration. �Should they assist a company in undermining our city’s Official Community Plan?
Isn’t it their responsibility to support the city, its policies and bylaws?

To conclude, council must recognize that the majority of citizens attending these meeting, and the
overwhelming majority of speakers, are adamantly opposed to this amendment.

Mayor and council, act to preserve the integrity of our Official Community Plan and the process that
brought it about. �Preserve the designation of “environmentally sensitive” for the
tracts of land adjacent to Mary Lake. �Reject amendment 2026-25. 







Whitehorse, Yukon 
August 24, 2026

To: Mayor and Council
City of Whitehorse
Email: publicinput@whitehorse.ca
CC: 

Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment — Bylaw 2026-25

Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council,

This is a letter of support for the proposed Official Community Plan amendment (Bylaw 2026-25). The 
amendment would establish a municipal process for considering temporary mineral exploration in select 
areas of the Whitehorse Copper Belt. In this case, it is 0.81 km2 of land surface being equivalent to 81 
country-residential lots of 1.0 ha each.

Temporary exploration and development in the Copper Belt supports; the ‘Whitehorse declaration of a climate 

emergency’ (September 2019) and the ‘Canadian Critical Minerals Strategy’ (December 2022), relationship 

building with the Kwanlin Dün First Nation and the Ta'an Kwäch'än Council, an opportunity for discussion and 

understanding of the First Nations views of the proposed amendment, partnerships, local jobs and the flow-

through economic benefits to the city and its residents, and the consideration of all views on the matter.

An opportunity exists to utilize the existing access and infrastructure in the City and surroundings in support of 

this project. Contrast this to other projects with complicated and expensive logistics for personnel and supplies, 

access and transportation, new roads and bridges, new energy infrastructure and so on. 

If climate change is ongoing and there will be a demand for critical minerals in the future, the City needs to take 

responsibility and seriously develop and adopt policies and processes that supports this.

I am in support of and encourage Council to adopt Bylaw 2026-25.

My life experience has been in mineral exploration and mining in the Yukon since 1970 and full time 
from 1977 to the present. My business has supplied services to many aspects of the exploration sector 
over the years. Low footprint excavation and reclamation techniques were developed for remote and 
accessible sites. The same techniques are applicable to this project, it can be done. 

In 2020, I collaborated with The Association for Mineral Exploration (AME) for their publication of 
‘Reclamation Guide for Mineral Exploration’, contributing site photography and field techniques 
operating as Stewart Basin Exploration. 

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Robert Stirling
Stewart Basin Exploration

Sincerely,

Robert Stirling













Mr. Sandy Johnston, 
 

Whitehorse, Yukon. 
 
August 24, 2026 

Mayor and Council, 
City of Whitehorse, 
2121 Second Avenue, 
Whitehorse, Yukon Y1A 1C2. 

Re: Opposition to proposed Bylaw 2026-25 — Mineral Exploration within City 
Boundaries 

Dear Mayor and Council, 

I am writing to oppose the proposed Bylaw 2026-25 and respectfully urge Council to vote 
against it. The Bylaw requires far reaching amendments to the City’s 2040 
Community Plan to allow mineral exploration activities in the City of Whitehorse in select 
areas designated as “Greenspace.” The proposed amendments to the OCP are complex 
and convoluted, poorly understood by most residents and will have lasting implications for 
Whitehorse residents and neighbourhoods. The amendments are permanent changes that 
seek to change s and uses of Greenspace and Future Planning Areas,  add 
new, far-reaching and will compromise the original basic intentions of the OCP 
and  the 
“Wilderness City”. 

1.  As indicated in Map 1 Attachment 1 (see Appendix 1 of this submission which is the 
of the proposal, the 

proponent seeks to redesignate an /ESA (where 
mineral exploration is prohibited  to the proponent’s  Future Planning 
designation that will allow mineral exploration. This constitutes a major and permanent 
amendment to the OCP It has major implications across 
Whitehorse because there are several Future Planning Areas with claims that the new 

. To accomplish the re-designation of Greenspace, the proponent 
introduc  very broadly as areas with any 
detectable previous human disturbance. The proponent uses of “Disturbed 
Area” to disqualify the Greenspace designation and re-designate it as their 
Future Planning designation. 
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The proponent provides two notable examples of what, in their view, constitutes a 
“disturbed area”.  The most concerning example to me is areas that have undergone fuel 
abatement and/or FireSmarting.  The suggestion that the Greenspace areas in the 
Whitehorse Fuel Break and FireSmart-ed areas should be re-characterized as “disturbed 
areas” and therefore no longer suitable for a Greenspace designation, is a gross 
mischaracterization of what fuel abatement really is, a stand conversion from one forest to 
another.  Page 6 of the June 29 Administration Report implies the area shown on the Map 1 
Attachment 1 is a clear-cut.  This is simply not true! The Shaded Fuel 
Break in this area is green, with spaced conifers, willows and aspens.  The ground is 
covered with kinnikinnick, berry bushes, mosses and grasses. Regrowth of 

It is a pleasant open park-like setting to walk, ski, snowshoe, snowmobile through. The area 
contains two renown multi-use trails – the Swanstrom Trail and the Trans Canada Trail 
which are used year-round. It is undeniably a Greenspace.  

I have personally overseen FireSmart projects undertaken on behalf of the Mary Lake 
Community Association, and I have also applied for, and managed, contracts for projects 
in the South Whitehorse Fuel Break. Public support, or social licence, for these projects 
was achieved largely because residents were assured that the work would convert existing 
mixed forests and landscapes that were 
resilient forests and landscapes. The Whitehorse Fuel Break is essentially a stand 
conversion—transforming a burnable Greenspace into a less burnable Greenspace.   
Actions to subsequently speed up the transformation by replanting 
deciduous aspen and berry bushes, and promote natural revegetation by willows 
demonstrates this. No redesignation was ever required or implied, and no redesignation 
was suggested or requested by the City. In fact, this is clearly OCP, where 
fuel abatement is the only recognized development activity allowed in a Greenspace 
designation. Had the public known that fuel abatement and FireSmart projects in their 
favourite Greenspaces would jeopardize Greenspace status, I doubt they would have been 
as supportive. To accept the proposal to redesignate Greenspace because it has been 
treated for fuel abatement would be a betrayal of the public trust that was established 
throughout these projects. There is still considerable fuel abatement work to be 
undertaken in Greenspaces across the City, but if residents see that such work can result in 
the loss of Greenspace status, public support for these important wil -resilience 
activities may be seriously undermined. 
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Illustration 1. The shaded Fuel Break in Map 1 Attachment 1 in the proposed exploration 
area. Here, fuel abatement occurred through 2023. Since then, willows, aspen and 

cover. The area is Greenspace. 

____________________________ 

 

The second notable example of a disturbed area given provided by the proponent is areas 
that have any indication of previous mineral exploration and/or mining activity.  Evidence of 
previous activity includes a broad, all-inclusive range of disturbances even if the 
disturbances have revegetated or naturally recovered. To infer that previously 
mined/explored areas within the City, will not qualify as Greenspace, is unacceptable. It 
means that as more disturbance evolves, Greenspace shrinks forever. All areas opened to 
mineral exploration within the City permanently lose any possible future designation of 
Greenspace.  Furthermore, Disturbed Areas will become extremely vulnerable to 

Restoration of mineral exploration 
and mining activities are often to restore the landscape to the original natural state – i.e. to 
a greenspace.  Topsoil and surface layers are replaced and planted. 
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Illustration 2.  Re-vegetation in progress of an area with previous mining activity 40-50 years 
ago in the Gem/Keewenaw site. Under the proposal, the area would be described as 
“disturbed” by historical mining activity and therefore unsuitable for any eventual 
Greenspace designation, even if it fully recovered. 

_____________________________________ 

 

The notion that Greenspace is not a greenspace if it is “disturbed” is archaic.  Most of 
Whitehorse greenspaces at one time or another have been disturbed – for example, the 

are many noteworthy iconic “greenspaces” that occur in previously disturbed landscapes, 
e.g. Stanley Park, Algonquin Park, the Burwash Uplands.  

 

of “Future Planning ” areas by 
adding new policies 15.4.7- 15.4.10 so that mineral exploration becomes an acceptable 
activity in Future Planning  areas. Mineral exploration is not an activity currently allowed in 
existing Future Planning areas. Future Planning designations were meant to be used for 
developments/infrastructure in support of Greenspace and residential/community needs; 
not to allow mining exploration. In my view, Council should not treat this as a minor 
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administrative adjustment; it is a substantive policy shift in how future planning areas 
 

To redesignate Greenspace to Future Planning in the manner proposed sets a dangerous 
precedent and 
reduces/removes the protection currently provided for Greenspace and creates a pathway 
for mineral exploration in all Future Planning Areas across Whitehorse that have mining 
claims in good sta near these Future Planning Areas 
where their current expectation is that mineral exploration will not be allowed.  

We all know that mineral exploration is an activity that precedes the development of a 
mine.  Even though some will state a mine is “a long shot”, the primary objective of 

The proponent is already publicly 
talking about a world class open pit mine.  This must be acknowledged and not minimized. 
Mineral exploration is allowed with this understanding.  You are gambling on whether future 
generations will 
exorbitant and you leave it to future generations to pay the debt. In the meantime, you leave 
residents wondering if/when a mine might appear close to their neighbourhood. The 
Cowely Creek and Mary Lake subdivisions are already at this point!  

 

3. As shown Map 1 of Attachment 1, the proponent seeks to reclassify a Greenspace and 
Environmentally Sensitive Area so that mineral exploration is allowed.  The area shown in 
Map 1 Attachment 1 bisects the proposed Wolf Creek Park (and wildlife corridor along Wolf 
Creek  It must be emphasized that the 
existing Greenspace/ESA Area designation in this area is the result years of research, 
planning and consultation. Hence it should not be changed without thorough consideration 
of impacts on use by residents, wildlife and planned park areas.   

The report,  -
describes the wildlife and habitat values of the Mary Lake area. This report was 

authored in 2000 by a team of experts .  
This work and  the 
Greenspace and Environmentally Sensitive Area designations in the 2010 and subsequent 
OCP’s and the Whitehorse Regional Parks Plan, adopted by the City in June 2014.  The 
Parks Plan 
Plan 2009, the Parks and Recreation Master Plan 2007, the Trails Plan 2007, and the Yukon 
River Corridor Plan 1999.  Clearly, the land designations for the Mary Lake and Wolf Creek 
area are the result multi-year public planning processes, including public consultations. I 
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raise this history to emphasize that the Greenspace designations have been repeatedly 
over the past two and a half decades and should not be simply undone because 

of an application to conduct mineral exploration—an activity that is not allowed in these 
areas. 

 

Illustration 3. The Wolf Creek Park outlined by the pink dotted line, is part of City of 
Whitehorse Regional Parks Plan  provides an 
important wildlife corridor along Wolf Creek and Mary Lake and across the Yukon River 
valley. The proposed 100 acre mineral exploration area adjacent to Mary Lake cuts directly 
across this corridor roughly westward from the “L” in label for Mary Lake.  The August 2000 

the most important aspects of this Wildlife Area is 
the important corridor it provides between lands outside of the City of Whitehorse in south 
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Whitehorse and the Wolf Creek – 
is probably critical to the long-term viability of the Wolf Creek/Cowley Creek- Yukon River 
Wildlife Area”.  The continuity of this Greenspace/ESA corridor will be fractured by the 
proposed amendments.  

____________________________________ 

 

4. The proposed mineral exploration area depicted in Map 1 of Attachment 1 is too close to 
residential areas and should be removed from the proposal.   Although the bylaw does not 
authorize mining or permanent development, mineral exploration is not a minor or 
consequence-free activity. The mineral exploration activities currently occurring just 
outside City limits already are impacting residents of Mary Lake and Cowley Creek 
subdivisions.  Noise from drilling and associated vehicles and equipment, impacts to trails 
and recreational activities, impacts to water bodies and crossings are being noted.  These 
impacts will increase substantially if drilling activity is allowed to move into the proposed 
area shown in Map 1 Attachment 1. 

Many residents of Mary Lake and Cowley Creek, rely on wells and groundwater, use trails 
daily, and expect green spaces and environmentally sensitive areas to be protected. Many 

 “Residents of Whitehorse should be able to live, work 
and play within the municipal boundaries without fear of exploration being undertaken 
in recreational areas and in their backyard”.  Allowing mineral exploration here risks 
placing speculative private mineral interests ahead of the public interest, public health, 
ecological stewardship, recreation, and community well-being. Allowing mineral 
exploration compromises the years of stewardship by long term residents that has gone 
into making this area what it is, and has become as part of the “Wilderness City.” 
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Illiustration 4.  A residence approximately 600m directly across from the eastern portion of 
the proposed exploration areas outlined in Map 1 of Attachment 1.   It’s too close! Impacts 
from drilling activities will be unavoidable and 
top of the ridge on the west side of Mary Lake to the ridge on the east side of Mary Lake with 

the noise. There are several residences along the east side of 
Mary Lake.  Noise is already a problem from drilling activities already underway much 
further away just outside but along the City Boundary. 

________________________________________ 

 

5. Access for the proposed mineral exploration in the area shown in Map 1 attachment 1 is 
through Mary Lake country residential subdivision which represents a safety problem. The 
site is accessed along a single lane, earthen road which serves mostly as access for a local 
residence, as a recreational trail for residents to access the Trans Canada Trail, 
Swanstrom’s Trail and the Greenspace in between.  The access route has blind corners and 
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proponent wishes to use Swanstrom’s Trail to access drilling sites.  This is a well-used 
recreational trail year-round by Whitehorse residents.   

 

Illustration 5. The narrow, dirt single lane road used to access the Gem/Keewenaw site 
presents safety issues with steep grades and blind corners.  Additional vehicular use risks 
is a safety risk for residents and will impact residential and recreational use. 

 

6. A much more consultative approach is required before advancing this proposal.  I urge 
Council to consider the level of public opposition already expressed in your recent 2025 
and 2026 public surveys about mineral exploration in Whitehorse.  Residents have serious 
concerns which are documented in the “What We Heard Reports” over the past 2 years. 
Whether to allow mineral exploration in the City should be addressed through a more 
comprehensive, community-involved OCP process which should include the City Mineral 
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Exploration and Development Framework; not through a bylaw that quickly opens the door 
to mineral exploration before residents have a thorough understanding of the proposal and 

, nor before residents have 
protections and oversight are strong enough. 

We need to be able to consider, discuss and fully understand the implications of this 
proposal in an open and transparent forum. A Public Hearing is not the place to do this – we 
can’t ask questions; we only have 5 minutes! Same for Mayor and Council meetings – no 
questions, no time! We need a forum that allows and promotes 2-way communication. I 
ask you to please bring a completed Mineral Exploration and Development Framework into 
an OCP process, a process that has history and has worked well. Until that is completed, 
please reject or defer Bylaw 26-25 and the amendments within in.   

 

Thank you for considering my comments. 

Sincerely, 
 
Sandy Johnston 
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3. Conflict with the proposed Wolf Creek Park

I understand that there is an approved/proposed Wolf Creek Park in the area where

the exploration and mining activities are being proposed. If this is the case, I

strongly believe that mining activity should not be permitted in an area that the City

has identified for future public park use.

A city park and an industrial mining operation are fundamentally incompatible uses

of land, particularly in an environmentally sensitive residential area.

4. Direct impact on nearby residents

The proposed exploration area is directly across Mary Lake from my home. The

lake carries sound very effectively, and we are already hearing increased noise

coming from the site.

Because of the close proximity, any expansion of exploration or eventual mining

activity would have a direct effect on the quality of life of my family and other

nearby residents. Noise, industrial traffic, dust, and visual impacts would not be

distant or theoretical concerns for us—they would be part of our immediate

surroundings.

5. Risk to groundwater and drinking water

Residents of Mary Lake and Cowley rely heavily on wells for household water.

Unlike many other parts of the city, residents in these areas cannot simply connect

to a municipal water system if their groundwater becomes contaminated.

For this reason, the potential consequences of mining-related contamination are

particularly serious. In my view, the risk to groundwater and drinking water must be

given the highest consideration before any exploration or mining activity is

approved.

No economic benefit from a copper mine can justify exposing residents to an

unacceptable risk to the water supply on which their homes depend.

6. Protecting the character of the community

As a homeowner within city limits, I expect the City to protect the residential and

environmental character of areas such as Mary Lake. I did not purchase my home

expecting to live beside an industrial mining operation. I chose this area specifically

because of its natural environment, quiet character, and protected green space.

I respectfully ask Council to consider the long-term consequences of this decision,

not only the potential short-term economic benefits. Once an industrial mining

operation is established in an environmentally sensitive area, the effects on the

landscape, wildlife, water, roads, and surrounding community may be difficult or

impossible to reverse.



7. Environmental and health risks associated with copper mining

From what I have learned, copper mining can present significant environmental

risks because the mining process can expose large quantities of sulphide-bearing

rock and waste material to oxygen and water. This can result in acid rock drainage,

which can mobilize and release metals such as lead, mercury, copper and other

potentially toxic elements into groundwater and surface water. The Government of

Canada recognizes that sulphide minerals exposed during metal mining can generate

sulphuric acid and metal-laden drainage, with potentially significant impacts on

aquatic ecosystems. (Canada )

This is particularly concerning in the Yukon. Yukon government information

identifies acid rock drainage from mine tailings as a significant environmental

concern and notes that low-pH leachate containing elevated concentrations of

dissolved metals can negatively affect groundwater and surface-water resources.

(Open Yukon )

The concern is not limited to the active mining period. Once sulphide-bearing waste

rock and tailings are exposed to air and water, acid-generating reactions can

continue over long periods and may require ongoing monitoring, containment and

treatment. Yukon environmental information has also recognized that acid rock

drainage can begin to affect water quality years after mining activity has ceased.

(Open Yukon )

For a residential area such as Mary Lake, I believe the potential for long-term

contamination of groundwater, surface water, soil and surrounding habitat deserves

particularly careful consideration. I do not believe that residents should be expected

to accept these risks without clear, independent evidence demonstrating that the

proposed exploration and mining activities can be carried out without creating

unacceptable long-term environmental or health consequences.

For these reasons, I respectfully request that the City:

● Reject the proposed changes to Bylaw 2026-25; and

● Decline Gladiator’s application for exploration and mining activities in the Mary

Lake area.

I ask Council to protect the Mary Lake environment, groundwater, wildlife,

proposed parkland, and the quality of life of the residents who call this area home.

Thank you for considering my opinion.

Sincerely,



Sofiya Melekhova

Mary Lake Subdivision









municipal bylaws align with modern territorial frameworks.

I urge Council to prioritize the voices of local residents, protect our shared green

spaces, and vote against this OCP amendment. Thank you for your time, consideration,

and dedication to the future of Whitehorse

Stephanie Hammond 





Currently this noise is being produced from outside city limits. Approving this amendment will worsen
living condi�ons for many residents here.
 
My husband and I a�ended the July 7, 2026 council mee�ng. I was deeply disappointed with the
Mayor’s comments:
 

1.     “we’ve worked a lot with this company…they’ve narrowed their scope to a point where, to
me when I look at the maps it looks reasonable”

a.     The city has worked a lot with the company. What about the residents of Mary Lake
and Cowley Creek subdivisions? Up un�l a�er this July 7 council mee�ng, there was zero
consulta�on with residents. We later received a le�er dated July 15 to provide no�ce of
the public hearing, and for the first �me a message board was installed at the mailboxes.
b.     He has looked at the maps and considers it reasonable. Has he physically been out to
the area (the subdivisions and drilling sites)? I saw one of the councillors at a Mary Lake
community event related to this issue on August 12. I very much appreciate the effort for
her to come out and learn more. I would hope that the mayor and every single councillor
made that same effort to visit the area so they can understand more than what a map will
show.

 
2.     “So I think there is a package in here that allows a company to go forward in an explora�on
program that may have some impact on the neighbourhood. I’m not so sure it’s so drama�c.”

a.     Does the mayor live in Mary Lake or Cowley Creek? Perhaps the impact is not so
drama�c when it doesn’t affect you directly – doesn’t disrupt anything about your current
living situa�on. If the claim was 1 or 2km from your residence, if drilling noise became a
regular sound, if the status of trails you enjoy around your property were all of a sudden
declining, if the thriving environment you normally see is now sca�ered with fuel spills,
low-hanging power cables, garbage, lower water levels due to the pumps, etc. would your
opinion change?
b.   What happens when, not if, wells are contaminated? Is the City prepared to pay for
remedia�on and/or pumping sta�ons and bring water to this part of the City?

 
3.     “My bugbear is we’ve got no development in Whitehorse or most of the Yukon. We just
aren’t doing very well other than living off money that’s transferred to us from O�awa. And I’d
like to be able to, in my �me in this chair, to be able to say we got somewhere with some
economic ac�vity that wasn’t about mining O�awa.”

a.     I understand you want to leave a legacy. How about se	ng a good example of
leadership and doing the right thing? How about ac�ng with integrity and vo�ng with the
majority (which has consistently been against this proposal)? What about the legacy
many of the Cowley Park residents were planning to leave for their children? By allowing
this proposal to go through, those legacies are threatened. And even more people could
be impacted in the future depending on where other claims within city limits lay.
b.     This is not the first �me this area has been explored/mined. Do the poten�al benefits
of allowing this to proceed really outweigh the risks/concerns?

 
It is frustra�ng that we are s�ll here talking about this. Like many others, this process has taken up way
too much of my �me this summer and has taken me away from fully enjoying it with my family. This is
where our �me should be focused, not on trying to expedite an amendment to a carefully and
though�ully produced OCP conducted through extensive public consulta�on. And not when a mineral
framework and sufficient �me to assess all aspects of the proposal aren’t available. 
 



I would like to thank you for the opportunity to express my opposi�on. To clarify, I am not against
mineral explora�on or mining. But I am, and always will be, against it occurring within city limits and so
close to where people live and have put down roots.
 
Thank you,
Tanya Lubbers







Environmental Stewardship.

Policy 7.1.1 states the City will update mapping of environmentally sensi�ve areas “as new informa�on
becomes available”.

Exis�ng groundwater studies reveal high levels of some metals like manganese, iron, others – in
the city
New informa�on is becoming available regarding the city’s groundwater: AGWA stands for
Assessing Groundwaters in the Whitehorse Area.
Hundreds of groundwater samples in the Whitehorse area were collected and are being analyzed.
This will help understand groundwater quality and how condi�ons may be affected by natural and
human factors.

According to policy 7.1.1, mapping of environmentally sensi�ve areas should be updated with new
informa�on from the AGWA study.

 

Policy 7.1.2 states “Development will be limited in environmentally sensi�ve areas … excep�ons will be
based on the findings of professionally prepared studies or reports”

With no jus�fica�on, administra�on has waived the need for professionally prepared reports.

 

Omi	ng informa�on about groundwater, and waiving professional studies required by policy, are major
gaps in administra�on’s analysis. And there are more.

 

Policy 7.18 states the city will not support uses or ac�vi�es that will have a significant nega�ve impact
on surface or groundwater water quality.

Drilling comes with poten�al risks to groundwater quality and quan�ty.

Drilling creates new pathways through rock forma�ons – pre-exis�ng ground water pressures and
flows may be impacted.
Exploratory drilling may allow poor quality groundwater to mix with drinking water.
Underground contaminants may migrate through the new pathways.
Changes to ground water pressures and flows may impact exis�ng domes�c water wells on private
proper�es.

Who monitors the changes to groundwater? Will the city?

What happens if there is a deteriora�on of drinking water?

These risks should be assessed before drilling is permi�ed near water bodies, water courses and
wetlands.

 

Policy 7.19 states the city will con�nue to take steps to protect against groundwater pollu�on.

An important first step to protect against groundwater pollu�on would be aquifer mapping –
mapping the drinking water.

 



In whatever private process occurred when administra�on helped the applicant with their amendment,
these four important policies related to groundwater were neglected.

 

The city invested in a public process to develop a Dra� Mineral Explora�on and Development
Framework.

The applicant indicated the dra� framework “does not enable explora�on in their desired work areas”.
They made a proposal that bypasses, and undermines the dra� framework.

As ci�zens’ representa�ves, I urge Mayor and Council to ensure comple�on of the dra� framework
process.

As a ci�zen, I want to trust the public process.

 

I strongly oppose this applica�on to amend the OCP, and urge Mayor and Council to reject it.

 











Venessa Bennett 
 

Whitehorse, YT,  
 

Ph:  
Email:  

 
To: Mayor and Council 
City of Whitehorse 
Email: publicinput@whitehorse.ca 
CC:  
DATE: August 24, 2026 
 
 
 
Re: Support for Official Community Plan Amendment — Bylaw 2026-25 
 
Dear Mayor Cameron and Members of Council, 
 
I am writing on behalf of Drone North, a Whitehorse-based UAV and geospatial services 
company that supports mineral exploration programs across the Yukon, including work in 
the Whitehorse Copper Belt. Our team provides drone-based magnetic, LiDAR, and 
photogrammetric surveys that help explorers define targets with minimal ground 
disturbance and shorter field seasons.  
 
We strongly support the proposed Official Community Plan amendment (Bylaw 2026-25), 
which would establish a clear municipal process for considering temporary mineral 
exploration in select areas of the Whitehorse Copper Belt.  
 
Copper is now recognized as a critical mineral essential to the global energy transition, 
electrification, and Canadian national security. The International Energy Agency’s Global 
Critical Minerals Outlook 2026 reports that copper prices reached record highs in early 2026 
and that a supply deficit is projected to persist through 2035, driven by strong demand from 
grids, electric vehicles, renewable energy, data centres, and defence technologies 
(https://iea.blob.core.windows.net/assets/19c60aa0-ee07-4a20-a138-
33c967ac5008/GlobalCriticalMineralsOutlook2026.pdf) .  
 
In this context, new, responsibly developed copper projects in stable jurisdictions are 
increasingly valuable on the world stage.The Whitehorse Copper Belt sits in a rare position 
to contribute to this need.  
 
Whitehorse offers reliable access to clean hydroelectric power, existing road and air 
connections, and a skilled local workforce, all within a well-regulated Canadian permitting 
environment. Compared with many global copper districts, projects advanced from  
 
Whitehorse can benefit from lower carbon intensity, predictable regulatory oversight, and 
proximity to infrastructure. These are all extremely crucial attributes that are highly 
attractive to international investors and off-takers seeking secure, ESG-aligned supply. 



Venessa Bennett

Whitehorse, YT, 

Ph: 
Email:

Global uncertainty around energy security, trade policy, and supply-chain concentration has 
made copper not just an economic commodity but a strategic one. 

We support an amendment that enables this type of work under clear municipal conditions, 
including notification, time limits, and restoration requirements where appropriate. In our 
view, Bylaw 2026-25 provides a reasonable and balanced framework to consider temporary 
mineral exploration in the Whitehorse Copper Belt while maintaining appropriate municipal 
oversight. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

___________________________________ 

Venessa Bennett (Ph.D, P. Geo, Adv. Dip. GIS/RS) 
Geomantia Consulting 
Chief Pilot/Founder 
Drone North















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































From: Graeme Poile
To: publicinput@whitehorse.ca
Subject: Bylaw 2026-25 - OCP amendments
Date: Monday, August 24, 2026 12:00:51 PM

        Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this
is important <https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification> 
       
To Mayor and City Council:

I am writing to express my opposition to Bylaw 2026-25, which I understand allows for increased mining within
Whitehorse City limits. 

The OCP should be respected as a result of planning and contributions from a broad swath of stakeholders and
rightsholders.  Amending to prioritize industry is to be anti-democratic. 

Amending the OCP to prioritize industry produces adverse effects for residents of Whitehorse in two primary ways:
it shows that further capture of the democratic process is possible by industry (allowing for then further erosion of
democratic norms), and it also will produce adverse environmental impacts in the long term.  Surface and
groundwater will be negatively impacted, just as habitat destruction will take place.  Such effects may be
permissible when balanced with a consideration for true economic impacts directly to residents, but we have a
system which massively/predominantly benefits industry, and does not provide any tangible economic benefits to
whitehorse residents, except to the potential very few individuals who may be employed.  The costs outweigh the
benefits.

Thank you for your attention,

Graeme Poile
Riverdale resident and homeowner + tax payer

mailto:publicinput@whitehorse.ca
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