
Part 5  -  Of The War on Aviation

	 

	 	 Documenting Perpetual Mismanagement 


	 Background and Review; This the fifth chapter of a document that I 
began in 2008. The original objective was a factual record of decisions and 
actions taken by regulators of Yukon aviation. It was never intended to be 
a personal record of perceived transgressions or a forum for whining. 

	 I believe that a chronological record of government actions 
combined with a summary of the aviation situation is an effective tool for 
evaluation and improvement. I am committed to accuracy and objectivity. 
Where I make judgements or draw conclusions I intend to clearly label it. 
Should I make errors in fact or treat anyone unfairly, I urge the readers to 
contact me to allow correction or clarification.


After nearly 20 years of recording Government actions in aviation I am forced to 
wonder; Is the situation at Yukon airports only the unfortunate inevitable consequence 
of incapacity, or is this more deliberate as Jung offers us; 


"When a rational explanation is absent we must logically assume the consequences are 
the objective."  


May 2024 - Everything Old is New Again ! (Sadly)


After attending the COPA Annual General Meeting earlier this spring I was motivated to 
do a little research on the " Yukon Airports Advisory Committee" (YAAC), that we forced 
the creation of back in 2018.


At the time our agreement with the Yukon Government was that a public committee 
would be created to oversee the Yukon Government operation of all Yukon airports 
because of their consistent failures to manage the airports in a competent fashion. A 
second commitment was made to have COPA meet directly with the Minister twice a 
year to deliver a "report card" of their actions. All this was caused by a history of poor 
decisions partly documented in this and the previous four editions of this blog (available 
here).


The Minister at the time was Richard Mostyn and the ADM in charge was Alan Nixon. 
Shortly after this I resigned from the Presidency of COPA and from my role in the 
discussions.




Today, as I read the Ministers Order In Council 2018-33 which creates the YAAC, I 
realize how easily and quickly their commitment was avoided. Rather than committing to 
full oversight Mostyn and his staff weaselled out of anything binding and confined the 
creation of the official body to a mandate of solely economic issues. They also watered 
down the membership to "divide and conquer" airport expertise, the continuation of their 
'modus operandi' which has existed ever since the creation of the department.


For those readers not witness to the creation of the Aviation and Marine Services 
Branch back in the early 1990's, I recall the entire department was created and given 
mandate over all Yukon airports and operations. In accordance with the policy of the 
day the entire department was to be "De-centralized" to Haines Junction. A facility was 
built there and the entire staff was recruited to live and work from there. An unfortunate 
result was that only people willing to relocate were hired, and an even more unfortunate 
result was that no one with any actual experience in aviation was hired. That decision 
dictated two results;

	 - there was no depth or expertise in staff, and

	 - it made the staff subject do easy manipulation by politicians. 

This situation was perpetuated in the thirty years since.


I recall that the incompetence was so prevalent that subsequently when a new Director 
was hired years later all the aviation community was motivated and unanimous in 
asking only one thing of Minister Mostyn at that time; "...please just hire some one 
with expertise in aviation!" 


Of course he did not. Instead they hired a person from Southern BC with policy and HR 
experience (who I believe, remains in place to this day.) It seems from my attendance at 
the COPA discussions recently the Yukon Government has skillfully avoided 
accountability for their airport management. It appears too that, possibly in anticipation 
of responsible governance by them, COPA failed to force them to deliver on the second 
commitment, that of bi-annual one on one review of issues. This might have prevented 
the sabotage of the committee had it been implemented, but we will never know.


Because I remain motivated in the pursuit of competent aviation management I have 
changed my mind about closing this blog (which has documented their behaviour in 4 
parts beginning in 2008). Instead I see the need is likely even greater for a first person 
document of their actions and deceptive promises.


May 18, 2024	 	 Fuel woes	.


During the last week we see all the usual reminders of the annual return of the flying 
economy to the Yukon;

	 -The migration of many light aircraft North to Alaska

	 -The helicopters practicing rotations in the infields and landing in small clearings 
west of town as check pilots drill their charges

	 -Floatplanes begin their transition to floats from wheels or skis.

	 -The return of the Fire-Bombers




	 -The failure of the security gates around the airport (one lease-holder was told by 
a YTG employee just to "pretend it worked"!)


	 The most important issue facing CYXY (and the Yukon Government if they still 
pretend to want a functioning aviation industry) is the availability of fuel for light aircraft. 
A woman flying an American registered light aircraft landed ahead of me Friday and 
taxied for fuel so she could continue travelling North. Once again the fuel pumps in 
CYXY were not working. She was forced to contact the number given on the pumps and 
wait will an attendant drove up to the airport from Riverdale. It seems their payment 
system has been down for a long while. 


	 I think back to my recent trip across Canada in a super Cub a few weeks back 
and how every airport I landed at in 4000 kilometers had efficient fuelling systems, 
customer oriented facilities and friendly staff, until I got to Watson Lake. That system 
was broken and no one there could help.  


	 And, I think back to an event just before I departed on that trip when a Piper 160 
ahead of me at the pumps here finished fuelling at these same pumps and was horrified 
to see by the meter he had loaded and was paying for more than 350 liters of fuel. We 
both glanced around to look for a tell-tale puddle since a 160 only holds about 1/3 of 
that when absolutely empty. That day I left him too dialling the same phone number the 
American woman was now trying to use.


	 As I talk to flying contractors in Dawson City I hear horror stories about fuel 
availability there and YTG placed prohibitions on them storing fuel on the airport 
property there. It seems there is no flexibility..."the rules are the rules....common sense 
be damned?" Another example of people with no real world experience managing an 
industry they know nothing about?


	 

May 27, 2024 	 Latest Rumour from the CYXY Construction Site;


	 Is it possible for a security guard at the airport, to make a decision to close down 
the construction site to the result of One Million Tax-Dollar$ lost in just two days? 

Ask around, see if you find what I did. (Let me know?)


June 23, 2024	 Human Nature and Disappointment


	 The rumour mill works in a predictable way; First - is the outrageous (sometimes 
sensational) allegation, Then - there is a period of time where the story is either 
repeated and validation made or the story dies, and Finally - the public becomes numb 
to the outrage and we each just throw it onto the pile of growing frustrations. The story 
from May 27 made it to that pile.


	 The private "self-serve" fuel at CYXY continues to be NON-SELF-SERVE. We all 
scramble locally to ensure fuel availability. The deterioration of this service has a lot of 



factors, some we can only guess at, but the last thing the Territorial Government 
demonstrates is concern. If this is resolved in their normal fashion they likely just outlaw 
the possession or handling of fuel on any airport property? (I say this not in jest.)


	 A couple of politicians were seen out wandering the airport property recently 
asking questions and seeing the world for themselves, unfortunately none with power, 
or maybe even prospects of power. At least they were here.


	 A serious airplane crash occurred out at Haines Junction last week and sincere 
condolences go to to all those affected. There have been many motorcycle and 
automobile fatalities through out the Yukon during the last two weeks hopefully this 
trend ends now.


	 Forest fires burn in Central and Eastern Yukon but so far the Whitehorse region 
benefits from occasional periods of heavy rain. The air-tanker group is moving to best 
advantage as usual. Thanks to those guys.


June 26, 2024 - Yukon Government opposition writes of woes -


	 The government MLA's wrote a letter last week which they circulated to us 
outlining some of their observations and asking questions of the current Minister in 
charge of airports. They ask;


...The most significant and immediate of these concerns is the lack of proper drainage 
along the taxiway.During spring melt, as well as following significant rain, there are 
significant issues with water that hampers the ability of the affected stakeholders from 
using the taxiway at all. Furthermore, the flooding and water issues create some safety 
issues as well, as the subsurface fire hydrants are often either flooded or frozen 
completely solid, to the point of being unusable. Can you please explain why drainage was 
not considered in the construction of the new taxiway, despite stakeholders repeatedly 
raising this with Yukon Government?


Of course there will be no reply that isn't a thinly veiled insult and projection. This 
Government has been in control for so long the arrogance is no longer even seen as a 
scandal in itself. 


	 This letter is added to the appendix of official correspondence and documents 
listed here at the start of our Politics Page (www.yukonflying.com/politics).


Nov 30, 2024  - Overdue Update ...same-old, or a tale of optimism?


	 So there have been no updates here in this blog since June (nearly five months) 
because we saw so little from the Yukon Government. Perhaps they are just busy 
elsewhere but I sense airport management has focused on bigger issues and is leaving 
the private aviation types to get on without them.  And, I think on the Federal side TC 
regulators are probably still working from home. 


http://www.yukonflying.com/politics


	 The re-construction at CYXY was a major project and it is only half done. Next 
year will be the same. Hopefully they find a way to avoid another expensive disaster like 
the incident at the end of May. Because of the major construction they waited until snow 
and freezing temperatures to continue the taxi-way and hydrant projects, or, well, 
whatever it is they are doing.  YTG did hold some good information meetings about this, 
but I didn't attend so I can't blame anyone else for my personal ignorance here. I would 
be remiss though in not referencing this improved communication on their part.


	 The annual Pilots Appreciation Night (PAN Party) put on by local Nav Canada 
tower guys and by COPA 106 was last night. Thanks to those who put this together 
again (for the 30th +- years). It was great to see everyone.


	 A low point for me at the PAN party occurred when I met several YTG, and ex-
YTG, types who sought me out to tell me nothing has changed inside the system. They 
complained "there are just too many people employed at YTG", and that the "obstacles 
can't be removed,"....  "they are just left in place and worked around".  


	 It took only a  little research later to find they were speaking of the same person 
who caused the construction shut-down in May. I recall years ago that when first hired 
this person came with no experience and was almost immediately referenced in local 
media for his bizarre and childish antics at the airport. Since then somehow he has 
been promoted many times and has become very powerful. I surmise rather than being 
fired he will soon be a director and will perpetuate the cycle.


	 No one in this Government wants to risk controversy to get rid of problems, they 
just move them aside, or promote them, leaving their co-workers to endure (or leave), 
and the public to pay for their mistakes. I suppose this is not new. As usual, the result is 
too often that the competent and motivated people who can find better situations leave, 
and those with no options stay.


February 18, 2025	 New Government staff, and loss of old ones...


	 Frank Close, past manager of the Whitehorse Airport passed away very recently 
at far too young an age. Frank came from a very long time aviation family that flew in 
Watson Lake for decades. He was gregarious friendly and usually very funny. We will 
miss him a lot.


	 The Yukon Government has just hired a new Director of Aviation and Marine. Tru-
to-form, the new guy comes with no aviation background, instead he leaves a lengthy 
career in the Federal Civil Service. I think we all greet this news with more sadness and 
resignation. Word is he is on a one year assignment. 


	 Matt Carpenter had a nasty crash a few weeks back near Faro (I hope he doesn't 
mind that I named him?) Sounds like it was no cause of his own and he is recovering 
and planning his next flying adventures at home as I write. The rescue was in the media 
and was sensational because it involved US Military helicopters, C-130 and 



Globemaster fixed wing, and a whole slew of local Faro resources before they got him 
out. (Thanks to the RCMP and Faro C.O. for their considerable effort in the rescue.)


	 Cousins was plowed this week! That is great news. I heard that is to ensure its 
available as phase-two of the main runway repair goes ahead this spring. It will be the 
South end this time. It is sure to be inconvenient but the guys in the tower make it all 
work smoothly as far as air traffic is concerned. We appreciate them!


	 I will try to do more frequent updates.


Feb. 21, 2025	 Just a note about the "Black Wolf Bistro".


	 I was tired and cold working on the airplane today so went to the Black Wolf 
Bistro in the CYXY terminal. The food was simply excellent (and less expensive than the 
old standby across the road where I have been eating at since 1977.) Try this Black 
Wolf Bistro and you won't be disappointed.


	 Just a political note, (because thats why I'm here after all), while enjoying my 
lunch and looking out over the airport ramps, I watched what has become a routine 
procedure that I still can't accept as necessary. Air North was towing the ATR up to the 
gate for loading. The YTG "Security" vehicle rushed out from where it usually parks in 
the middle of the ramp, and stopped them. The guard paused the movie on his phone, 
exited the heated comfort of his car, and searched both the aircraft and loader. After 
being satisfied there was no bombs or hijackers in the tow vehicle AND the airplane, he 
returned to the safety of his car, returned to the dry spot on the pavement, and pressed 
"PLAY".






Feb 22, 2025 	 YTG arbitrarily moves leased property boundaries!


	 I went flying yesterday and returned in the afternoon only to meet many other 
local pilot/leaseholders also taking advantage of the good weather. As we stood and 
talked it was pointed out, and we then discuss, the YTG arbitrary (unannounced) 
movement of our lease boundaries during the survey last fall?


	 I wasn't aware this had happened. We looked at the pins. One long time lease 
holder and  local contractor has a copy of the official new plan. Indeed my lot has been 
shifted a foot and a half to the North. 


	 After holding this lease for over twenty years, and after having invested in a 
permanent hanger building and pavement, this was done secretly by YTG ?


	 When we were under construction back in 2006 airport management appeared 
on site at one point and demanded we move the building location East to "...provide 
parking and access on the West side because the gates (38 and 39) were being 
removed." This we did. We moved the building as far North as possible to allow 
maximum /utility and storage on the South side of our hanger. And that is how it 
remained for more than twenty years (although they didn't in fact remove the gates, 
instead they improved them, and so this West side space became more or less 
useless.) Now, with the shift of my lot North, we have lost useful space on the South 
side too. 


	 But, another long time lease holder who has had two adjoining properties for 
even longer than I have been here has just learned that both his leases have now 
arbitrarily been combined into one property, without his knowledge or consent? Now, 
should he ever sell one of his buildings in future he faces a costly and burdensome 
subdivision process. I am sure this would affect finance and insurance obligations too.


	 Just when I thought things were going along so well it turns out authoritarianism 
is alive and well inside the YTG government/bureaucracy. It is apparent that likely only 
legal action will address future changes of YTG policy. 


Feb 23, 2025 	 Lot re-location update


	 Today I went to the hanger and tried to measure my lot corner pins more 
accurately. The two newly installed North-side pins do clearly reveal the lot has moved 
that way about a foot and a half as suspected yesterday. Today it also appears that the 
West side boundary is further to the East than I remember? That may or may not be 
true.


	 But, my South-side pins are not visible. The lot across from mine to the  West 
had a massive hanger built on it that covered the entire of their lease with no visible 
setbacks. They have a new pin visible just a few inches from their building, and by eye 



(sighting along their building, sorry for the trespass) that pin appears to line up with 
where I think my lot line has always been? 


	 Unfortunately, the West /South corner pin is not visible and there is no pin on my 
East / South corner. Adding to the problem, projecting by eye along the South boundary 
is difficult because this past fall my neighbour on that side piled large cement blocks all 
along that boundary line and at first examination they wander onto my lot roughly about 
a foot? Various building materials piled on top of these appear to encroach even further 
over. I am fairly certain we will resolve this problem when the snow finally leaves in a 
few months.


	 For now I am left speculating that possibly only my North side property line was 
moved as suggested by the existing construction. I feel none of this confusion would 
have developed if the job had been done correctly with communication to the tenants 
included. 


	 NOTE: As I examine the "Plan" (available on the list of documents on the 
"Politics Page" provided at request by Challenger survey co.), I see my lot frontage on 
Lot 31 is now shown as only 21.43 meters where the standard frontage uniformly used 
to be 21.51 m. The adjacent lot on the South side ( No. 32 ) has grown now from 21.5 m 
to 21.66 m?


	 So my lot (31) has shrunk on the official survey plan, BUT, at the same time lot 
32 is shown as being expanded, AND while the actual new pin placement shifted on the 
opposite side (North) to expand my lot. This is completely illogical, and unexplained. 
Something has happened that we are not  aware of.


	 I will update as this develops.


Feb 25, 2025 	 Researching issue about properties


	 Today I sent the following message to those around me;


Randy, I was a bit confused when you raised this on the weekend, more so yesterday after 
reviewing it on site, and this morning I am confounded completely!

Lets consider some 'facts' as I best recall;

• Originally only Don Cox, John Faulkner, Campion brothers, and Tom Burke had hangers
• The boundary lines on our side of the taxi-way were laid out based on Burkes hanger (now Molnar's)
• The rear of Molnar's hanger was used to establish the lot lines as I recall.
• The lots were all of uniform size on both sides of the taxiway
• The process of making the properties "official" and of "surveying" them was secretive and not straight 

forward 
Today, as I examine the "Plan" ( provided at your request from Challenger survey co.), I see my lot 
frontage on Lot 31 is now shown as only 21.43 meters where the standard frontage uniformly used 



to be 21.51 m. The adjacent lot on the South side ( No. 32 ) has grown now from 21.5 m to 21.66 
m? 
 
    So my lot (31) has now actually shrunk on the official survey plan, BUT, at the same time lot 32 
is shown as being expanded, AND 

All this while the actual new pin placement shifted on the opposite side (North) to expand my lot. 

This is completely illogical, and unexplained. 

I have to conclude, Something has happened that we are not aware of?

George 

PS L love Carl Jung quote; "In the absence of a logical explanation we are forced to conclude the 
consequences were the planed outcome."



Feb 25, 2025 	 - Lot survey continued....


	 As I review with other lessor's, we also no find a large set-back has been placed 
on all lots, on both sides of the taxi-way, where apparently we are no longer allowed to 
even park. On other maps this setback was on the taxi-way itself and did not infringe on 
any leases. It has been moved (I checked carefully all previous maps). For all of us 
lease holders this also reduces the usable portion of our lease considerably. It possibly 
makes all of us in violation of all building codes, including those who have built with total 
lot coverage?


	 And, again, this is a surprise to all of us.


February 27, 2025	 On a lighter note:


	 While working in the shop this morning and listening to the CYXY ground 
frequency (121.9), the YTG Plow Truck calls the tower and says;


"Maybe you can call the Canadian Armed Forces C-130 and tell him the reason he 
still can't taxi is that he still has one of his wheel chocks in place!"


BUT:


	 Also, today I was provided and reviewed the recorded minutes from the last 
meeting of the Aviation Advisory Team meeting, where the issue of the survey was 
raised and a question was asked of "Deb" (?). Her replies raised some points I find I 
should high-lite;


-She says;"The leases are not in place because of subdivision discrepancies..."

	 -She says the City of Whitehorse is being given control, their rules will apply?

	 -She avoids the point that, in any normal legal surveys, the existing 
developments and boundaries are located and placed on a map. In this case that map 
already existed. But, the existing boundaries were also relocated, and this must have 
been to in order to comply with....well...what exactly? 

	 -Additionally, on this new map, other changes like the relocation or creation of 
new setbacks will significantly alter the use of the properties. She avoids that fact this 
occurred.

	 -She says directly "...this was done in order to comply with new rules, and that it 
is necessary that all new rules must be complied with" ????

	 -At the end of her portion, on the topic of Fuel Storage at airports, in a sneaky 
attack on lease requirements, she tries to establish that leases also require a SPILL 
PLAN (?) and even says that "....otherwise this is the only way we have access to the 
Fuel handling on leases....".

	 A technique of deceitful bureaucrats has always been to subtly seed their new 
self-created desires into the public discussion without raising alarm, then waiting weeks 



or months, (or in our case even years) before claiming the issue is not new and we 
already agreed to it. Perhaps "Deb" has all the best interests of her department in mind.


	 I must point out, it was noted twenty years ago when these same lots were in 
place that should setbacks be applied there would not be room left on any lot to 
construct a building large enough to contain even one airplane. That concern was 
dismissed by YTG as foolish and they stated  that only the overall plan would be 
considered in so far as setbacks were applied.


	 I must also point out  that YTG have prohibited any permanent structures for 
years now. The reason apparent now is that they intend to continue moving property 
lines and applying restrictions and setbacks in future. 


	 The final observation today, and this is clearly stated by YTG, it is their intention 
to turn this all over to the City of Whitehorse .


	 BUT-THAT IS NOT ACTUALLY REQUIRED LEGALLY! 


	 That is actually only a promise YTG made to the City of Whitehorse that they 
were sold as a money generating possibility and YTG sees as a way to dump 
responsibility. This is disgusting and deplorable; rather than YTG do their jobs the 
bureaucracy sees a way to reduce their obligations and do less. This fact, as plain as 
can be, and the mistake has been warned of by every other jurisdiction in North America 
where it has happened. If it is ever achieved it will be too late to ever return to healthy 
logical operation.


	 I will post the recorded minutes on the list appendixes on the "Politics" page this 
document is sourced from.


March 21, 2025   -  City of Whitehorse Administration Exceeds 
It's Legal Authority - Significantly!


This communication just arrived from the City of Whitehorse who has illegally assumed 
control of Schwatka Lake:


From: Development <Development@whitehorse.ca>  
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2025 4:34 PM 
Subject: Reminder: Schwatka Lake Dock Site Development Permits

This is a reminder from the City of Whitehorse that, according to the Schwatka Lake 
Waterfront Policy, all aviation operators must obtain an annual Development Permit to 
operate from a dock on Schwatka Lake.



If you have already submitted your application or spoken with a Development Officer, 
please note that this email is simply a courtesy reminder sent to all Dock Permit holders.

To obtain a permit for the 2025 operating season, applicants must submit a Dock Site 
Development Permit Application Form (attached to this email).

These forms must be accompanied by: 

1. The annual permit fee of $330.00.
2. Proof of float plane registration by providing a certificate number verifiable on 

the Canadian Civil Aircraft Register or the US Federal Aviation Administration 
Registry. 

3. Proof of dock insurance showing public liability coverage ($5,000,000 minimum) 
with the City of Whitehorse indicated as an additional insured party. 

4. Proof of float plane insurance showing public liability coverage ($5,000,000 
minimum) with the City indicated as an additional insured party.

Further information and FAQs related to insurance can be found at www.whitehorse.ca/
docks.

Additionally, new applicants must submit a damage deposit of $1,500 and Commercial 
Aviation Operators must submit proof of passenger liability insurance in no less than the 
minimum amount specified by Transport Canada. 

If you plan to share your dock with guests, please ensure you include their contact 
information on your application form.

Submission and payment options: The City encourages submission of documentation by 
email.

By email: Submit scanned application form and documentation in pdf format to 
development@whitehorse.ca. Once the permit is processed, you will be provided 
instructions to pay online by credit card.

By mail: Send application form, documentation, and a cheque to:

City of Whitehorse 
Land & Building Services Department 
6-151 INDUSTRIAL ROAD

Whitehorse, Yukon Y1A2V3

In person: Bring application form, documentation, and payment by cash, cheque, debit, or 
credit card to 6-151 Industrial Road (in the Calcite Business Centre).

Please ensure you have obtained your permit by April 1st, 2025, or your will be 
reassigned.

https://wwwapps.tc.gc.ca/saf-sec-sur/2/ccarcs-riacc/RchSimp.aspx
https://registry.faa.gov/aircraftinquiry/
https://registry.faa.gov/aircraftinquiry/
http://www.whitehorse.ca/docks
http://www.whitehorse.ca/docks
mailto:development@whitehorse.ca


As per the letter sent in September 2024, dock sites that do not have a dock installed 
by June 1, 2025 will be reassigned to the next operator on the waitlist.

If you do not intend to use your Dock Site for the full season, please let us know, and 
we can help organize sharing arrangements.

 

Kindly inspect your dock regularly to ensure compliance with the standards in the 
Schwatka Lake Dock Policy. Ensure that your site number is securely attached to your dock 
and visible from shore.

Regards,

After reading the above, consider that;


1. Schwatka Lake is defined as a navigable waterway in FEDERAL JURISDICTION 
AND THIS AUTHORITY HAS NOT BEEN ABROGATED!


AND


2. City of Whitehorse has no authority over aircraft, nor their use (including parking).


AND


3. The easiest metaphor to illustrate is to consider other vehicles; when you pay to park 
at a meter or anywhere (even on actual City property) you do not have to have or 
provide insurance beyond what is required in the Motor Vehicle Act. You certainly don't 
have to name the City of Whitehorse as co- insured on your vehicle insurance. 


AND


4. Nowhere is there a legally binding requirement for $ 5 Million dollar liability insurance 
for a "licence" they issue outside their authority, nor is any legal minimum of liability 
insurance (again $5 Million?) required on private vehicles?


Development Services

Land and Building Services

City of Whitehorse • 867-668-8340

https://www.whitehorse.ca/business-in-whitehorse/
zoningWorking and living within the traditional territories of the 
 Kwanlin Dün First Nation and the Ta’an Kwäch’än Council.

https://www.whitehorse.ca/business-in-whitehorse/zoning


	 Years ago the City was confronted on these issues. At the time they had voiced 
their intent to force all aircraft off Schwatka Lake and docks were to be outside City 
Limits.They lost that argument, but apparently they have not given up.


	 It appears that likely only legal action will curtail the Machiavellian action assault 
on aircraft and aircraft use. 


	 The above letter is available in .pdf format on the documents page preceding this 
on our web page.


March 27, 2025 From Hansard yesterday;


	 Mr. Hassard: I have a question or two regarding airport leases at the Whitehorse airport. 
Apparently, there has been a change in the setbacks on some lots that make them unavailable 
for parking, and some of the lots are actually now unusable. I’m wondering if the minister can 
tell us when this decision was made to impose these setbacks and why that decision was made.


	 Hon. Mr. Clarke: Thank you for the question from the member opposite. I would indicate 
that I have met with the Yukon aviation council relatively recently, I would say within the last few 
months. I have not heard of this issue, but I certainly accept that the member opposite has 
received concerns with respect to this and that the information he is receiving is that there has 
been a change in setbacks, making some of the property or leases unusable.  I will certainly 
endeavour to get back to the member opposite and will also be in contact with the Yukon 
advisory council as to what their concerns are. I will provide a legislative return to the member 
opposite on the issue of the airport leases.


	 Editorial: 


	 As the snow leaves and I walked around this lot yesterday and reflected on how 
much of it is now "unusable" for parking airplanes because of YTG changing and 
creating new standards. (It's all been explained here before.) There were to be no 
setbacks, and indeed many hangers here were built without room to even walk between 
them. (This is a common situation found at most airports across North America, we 
share a lot of history). Looking back I should have done that. I should not have moved 
the building location when asked by the Airport Manager all those years ago either, it 
turns out he was lying. The surprises we found on this new survey were never discuss, 
in fact we were promised by YTG such set backs WOULD NOT BE APPLIED, thats a 
fact. My final heart break is I know other lease holders are in discussion with YTG and 
are being legally and financially abused far worse. If you fight them or anger them it can 
cost you easily tens of thousands of dollars and perhaps to the tune of millions of 
dollars. That is a fact, (and I have said to much already.)


	 Once YTG turn this over to the City I predict most airport real estate will be taken 
over as commercial non-aviation uses. It has happened elsewhere, thats even their 
model.




August 27, 2025 - Everything old is new again;


	 The summer nears an end with a few changes. The work on Taxiway Golf might 
be complete, so far as the plans go. We received notice from YTG that the runway 
construction might also be complete in the next week or two. Compared to other Capital 
projects around the Yukon over the past five years (or more) that this has taken, this 
might have been one of the less-wasteful? (Notice I avoided the word "successful")


	 There is some rumours from those dealing with the City of Whitehorse that the staff 
there still see aviation as something to be eliminated whenever possible. Stay tuned for even 
more issues from them. Ie, They arbitrarily doubled their insurance requirement for docks on at 
Schwatka Lae this spring with no justification. They still have no legal jurisdiction here and will 
never get any, but that never stops the succession of City of Whitehorse bureaucrats who never 
have an education in Canadian principles of law. It is not likely to change without specific case-
law.


	 But, I also have to add that I notice an increase in competent young aviators around the 
Yukon. This is somewhat heartwarming I feel, good luck to them and thanks for their efforts.


 


Febuary 14, 2026 - Changes coming...


	 This is the longest break in the continuity of this blog. Activities around the Whitehorse 
airport have been visually subdued. 


	 The 'repair' of 14R/32L appears to be complete? Some taxiway adjustments and a new 
layout at the threshold of 32 appears to be done. The North end may or may not be complete, 
equipment still sits there and there is still a stockpile of material and equipment along the clay 
cliffs near where the old terminal and tower were up to the 70's, (when they were demolished 
partly due to unstable ground movements.)


	 (Editorial Alert) There is currently a re-evaluation of insurance industry standards and 
most insurance has increased. The City of Whitehorse and Yukon Government are facing a 
post-Liberal financial reality they ignored before. I think they face huge historic cost over-runs, 
and their options are CUTs in spending, or INCREASED fees (aka TAXES). With the largest per-
taxpayer-capita bureaucracy in North America I cant forsee the former. Anticipate ugly increased 
costs for aviation, at least until the NEW WORLD ORDER arrives, then private aviation is over. 
("We will fly nowhere and be happy!")


August 5, 2026 - 


	 When these long gaps in this narrative occur it is likely a good sign. Saying that I am 
courting the jinx?


	 COPA has held a flying event and a STOL demo that was very well attended. The 
conditions could not have been more taxing.....gusting cross winds and high density altitude. No 
pilot had time to be bored. One American visitor had a slight landing gear failure, we appreciate 
his making the trip up and hope this doesn't deter him from visiting in future.




	 I don't think I see as many itinerant private aircraft these days. There is a noticeable 
increase in military traffic, but that could be because we are used to almost none?


	 The City of Whitehorse has failed to see the need for financial restraint and continues 
spending like the preverbal drunken sailor. As a result they have a media campaign underway to 
paint the justification of dramatically increasing taxes. (Still seems bureaucracy in Canada 
remains out of control, the Federal Government persist in buying Cadillacs, the Territory follows 
the trend but insists on Mercedes, but the City of Whitehorse sees itself in a Bugatti.) Airport 
taxes will be seen by them as a cash cow that leaves them drooling. If we can last five years the 
reality may reassert itself, well, we can always hope?


	 Fuel prices have managed to stay within reach so far this summer. The economy seems 
to be walking a narrowing ledge. Fly while we can!


