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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

ATAC has been active in the area covered by the Beaver River Land Use Plan (“planning area”) since 2007, 

and holds the largest land position in the area, with 5,008 quartz claims (1,007 km2) in good standing. 

Over $36 million has been spent by ATAC on projects within this area, which has resulted in the discovery 

of over 22 promising mineral targets. Work at one of these targets, the Tiger Gold Deposit, has resulted 

in a Mineral Resource containing 485,700 ounces of gold in the Measured and Indicated categories and 

188,500 ounces of gold in the Inferred category, and a Preliminary Economic Assessment demonstrating 

a pre-tax Net Present Value of $106.6 million. 

ATAC’s comments are categorized into seven (7) Key Themes: 

1. Rich Mineral Potential 

2. Importance and Impacts of Access 

3. Land Withdrawal in Yukon 

4. Environmental Impacts of Exploration 

5. Existing Regulatory Mechanisms 

6. Wildlife & Habitat Protection 

7. Economic Benefits of Mineral Exploration 

The planning area covers a region with significant mineral potential, which has seen more than $100 

million in exploration activity — conducted by ATAC and other operators — over the last 100 years. 

Despite the work conducted to date, much of the area remains under-explored and new mineral 

discoveries are being made regularly. Over 9,000 quartz claims are active in the area, with 34 documented 

MinFile occurrences for a variety of commodities, including: gold, silver, lead, and zinc. 

Access is a critical driver for exploration, and investors require certainty that ground access can be 

constructed should a project advance to a stage where it is warranted. Any prohibitions on new access in 

areas without existing roads effectively bars exploration and development. It is reasonable to expect that 

multiple proponents may wish to use infrastructure, and shared multi-user access is the more responsible 

and environmentally friendly solution, rather than construction of multiple parallel access routes. 

The area available for exploration in Yukon has been significantly limited, with approximately 58% of the 

land-mass permanently, or temporarily, withdrawn from staking. Mineral potential varies dramatically 

across the territory, and discovery of projects that can create strategic economic opportunities for Yukon 

take multiple exploration cycles to identify, fund, and develop.  

Modern exploration techniques provide opportunities for work to be conducted using low-impact 

methods that leave minimal environmental impacts. Historical negative legacies, such as Faro and Mount 

Nansen, are not indicative of modern projects. Modern existing regulatory regimes provide effective and 

appropriate methods of reviewing and regulating projects. 

While detailed wildlife information is lacking for much of the planning area, what is available suggests 

significant critical habitat is not located in this region. Exploration itself has minimal impacts on wildlife if 

conducted appropriately, and it is important not to conflate separate issues like hunting with proposed 

access for exploration projects. Other regulatory mechanisms such as restrictions or lotteries for hunting 

could be implemented to more effectively address the specific problem.  
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HISTORY OF ATAC AND THE BEAVER RIVER AREA 

ATAC has been conducting mineral exploration in the area covered by the Beaver River Land Use Plan 

(“planning area”) since 2007. ATAC’s Rackla Gold Property (“the Property”) is the largest exploration 

project within the bounds of the planning area. The Property consists of the Rau Project (“Rau”), the Osiris 

Project (“Osiris”), and the Orion Project (“Orion”). Osiris lies at the eastern end and is fully outside the 

planning area. Rau comprises the western portion of the project and lies entirely within the planning area. 

Orion is the portion of the property between Rau and Osiris, and partially overlaps the planning area. The 

focus of discussion in this document will be on the Rau Project, given the relative location of each 

property. 

RAU PROJECT HISTORY 
Various operators have conducted exploration in the area for decades, with the earliest known activities 

occurring in 19221. This historical work primarily focused on lead, zinc and silver mineralization, and 

included numerous periods of notable activity. By August 2005 all but four claims in the area had expired. 

No operators had conducted exploration for gold. 

In the summer of 2006, ATAC staked an initial 64 claims to cover a gold stream sediment anomaly 

identified by the Geological Survey of Canada. Prospecting and geochemical sampling identified gold and 

tungsten anomalies, and the claim block was expanded in 2007, 2008 and 2009 to cover a broad trend of 

favourable geology. The entire Rackla Gold Property now consists of 8,738 claims (1,700 km2), with the 

Rau Project comprising 3,314 claims (667 km2). Of the total Property, 5,008 claims (1,007 km2) wholly or 

partially overlap the planning area. 

Prior to ATAC’s work on this project, only three exploration targets had been identified in the area: Now 

(lead-zinc); Blue Lite (tungsten); and Grey Copper Hill (copper-silver). As a result of ATAC’s significant 

investment and methodical exploration activities, the property now hosts 22 targets. These targets vary 

from early- stage geochemical anomalies to drilled prospects, and include the Ocelot silver-lead zinc 

discovery and the Tiger Gold Deposit, which hosts a Mineral Resource with a favourable Preliminary 

Economic Assessment. While ATAC has largely focused on gold mineralization, these targets also include 

copper, lead, zinc, silver, and tungsten prospects.  

ATAC has incurred $36M in exploration expenses on the Rau Project alone, but substantial portions 

remain under-explored. This area is host to significant mineral potential across a variety of commodities, 

and data indicates the opportunity for multiple new discoveries is high. 

TIGER GOLD DEPOSIT 
The Tiger Gold Deposit, located in the central portion of the Rau Property, is a grassroots gold discovery 

made by ATAC in 2009. Since its discovery, ATAC has undertaken significant work on Tiger, including 

completion of 28,000 m of drilling in 162 diamond drill holes. This exploration work has resulted in a 

Mineral Resource containing 485,700 ounces of gold in the Measured and Indicated categories (5.8 Mt @ 

2.66 g/t Au) and 188,500 ounces of gold in the Inferred category (3.2 Mt @ 1.81 g/t Au). A Preliminary 

Economic Assessment completed in 2016 demonstrated positive project economics, with a Pre-Tax Net 

                                                           
1 For a detailed review of the Property’s exploration history, see ATAC’s 2016 Technical Report for the Tiger 
Deposit PEA: https://www.atacresources.com/assets/img/tiger_deposit_pea_july_2016-20160714111533-
20190207134310.pdf  

https://www.atacresources.com/assets/img/tiger_deposit_pea_july_2016-20160714111533-20190207134310.pdf
https://www.atacresources.com/assets/img/tiger_deposit_pea_july_2016-20160714111533-20190207134310.pdf


Beaver River Land Use Plan Submission  P a g e  | 3 

Present Value2 (5% discount rate) of $106.6 M. The deposit remains open to expansion, and presents a 

compelling low-cost development asset. 

PROPOSED ALL-SEASON TOTE ROAD 
In order to support advanced exploration, and feasibility level engineering work, ATAC determined that 

ground access to the Tiger Deposit was necessary. In July 2016, ATAC submitted a project proposal to the 

Yukon Economic and Socio-Economic Assessment Board (“YESAB”) for All Season Access Development to 

[the] Rau Property3. On March 2, 2018 the project received a conditional approval in the form of a joint 

Decision Document signed by Yukon Government and the First Nation of Na-Cho Nyak Dun (“NND”). 

The proposed “tote road” is a 65 km all season access route from the existing Hanson Lakes Road to the 

Tiger Deposit, consisting of 53 km of new road, and 12 km of upgrades to existing trails, including portions 

of the Wind River Trail. The term “tote road” is used to differentiate it from a more traditional access 

road. The proposal is for a private, gated, radio-controlled, 5 metre wide, single lane with pullouts, 

unpaved road. The specific route was chosen to have the least construction impacts while providing an 

alignment that could be upgraded in future to a full mine haul road, if warranted. Further adjustments to 

the route were made in consultation with local communities. 

 

Since 2010 ATAC has completed detailed engineering, heritage and environmental studies as part of the 

design and assessment process. These studies were made publicly available as part of the YESAB 

assessment for the project, and consist of: 

 EBA Engineering Consultants (2010) – Rau Property - Terrain Assessment and Access Route 

Evaluation 

 Laberge Environmental (2010) – Biophysical Investigations for the Proposed Rau Road Route 

(Hydrology, water quality, wildlife, benthic invertebrates, fisheries) 

                                                           
2 For details, see ATAC’s 2016 Technical Report for the Tiger Deposit PEA. 
3 YESAB file #2016-0129: http://yesabregistry.ca:80/wfm/Project/nulliqec547isw0  

http://yesabregistry.ca/wfm/Project/nulliqec547isw0
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 Matrix Research (2010) – Heritage Resources Overview Assessment of the Rau Property Proposed 

Pioneer Road Route 

 Matrix Research (2010) – Heritage Resources Impact Assessment of the ATAC Resources Ltd. Rau 

Pioneer Road and Rau Airstrip 

 EBA Engineering Consultants (2013) – Route Selection and Terrain Assessment (Winter Trail; Hanson 

Lake Road to Beaver River) 

 EBA Engineering Consultants (2013) – Route Selection and Terrain Assessment (All Season; Beaver 

River to Tiger Deposit) 

 NND EBA Land Protection Corp. (2013) – Assessment of Winter Road Conditions for Future Truck 

Traffic; Wind River Trail to Rau Property 

 Laberge Environmental (2013) – Baseline Environmental Assessments for the Tiger Gold Project 

(Wildlife surveys, vegetation, rare plant assessments, fish and benthic invertebrate studies, stream 

sediment characterization) 

 Stantec (2013) – Heritage Resources Inventory and Impact Assessment of the Proposed Rau Road 

Corridor 

 NND EBA Land Protection Corp. (2016) – Conceptual Design of Tote Road; Hanson Lake Road to 

Tiger Deposit, YT (Includes geotechnical, hydrological and ARD assessments) 

 EBA Tetra Tech (2016) – Preliminary ARD Characterization Study for Rock and Granular Soil Material 

Exposed Along the Proposed Tote Road to the Tiger Deposit from the Hanson Lake Road 

 Stantec (2017) – Heritage Resource Overview Assessment for a Revised Tiger Tote Road Route 

The design and study process evaluated multiple alternatives, including: use of, or upgrading of, the 

existing Wind River Trail; seasonal winter access via the existing Wind River Trail, or an alternative route; 

and other potential all-season road alignments. A detailed assessment of the existing Wind River Trail 

determined that it would not be suitable for the planned levels of vehicular traffic without extensive 

ground improvement work. As this existing route passes through areas of sensitive wetlands it was 

determined that a less impactful route should be selected. The route was further modified to avoid prime 

moose habitat located in the McQuesten Valley. Winter access was ruled out following ice thickness 

studies at the Beaver River crossing point, which determined that it was unlikely to reliably freeze so as 

to permit safe crossing of the river. Rather than risk break-through with equipment, and potentially 

hazardous supplies, it was determined that a constructed bridge was the appropriate crossing type from 

a safety and environmental perspective.  

ATAC began community consultations regarding proposed ground access in 2009, and has continued 

engagement on this project in subsequent years. In the lead-up to the YESAB submission, a series of 

consultation events were held in March, April and June 2016. These events included a series of open 

houses in Mayo, Keno City and Whitehorse, as well as presentations to NND at a General Meeting and an 

Annual General Assembly. In response to feedback obtained during the consultation process, additional 

alternatives were evaluated, and changes were made to the proposed project. In particular, ATAC 

investigated the feasibility of airships instead of ground access, and developed an alternate route that 

was relocated to cross NND Category A Lands. A detailed consultation summary report4 can be found as 

part of the YESAB registry for the project. 

                                                           
4 See YESAB registry documents 2016-0129-028, 2016-0129-029, 2016-0129-030. 
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The airship technology to transport loads of the scale required for advanced exploration does not 

currently exist, let alone that which would be required for mine construction and supply. While a number 

of companies are currently in the process of developing heavy-lift airships, none of these technologies are 

commercially ready, and remain at least five (5) years from rollout. Furthermore, ATAC contacted several 

experts and companies involved in development and determined that airships would not be applicable 

for this project in any circumstance given the terrain. 

The main concerns that arose during consultations were regarding access – specifically, ensuring that new 

access was not made available to the general public. Participants recognized ATAC’s commitment to 

ensuring a private access-controlled road; however, there were questions about what could happen if the 

project or company ownership changed. NND proposed that the route could cross segments of their 

Category A lands as a way of ensuring NND had an irrevocable say in any future changes to use of the 

road. To accommodate this request, the road design was revised to cross two limited segments of NND 

Category A Lands (2.4 km in total). 

As part of the YESAB assessment process, ATAC contacted the Department of Fisheries and Oceans 

(“DFO”) and requested they review the project to determine if there was potential for significant harm to 

fish. A detailed submission was prepared and provided to DFO as part of this process, outlining fisheries 

data and stream information for all crossings. DFO conducted their review and determined that “[s]erious 

harm to fish can be avoided or mitigated”, and that a Fisheries Act authorization was not required5. ATAC’s 

submission to DFO6 includes detailed information on fish habitat and hydrology, and can be found on the 

YESAB registry entry for the project. 

In addition to the reports discussed above, ATAC prepared and submitted three management plans as 

part of the assessment process: an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan7; Spill Contingency Plan8; and Access 

Management Plan9. The Access Management Plan remains in draft form, and incorporates the results of 

detailed discussions with NND and local community members. The Access Management Plan is being 

reviewed in a separate process, as outlined in the YG-NND agreement10. 

  

                                                           
5 DFO’s response can be found on the YESAB registry in document 2016-0129-133. 
6 The DFO Request for Review can be found in YESAB document 2016-0129-051. 
7 The Erosion and Sediment Control Plan can be found in YESAB document 2016-0129-050. 
8 The Spill Contingency Plan can be found in YESAB document 2016-0129-011. 
9 The draft Access Management Plan can be found in YESAB document 2016-0129-027. 
10 Clause 2 of the “Agreement Between the Government of Yukon and First Nation of Na-Cho Nyak Dun” dated 
January 21, 2018 and available at http://www.emr.gov.yk.ca/rlup/pdf/yukon-na-cho-nyak-dun-atac-agreement-
20180221.pdf 
 

http://www.emr.gov.yk.ca/rlup/pdf/yukon-na-cho-nyak-dun-atac-agreement-20180221.pdf
http://www.emr.gov.yk.ca/rlup/pdf/yukon-na-cho-nyak-dun-atac-agreement-20180221.pdf
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LAND USE PLAN COMMENTS – KEY THEMES 

ATAC has conducted extensive work in the planning area, and provides the following comments towards 

regional land use. Comments are organized into seven (7) themes.  

Maps are used throughout the following sections to detail relative distribution of values within the 

planning area. Larger versions of these maps can be found in Appendix B. 

THEME 1:  R ICH MINERAL POTENTIAL  

IN BRIEF 
 $100M in exploration has occurred in planning area. 

 More than 9,000 active Quartz claims within the boundary. 

 34 MinFile occurrences recognized for a variety of commodities. 

 Significant mineral potential exists throughout the area. 

DISCUSSION 
The planning area is host to significant mineral potential, with numerous advanced stage projects, as well 

as highly-prospective, underexplored ground. Exploration has been conducted in the area for over 100 

years, with over $100 M of exploration expenses (adjusted for inflation) recorded11. Advanced exploration 

projects (defined as a Class 3/4 Mining Land Use Approval) are being conducted on eight (8) properties by 

five (5) operators. These projects are shown on the following figure12. 

 

Historical exploration has been ongoing in the planning area since the early 1900s. For the majority of this 

period, work focused on identifying high-grade lead, zinc, and silver deposits. Gold and other metals were 

not evaluated in a systematic manner until ATAC’s 2009 discovery of the Tiger Gold Deposit. Subsequent 

to this discovery, a staking rush occurred, with companies recognizing the immense geological potential 

                                                           
11 According to data compiled by the Yukon Geological Survey. 
12 Data from Geomatics Yukon in a shapefile entitled “Quartz Land Use Permits 50K”. 
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present in this region. The following figure shows current claim holdings in the planning area, coded by 

owner, which total more than 9,000 active quartz claims13. 

 

The Yukon Government’s MinFile system catalogues and characterizes known mineral occurrences 

throughout the Yukon. MinFile contains entries ranging from the early stage of target identification 

through to drilled prospects and former operators. It also encompasses a wide range of minerals, including 

both metals and non-metal commodities such as barite. There are 34 MinFile occurrences located within 

the planning area, shown on the following figure14. 

 

                                                           
13 Data from Geomatics Yukon in a shapefile entitled “Quartz Claims 50k”. 
14 Data from Geomatics Yukon in a shapefile entitled “Mineral Occurrences 250k”. 
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The majority of the occurrences are lead±zinc±silver. Only four gold, two tungsten, and two copper targets 

have been documented to date. This metals distribution is more reflective, however, of the commodities 

of interest when the majority of exploration was conducted, rather than a lack of prospectivity for other 

minerals. Additionally, as this information was compiled by the Yukon Geological Survey based primarily 

on information filed by companies in assessment reports, it should not be taken as an exhaustive list of 

anomalies in the area. For example, of the 22 showings present on ATAC’s Rau Project, only nine (9) are 

reflected in the MinFile occurrences.  

Changing market prices, development of innovative exploration techniques, previous lack of resources, 

and the scale of the area all represent opportunities for new discoveries. Vanadium and cobalt have 

recently become sought after materials due to their demand for cutting-edge battery technology, while a 

resurgence in copper has been driven in part by the emerging electric car market. It is impossible to predict 

what minerals might have emergent economic value in the future, and may have been passed over in 

previous exploration due to their relatively low present value. Exploration techniques and methods — 

including new geophysical techniques and innovative geochemical analyses — are constantly being 

developed, tested and implemented. These modern methods provide ways of identifying buried deposits 

that are often difficult to detect using conventional techniques. Finally, the size of the planning area is 

large, and exploration resources are always limited. While work thus far in the area has identified a 

multitude of promising discoveries, the majority of the region has not seen systematic exploration. 

THEME 2:  IMPORTANCE AND IMPACTS OF ACCESS 

IN BRIEF 
 Ground access is important for exploration and critical for development. 

 Prohibitions on new access materially impedes exploration and economic development. 

 Shared, multi-user access provides economic and environmental benefits. 

DISCUSSION 
Access is a critical driver for exploration, both in terms of early-stage access for exploration activities, as 

well as certainty that access could be expanded as appropriate should a project proceed to development. 

Early stages of exploration generally rely on either existing ground access or air support. Once an initial 

target is confirmed, the access requirements begin to increase. In remote areas where there are no 

existing road networks, construction of an on-site airstrip is often one of the first steps. This provides a 

significant improvement over helicopter supported activities, while avoiding initial costs from 

construction of a road or trail network. 

Once a project reaches the feasibility stage, it becomes progressively more prohibitive to conduct 

activities solely via air support. Larger drilling equipment is often needed, and bulk samples are typically 

extracted for advanced metallurgical testing. Both of these can be challenging, if not impossible, to 

transport by air.  If a project proceeds to development, ground access will be necessary for mine 

construction and operation.  

Any restriction on ground access would effectively prevent any development from occurring even if the 

land use designation allows for mining. In discussions with investors, certainty of access remains one of 

the primary concerns and acts to significantly limit funding available for exploration and development. 

Exploration companies operating in the area staked claims and spent significant amounts of money with 

the understanding that unreasonable restrictions would not be placed on future development. 
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Existing ground access is very limited for much of Yukon, particularly in comparison with other provinces. 

This is in part due to lack of regulations (Yukon does not currently have a regulatory regime in place for 

resource roads), but also due to the territory being in a nascent stage of exploration and development 

relative to its peers. Other jurisdictions, such as British Columbia, have seen extensive road and trail 

development for forestry purposes, which can be re-used by other industries. The following figures show 

the relative distribution of roads and trails in Yukon vs BC. For comparison purposes, 23% of Yukon’s land-

mass and 43% of B.C.’s land-mass are within 5 km of an existing road or trail15.   

 

Multiple industries, including tourism and wilderness-driven activities, benefit from ground access in 

other jurisdictions. B.C. is undeniably more developed than Yukon, but it is still thought of largely as a 

wilderness destination despite the proliferation of ground access. New roads and trails can be constructed 

and operated in a responsible manner, with provisions for multi-user shared access, without 

compromising the wilderness and environmental values of Yukon. 

Despite the overall lack of access in most regions of Yukon, the planning area is host to existing 

infrastructure, including winter trails and a number of public and private airstrips. These trails and airstrips 

have been built and used without unduly compromising the wilderness and environment within the 

planning area. Future access can be done in a similar manner, particularly given the assessment and 

regulatory regimes that are now in place for mineral projects. The following map outlines the known 

infrastructure within the planning area. 

                                                           
15 Calculated using “Canvec 50K” transportation network data from the Government of Canada Open Data website. 
BC data is almost certainly understated by this calculation. BC’s Road Atlas dataset gives a calculation of 70% of BC 
within 5 km of a road or trail, but there is no comparable Yukon dataset. 
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Multiple companies, including ATAC, are currently conducting exploration work on numerous targets 

throughout the planning area. It is reasonable to expect that ATAC may eventually seek to extend the 

proposed road further east to its Osiris Project (located outside the planning area). It is equally likely that 

another operator in the area may look to construct ground access to their project sites. The most 

responsible and environmentally friendly way to handle this is through shared use of common 

infrastructure. This can be supported by the land use planning process identifying and supporting use of 

common transportation corridors throughout the area. It is important to recognize that access needs to 

exist, while ensuring that duplication of roads and unnecessary construction is minimized. 

THEME 3:  LAND WITHDRAWAL IN YUKON 

IN BRIEF 
 Over half of Yukon is currently withdrawn from staking of new mineral claims. 

 Not all areas have equal mineral potential, and broad areas must be left open in the hopes of 

finding any economic deposits that may exist. 

DISCUSSION 
Land is being withdrawn from exploration in Yukon at an alarming rate. As of the writing of this 

submission, 58% of the land-mass of Yukon is permanently or temporarily withdrawn from staking16. The 

following figures show the current state of land withdrawal in Yukon, as well as a breakdown of permanent 

withdrawal by type17. 

                                                           
16 Calculated from the “Areas Withdrawn from Staking 50K”, “First Nation Settlement Lands Surveyed” and “OIC 
Lands Act” shapefiles available from Geomatics Yukon. 
17 Permanent withdrawal figure assumes the recommended Peel Land Use Plan comes into force. Parks & 
Protected Areas includes Wildlife Areas and Special Management Areas. First Nation Interim Protected Lands are 
assumed to be made permanent in future. 
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It is important to protect areas of environmental and cultural significance, but any permanent withdrawal 

of large regions should be done with extreme caution due to unforeseen, long-term economic 

repercussions. Mineral potential varies dramatically across the territory, and not all areas can host 

strategic deposits. Of the deposits that are found, relatively few ever demonstrate the economic 

parameters necessary to warrant development. If mining is to remain a key industry in Yukon, as much 

land as possible must remain open for exploration, so that broad geological work can be undertaken in 

the hopes of finding the relatively few economic deposits likely to exist in the territory.  

Furthermore, exploration techniques and commodities of interest are continually changing, leading to 

new deposits being found in locations that may previously have been thought to be barren. Even an area 

that has seen material exploration in the past without development of a mine should not be broadly 

withdrawn from future work. Projects that can provide important economic opportunities for Yukon will 

take multiple exploration cycles to identify, fund, and develop. 

THEME 4:  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF EXPLORATION 

IN BRIEF 
 Modern exploration can, and frequently is, conducted using low-impact methods. 

 Reclamation and best practices can effectively minimize environmental impacts of exploration. 

 Past negative legacies of mining (Faro, Mt. Nansen) are not indicative of modern projects. 

DISCUSSION 
Exploration is regularly characterized by opponents as an environmentally negative activity. The reality, 

however, is that modern exploration can be conducted in ways that leave a minimal environmental 

footprint, and reclamation best practices can restore areas relatively close to original condition. It is 

reasonable to believe that concerns around mining and exploration stem in part from historical failed 

projects such as Faro and Mt. Nansen, but these projects were constructed decades ago without the 

benefit of modern scientific methods and regulatory regimes.  

Exploration has been ongoing in the planning area for over 100 years, yet it is frequently referenced as  

pristine wilderness. This serves as validation that exploration can be conducted without significant 
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disruption. Grassroots exploration begins with prospecting, mapping and soil sampling. These techniques 

leave virtually no disturbance, and allow for initial assessment of large areas. Airborne geophysical surveys 

are often conducted as well, with no impacts to wilderness. Once initial targets are identified, exploration 

often progresses to relatively more disruptive methods, such as drilling and trenching. The impacts of 

these activities are still minor if properly remediated. Drilling generally includes clearing and/or leveling 

of sites (20-50 m2) to support drill platforms. Once drilling is completed, best practices are that the collar 

is cemented in place and the site is re-contoured and allowed to revegetate. Trenching can be more 

involved, including excavation of large amounts of material, but modern progressive reclamation practices 

can be mitigate any lasting impacts.  

ATAC in 2003 received the Robert E. Leckie Award for Outstanding Reclamation Practices in Quartz 

Exploration and Mining from the Yukon Government. Its primary contractor, Archer, Cathro & Associates 

(1981) Limited, has received four Leckie Awards since 2000. ATAC is firmly committed to modern 

exploration techniques, progressive reclamation, adaptive wildlife management, and minimizing the 

impacts of exploration on the environment. This commitment has been put into practice at its Rackla Gold 

Project where progressive reclamation is conducted on an ongoing basis. The following photos 

demonstrate an example of reclamation activities. 
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THEME 5:  EXISTING REGULATORY MECHANISMS 

IN BRIEF 
 Exploration and mining projects are subject to rigorous assessment in Yukon. 

 YESAB, the Water Board, and regulatory agencies provide appropriate checks on proposals. 

 Project-specific evaluations allow for effective public engagement and collaborative approaches. 

DISCUSSION 
Exploration and mining projects are currently subject to substantial review and regulatory requirements. 

These mechanisms provide means for detailed evaluation of project-specific impacts, benefits and 

mitigations. Existing processes serve as appropriate means of management, versus blanket restrictions on 

development in any given area. ATAC has been through the public YESAB review process nine (9) times 

since 2007 for projects within the planning area, including a positive decision on the 65-km Rau tote road. 

The first stage of review for all projects is a submission to YESAB, an independent agency tasked with 

conducting public reviews of proposed projects to evaluate potential impacts and make recommendations 

as to whether the project should proceed. This formalized process provides an opportunity for regulators, 

members of the public, and the proponent to work together in a transparent manner to evaluate a project.  

Depending on the scope of a project, YESAB assessments can take the form of either a Designated Office, 

Executive Committee, or Panel review. This provides flexibility and ensures that projects are evaluated at 

an appropriate level based on the scope of proposed activities, and more fundamentally ensures the 

environmental and socio-economic impacts of projects are adequately considered. Depending on the 

proposed activities, projects may also require review by the Yukon Water Board – an additional 

independent public registry process and regulatory decision regarding issuance of a Water License.  

Once a proposal completes the YESAB review process, it proceeds to regulators to make a final decision 

regarding allowance and any terms and conditions that might be appropriate. Depending on the scope of 

proposed activities, financial security may be required from a proponent before project activities can 

begin. Ongoing monitoring is then conducted by regulators to ensure compliance with project 

requirements. 

Altogether, this public review and regulation process provides an effective means to ensure proposed 

projects will not have negative impacts that cannot be mitigated.  

THEME 6:  WILDLIFE & HABITAT PROTECTION 

IN BRIEF 
 Wildlife data is largely anecdotal outside of surveys conducted for the tote road proposal. 

 Current information suggests the planning area is not host to significant critical wildlife habitat. 

 Impacts of exploration on wildlife should not be conflated with concerns regarding hunting. 

DISCUSSION 
One of the primary priorities for conservation and designation of protected areas in a land use planning 

process is the preservation of key wildlife habitat. Based on the currently available information, it does 

not appear that the planning area is host to critical habitat. According to public data released by Yukon 
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Conservation Data Centre18 there are no species of concern areas within the planning area. The following 

map shows all Wildlife Key Areas (WKAs)19 that overlap with the planning area. 

 

This map shows that there are a number of WKAs, which overlap wholly or partially with the planning 

area, primarily for moose, thinhorn sheep, and woodland caribou. Of the WKAs, only several thinhorn 

sheep polygons and the edges of one raptor and two woodland caribou polygons are categorized as based 

off of survey data. The remaining WKAs are classified as “anecdotal”. ATAC recognizes the value of 

anecdotal information, but important regional decisions should also rely on systematic wildlife surveys. 

ATAC has conducted numerous wildlife surveys in this area that have tracked the widespread moose 

population. No woodland caribou have been observed. All of ATAC’s data has been submitted to Yukon 

Environment, NND, and made publicly available on the YESAB Registry. 

ATAC supports protections for all wildlife and wildlife habitat. Development can be conducted in ways 

that minimize impacts, but this must be (and is) addressed in a project-specific manner through regulatory 

mechanisms and adaptive management techniques. Over the course of consultation on the proposed Rau 

tote road, a common theme involved concerns about potential impacts to moose. More specifically, 

concerns that creation of new access would lead to increased hunting pressure on moose – not concerns 

that the construction or authorized use of the road itself would have any significant negative impacts. 

ATAC respectfully suggests that the issue at question is not one of exploration and development’s impacts 

on wildlife, but one of the impacts of hunting. These issues are commonly addressed in other jurisdictions 

through government regulation on hunting such as lotteries or restrictions.  

                                                           
18 Based on the “CDC Species of Conservation Concern” shapefile available from Yukon Geomatics. Last updated 
October 2015. 
19 Wildlife Key Areas defined by Yukon Environment, and taken from the “Wildlife Key Areas 250K” shapefile 
available from Yukon Geomatics. Last updated April 2015. 
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THEME 7:  ECONOMIC BENEFITS OF MINERAL EXPLORATION 

IN BRIEF 
 Mineral exploration provides important benefits to Yukon’s economy. 

 Mines provide large royalty streams in addition to employment opportunities. 

 Three major projects are proposed or under construction and offer significant benefits to Yukon. 

DISCUSSION 
Exploration and mining provide significant benefits to Yukon’s economy, both through direct employment 

and expenditures with service providers, and indirectly through the downstream effects those 

expenditures have for other Yukon businesses. According to data from the Yukon Bureau of Statistics, 

between 2008 and 2017, Yukon’s mineral exploration and development industry has directly contributed 

$1.4 billion to the territory’s economy, with support activities contributing a further $650 million20. This 

data further notes that mining, quarrying and oil and gas extraction was directly responsible for 9.6% of 

the territory’s GDP in 2017. This makes natural resources the fourth highest economic contributor after 

Public Administration, Real Estate and Rental and Leasing, and Construction.  

Since 2007, Capstone’s Minto Mine and Alexco 

Resources’ Bellekeno Mine paid a total of $34 

million in direct royalties to Yukon21. Three major 

mining projects are currently proposed (Newmont 

Goldcorp’s Coffee Project; BMC Minerals’ Kudz Ze 

Kayah Project), or under construction (Victoria 

Gold’s Eagle Project). These projects will provide 

significant royalties to Yukon should they go 

ahead, in addition to the employment 

opportunities and construction costs incurred 

within the territory. 

It’s clear that mineral exploration and development provide important benefits to Yukon’s economy.  

CLOSING 

ATAC appreciates the opportunity to provide input as part of this Land Use Planning process and looks 

forward to ongoing engagement with the committee on topics identified in this submission, or any others 

that may arise as the process unfolds. While ATAC trusts that the public reports and data referenced in 

this submission are already available to the committee, it would be pleased to directly provide copies at 

request. 

ATAC looks forward to further discussions about the Beaver River area and the important values that it 

contains for all users. Questions or comments regarding this submission can be directed to ATAC at 

brlup@atacresources.com. 

                                                           
20 Sourced from the 2017 Real GDP by Industry data, published by the Yukon Bureau of Statistics: 
http://www.eco.gov.yk.ca/stats/pdf/gdp_2017.pdf 
21 From data published by Yukon Energy, Mines & Resources at 
http://www.emr.gov.yk.ca/mining/royalty_narrative.html 

Health Care 
and Social 
Assistance

8.7%

Mining, Quarrying, and Oil and Gas Extraction
9.6%

Construction
11.8%

Real Estate and 
Rental and 

Leasing
14.1%

Public 
Administration

22.9%

Yukon 2017 Real GDP by Industry

mailto:brlup@atacresources.com
http://www.eco.gov.yk.ca/stats/pdf/gdp_2017.pdf
http://www.emr.gov.yk.ca/mining/royalty_narrative.html


Beaver River Land Use Plan Submission  P a g e  | A-1 

APPENDIX A  –  FREQUENTLY RAISED CONCERNS 

1. ACCESS RESTRICTIONS ON THE ROAD WON’T BE EFFECTIVE 
ATAC is committed to ensuring all efforts are made to restrict unauthorized access. The draft Access 

Management Plan22 outlines multiple strategies for access control, including, but not limited to: 

 Gates will be placed at multiple locations along the route to deter access, with locations 

chosen to be difficult to circumvent (i.e. on steep hills or midway along bridges). 

 Regular patrols of the route to deter unauthorized traffic and hunting, as well as to inspect 

and repair any damaged gates. 

 Automated cameras and traffic counters to log and review any unauthorized use. 

2. CONSULTATION IS LACKING 
ATAC conducted, and logged, comprehensive engagement and consultation in advance of submitting 

the proposed road to YESAB. The YESAB process subsequently provided additional opportunities for 

public engagement. In addition to ongoing discussion with local communities since 2009, ATAC’s 

outreach activities specific to the proposed road include: 

 Community Meetings 

o Mayo – March 22, 2016 & April 20, 2016 

o Keno – March 23, 2016 

 NND Meetings  

o Mayo – April 21, 2016 & June 1, 2016 & June 24, 2016 

o Whitehorse – April 22, 2016 

 Direct mailer with info sheet to all residential addresses in Mayo, Keno and Elsa (Feb 2017). 

 Multiple meetings with the Mayo District Renewable Resources Council, Yukon Conservation 

Society, local outfitters (for details see ATAC’s Consultation Log23 submitted to YESAB). 

3. MOOSE AND OTHER WILDLIFE WILL BE OVERHUNTED AS A RESULT OF THE ROAD 
ATAC has a strict no hunting policy for all employees and contractors. Any hunting that would occur in 

the areas as a result of the new road would be unauthorized and subject to enforcement by Yukon 

Government and Conservation Officers. Regulatory mechanisms, such as restrictions on hunting or tag 

lotteries, provide a better means of protecting wildlife than restricting road construction. 

4. BASELINE INFORMATION FOR THE PROPOSED ROAD IS INSUFFICIENT 
In preparation for submission to YESAB, ATAC conducted comprehensive baseline environmental and 

engineering studies. These include fisheries assessments, wildlife surveys, stream hydrology, and 

geotechnical assessments. All studies were made public as part of the YESAB assessment, and the 

available information was deemed adequate. DFO was requested to conduct a review of the project 

and determined that “[s]erious harm to fish can be avoided or mitigated”, and that a Fisheries Act 

authorization was not required. 

  

                                                           
22 The draft Access Management Plan can be found on the YESAB registry as document 2016-0129-027. 
23 The Consultation Log can be found on the YESAB registry as documents 2016-0129-025 and 2016-0129-026.  
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5. ALTERNATIVES TO THE ROAD SHOULD BE CONSIDERED (I.E. AIRSHIPS, WINTER ROAD, ETC.) 
ATAC conducted a detailed assessment of alternatives, including examination of both winter roads and 

heavy-lift airships. Field data collected during winter seasons determined that the Beaver River 

crossing does not reliably freeze so as to permit safe crossing of the river. The existing Wind River Trail 

has experienced issues with freeze-thaw, ice build-up, breakthrough and rutting when used by 

previous operators, and passes through sensitive wetland habitats. Alternative routes were extensively 

examined, and the proposed road was determined to have the least environmental and socio-

economic impacts.  

ATAC investigated the feasibility of airships instead of ground access and found the necessary airship 

technology to transport loads of the scale required for advanced exploration do not currently exist, let 

alone that which would be required for mine construction and supply.  Furthermore, ATAC contacted 

several experts and companies involved in development and determined that airships would not be 

applicable for this project under any circumstance. 

6. THE ROAD LEADS TO THE PEEL WATERSHED (“THE PEEL”) OR WILL NEGATIVELY IMPACT THE PEEL 
The proposed route terminates over 28 km from the closest edge of the Peel Watershed boundary, 

and does not change access that currently exists to the Peel as a result of the Wind River Trail. The 

planning area is located in a separated watershed from the Peel, and any downstream effects that may 

arise from the project will not impact the Peel.  
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APPENDIX B – MAPS 

The following pages include tabloid (11” x 17”) format copies of the maps present in the text of this report: 

1. Tote Road Route 

2. Mining Land Use Permits 

3. Quartz Claims 

4. MinFile Occurrences 

5. BC-Yukon 5km Road Buffer Comparison 

6. Existing Infrastructure 

7. Land Withdrawal Status 

8. Wildlife Key Areas 

ATAC grants the Planning Committee permission to use, share and reproduce these maps without 

alteration. 


















