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The	current	draft	bylaw	places	no	age	restriction	on	e-bike	use,	as	
administration	says	having	an	age	restriction	would	present	
enforcement	challenges.	However,	various	jurisdictions	across	Canada	
have	such	restrictions.		
	
We	would	ask	that	prior	to	this	bylaw’s	approval,	administration	be	
directed	to	provide	reasons	why	other	jurisdictions	have	age	
restrictions,	and	reasons	(other	than	the	enforcement	argument)	as	to	
why	this	city	should	not	have	similar	restrictions.			
	
In	this	updated	draft	bylaw,	there	has	been	an	increase	made	to	the	
Nominal	power	output	rating	for	Class	3	e-bikes	from	500	to	750	watts.		
	
Research	suggests	that	most	Canadian	jurisdictions	including	British	
Columbia	cap	the	output	level	to	500	watts	for	street	legal	e-bikes.	
	
We	 ask	 that	 administration	 be	 directed	 to	 provide	 reasons	 as	 to	why	
other	jurisdictions	have	imposed	the	500W	limit,	and	then	explain	why	
our	city	should	not	have	similar	restrictions.		

It	is	our	understanding	that	all	classes	of	e-bikes	are	permitted	on	
Roadways,	but	that	permission	is	only	made	clear	in	the	bylaw	for	Class	
3	e-bikes.		

If	our	understanding	is	correct	then	Roadways	should	be	added	to	the	
permitted	uses	for	both	Class	1	and	Class	2	e-bikes	in	Sections	11	and	
12.			

Section	13	says	that	the	potentially	faster	and	more	powerful	Class	3	e-
bikes	will	be	permitted	only	on	Roadways,	Bicycle	lanes,	motorized	
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multiple	use	trails	and	(for	safety	reasons)	the	Two	Mile	Hill	non-
motorized	multiple	use	paved	trail.		
	
It	is	going	to	be	difficult	for	the	City	to	allow	Class	3	e-bikes	on	the	non	
motorized	multiple	use	Two	Mile	Hill	paved	trail,	and	then	forbid	their	
use	on	other	non-motorized	multiple	use	paved	trails	in	the	City.	
	
Try	doing	this	when	the	Two	Mile	Hill	trail	is	eventually	connected	to	
the	paved	non-motorized	Riverfront	Trail	and	the	City	might	well	
receive	some	pushback.		

In	Porter	Creek	the	Pine	St.	Extension	paved	trail	is	motorized,	so	the	
draft	bylaw	says	you	can	ride	a	Class	3	e-bike	down	the	trail.	But	once	
you	get	to	the	bottom	of	the	hill	the	paved	trail	becomes	non-motorized,	
and	the	operator	would	be	expected	to	avoid	using	it.	How	likely	is	that	
to	happen?		

The	City	has	to	make	it	very	clear	that	Class	3	e-bikes	stay	off	all	paved	
trails	with	the	exception	of	the	Hamilton	Blvd	and	Two	Mile	Hill	trails.	If	
not,	then	they	will	be	found	on	all	paved	trails	in	the	city,	the	vast	
majority	of	which	are	supposedly	non-motorized.		

We	suggest	changing	the	permitted	use	list	for	Class	3	e-bikes	to	read	as	
follows:	Class 3 e-bikes are permitted only on Roadways, Bicycle 
lanes, and unpaved motorized multiple use trails, with the exception of	the 
Hamilton Blvd and Two Mile Hill paved trails (on which they are 
permitted.) 	

This	would	make	it	clear	that	Class	3	e-bikes	are	not	permitted	on	the	
Casca	Blvd	loop	“trail,”	or	the	Pine	St.	Extension	paved	trail,	or	any	other	
paved	trail	(whether	motorized	or	not)	in	the	City.	A	potential	
problem	could	be	nipped	in	the	bud.	

At	present,	operators	of	these	various	“e-devices”	are	required	to	give	
an	audible	signal	when	overtaking	others	in	a	prepared	crossing	or	on	a	
sidewalk.	This	requirement	should	be	extended	to	include	roadways,	
bicycle	lanes,	and	trails	.	.	.	PERIOD.		

(Note:	Section	19	of	the	bylaw	requires	an	audible	single	to	be	given,	
unless	one	can	give	“more	than	one	metre	of	separation	when	
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overtaking	another	Trail	user,”	but	this	does	not	seem	very	practical.	
Just	make	it	a	common	rule	for	all	e-bikes	to	make	an	audible	single	
when	overtaking	others.	Common	sense	should	dictate	when	this	is	
necessary.	Not	to	be	read	out,	but	available	if	explanation	needed.)		

All	“e-devices”	should	be	required	to	have	a	bell,	horn,	or	other	[City	
approved]	signalling	device	in	order	to	allow	operators	to	warn	others	
of	their	approach	and	intent	to	pass.		

Owners	of	e-bikes	should	not	be	permitted	to	modify	bike	motors	to	
exceed	a	power	output	rating	greater	than	the	maximum	output	the	
final	bylaw	allows.		

In	order	to	align	with	the	E-bike	Bylaw	and	the	2020	Trail	Plan	there	are	
two	other	definitions	in	the	ATV	Bylaw	that	need	to	be	changed.		

The	definitions	of	Motorized	Multiple	Use	Trails	and	Non-Motorized	
[Multiple	Use]	Trails	currently	found	in	the	ATV	Bylaw	are	no	longer	
correct	now	that	we	have	a	new	2020	Trail	Plan.	These	definitions	need	
to	be	corrected.	

The	preparation	of	an	updated	and	usable	motorized	multiple	use	trail	
map	is	now	even	more	essential,	as	all	operators	have	to	know	where	
these	types	of	trails	are	located.		

We	would	ask	that	councillors	and	administration	consider	our	
suggestions.	

Finally,	we	would	like	to	thank	administration	for	the	work	it	has	done	
in	the	preparation	of	this	bylaw,	and	the	opportunities	ATWA	was	given	
to	provide	input.		

Thank	you!	

Keith	Lay	

Active	Trails	Whitehorse	Association	(www.activetwa.org)	

	


