May 15, 2026

To: Hon. Ravi Parmar, Minister of Forests

Parliament Buildings
Victoria, British Columbia V8V 1X4

Re: Request for Inmediate Stop Work Order — Incomappleux Forest Service
Road Deactivation and Bridge Removal

The signatories of this letter represent property owners, recreation organizations,
conservation interests, local industry, and rural British Columbians united around a
single urgent request:

That the Government of BC immediately halt all further deactivation and bridge
removal activities on the Incomappleux Forest Service Road pending resolution
of serious unresolved legal, environmental, public safety, and consultation
concerns.

Significant questions regarding jurisdiction, legal status, public access obligations,
emergency response, and consultation remain unresolved.

A Stop Work Order would pause irreversible actions and allow government and
stakeholders to negotiate a practical compromise that maintains the Incomappleux FSR.
At a minimum, the road should remain open to a distance of 13 kilometres from its start,
accommodating the maijority of private property owners in the area, while preserving
meaningful access for recreation, conservation, fire watch and reporting, mineral
exploration, and historical mine-site remediation and environmental assessments.

While the Incomappleux FSR has been closed to public vehicle access since 2021,
extensive stakeholder submissions and queries remain unsatisfied and unresolved
despite repeated stakeholder outreach. The province is now proceeding with bridge
removal and permanent deactivation without a transparent process, while
simultaneously advising some affected parties that road permit applications remain
available, creating significant confusion about the road’s status, rationale for closure,
and legal accessibility.

Broader public engagement about the closure and its implications has not taken place,
raising further concerns in light of findings by the BC Ombudsperson (File 22-196368),
that the Ministry of Forests lacks a reliable and consistent process for communicating
the status and implications of FSR closures to the public.

The implications of permanent deactivation extend well beyond the administration of a
single Forest Service Road. Issues identified by the stakeholder group engage the
mandates and responsibilities of multiple provincial ministries, including:

e Ministry of Forests,
e Ministry of Transportation and Transit



e Ministry of Mining and Critical Minerals
e Ministry of Water Land and Resource Stewardship
e Ministry of Environment and Parks.

To date, stakeholders have seen little evidence of a coordinated cross-government
review or response proportionate to the broader legal, environmental, access,
economic, emergency management, and land-use implications associated with
permanent closure of the valley.

These concerns were formally raised with the Province through a 2022 legal letter from
property owners that received no response, indicating provincial officials provided
contradictory information regarding the legal status of the road and access rights, while
further arguing that portions of the corridor legally constitute a public highway under the
Transportation Act rather than a conventional Forest Service Road. If correct, the
implications for the legality of the current deactivation process could be significant.

Multiple Freedom of Information (FOI) requests related to the highway ownership
history, safety assessments, and decision-making authority remain outstanding, with
disclosure timelines repeatedly extended. Stakeholders are being asked to accept
permanent infrastructure removal before the documentary record necessary to assess
the legality and basis of the decision has been fully clarified and disclosed.

A public petition to the Legislative Assembly of British Columbia calling for a halt to
deactivation and the preservation of viable access has already gathered more than
2,000 signatures, with 1,200 online and an additional 800+ in-person in under 60 days.

We therefore call on the Province to issue an immediate stop work order on all further
deactivation activities, including bridge removal, pending resolution of the issues set out
below, and to convene an urgent meeting with affected stakeholders within 7 days to
discuss practical options for maintaining long-term access to the Incomappleux Valley.

Outstanding Issues

1. Unanswered Ministerial Responsibility: Which Ministry Currently Owns and
Controls This Road?

Stakeholders have raised outstanding questions regarding the jurisdictional and
historical status of the Incomappleux FSR. Historical provincial records obtained
through FOI requests confirm that portions of the corridor were previously administered
by the former Ministry of Transportation and Highways as public roads before later
transfer and conversion discussions involving the Ministry of Forests.

Records obtained by stakeholders explicitly reference the “Transfer of Part of No. 70
Fish River Public Road to Forest Service Road,” as well as “Public Road (PR)/Forest
Service Road (FSR) Conversion.” Additional Ministry correspondence states that Fish
River Road became a public road under Section 4 of the Highway Act in 1969.

If portions of the corridor retain legal characteristics distinct from a standard FSR, or if
jurisdictional transfer requirements were not properly completed, the legal authority


https://www.change.org/p/the-incomappleux-forest-service-road-not-be-deactivated

underlying the deactivation process may be deficient. Despite this documented history,
the Selkirk Natural Resource District is proceeding with deactivation under the Forest
and Range Practices Act.

Furthermore, it is unclear whether the deactivation of the Incomappleux FSR conforms
to the conditions set out in section 23.3 of this Act, and specifically whether the minister
has considered public safety, human health and the environment, social and resource
values, and impacts on communities.

We request that the province provide a clear account of:
e Which Ministry currently holds legal responsibility for the corridor.
« The legal basis and date of any transfer from MOTI to MOF; and

« Which Ministry holds final authority over the proposed deactivation.

2. Historical Gazetting: Confirmation Requested Regarding Registered Document
KP6053

Stakeholders are in possession of Registered Document KP6053, held by the BC Land
Title and Survey Authority, which appears to bear directly on the historical legal status
of the Incomappleux Road corridor.

Stakeholders have also obtained a 1974 Order in Council issued under the Highway Act
stating that Fish River Road #70 and Fish River Crossing Road #811 were “public
highways with the soil and freehold vested in Her Majesty.” The associated lease further
required that the lessee “shall allow the public access to and use of the road at all
times.”

These maps and records raise significant questions regarding the historical legal
character of the corridor and whether any ongoing public-access obligations continue to
inform present-day provincial responsibilities.

The province’s characterization of the corridor as having been straightforwardly
transferred from Highways to Forests also appears inconsistent with records obtained
by stakeholders referencing phased “Public Road/Forest Service Road” conversion
processes and transfer arrangements described only as “agreed to in principle.” These
records raise further questions regarding whether all statutory discontinuance, transfer,
and gazetting requirements were fully completed before the corridor was treated as an
ordinary Forest Service Road under the Forest and Range Practices Act.

We request that the province confirm:
o Whether the corridor was historically gazetted as a public road or highway.
« If that status was lawfully extinguished or varied prior to FSR designation; and

« What statutory authority permits permanent closure and deactivation if residual
public-road status remains.



3. Restricting Private Property Access: The Absence of a Viable Path Forward

More than 150 privately owned parcels in the area depend exclusively on the
Incomappleux FSR for vehicle access. Many were purchased while access remained
operational and continue to be subject to annual property taxation.

The province has directed affected landowners to pursue Licence of Occupation
applications under the Land Act as the pathway to maintain access. However,
stakeholders were simultaneously advised that deactivation would proceed regardless
of whether such applications were submitted.

This creates an obvious contradiction. The province is telling landowners that a remedy
exists while proceeding to eliminate the infrastructure required for that remedy to
function. Once the Crevice Bridge is removed, no future permit or application can
restore vehicle access.

Historical Ministry correspondence from 1982 further acknowledged that the province
“‘cannot abandon maintenance of those portions of the road which serve private
residences,” reflecting longstanding provincial recognition that the corridor supports
residential access interests beyond industrial or forestry purposes alone.

The province should also consider whether permanently eliminating the only access
route to tax-assessed private land, without compensation or viable alternatives, raises
constructive taking and expropriation concerns.

4. Mineral Exploration, Mine Tenure, and Historical Tailings Remediation

The Incomappleux Valley contains active mineral claims, Crown grant tenures and
mineral rights, and legacy mining infrastructure, including an uncovered tailings site
reportedly sloughing into a tributary of the Incomappleux River, a major bull trout
spawning system. Permanent removal forecloses future remediation/access capability.

We request that the province clarify:

o Whether compensation will be provided to affected mineral tenure and Crown
grant holders;

« How remediation obligations under the Environmental Management Act and
Mines Act will be fulfilled if road access is permanently eliminated.

5. The Incomappleux Conservancy: Obligations Under the Park Act

The Incomappleux Conservancy, established in 2023, includes one of British
Columbia’s most significant Inland Temperate Rainforest systems and has been the
subject of scientific biodiversity research.

Section 2 of the Park Act identifies protection of recreational values as a core purpose
of conservancies. The Valhalla Wilderness Society reports having received assurances
from provincial ministries that access would be maintained following the Conservancy’s
creation. Those assurances now appear inconsistent with the Ministry of Forests’
deactivation plan.



We request that the province clarify:
e How conservation monitoring and enforcement will occur without road access;

e How recreational values will be maintained if the only access route is removed;
and

e Who authorized prior representations regarding continued access.

6. Wildfire Management and Emergency Response

The Incomappleux Valley and surrounding terrain fall within a wildfire risk zone. A
wildfire occurred in the area as recently as 2024 (Fire #N51130). The road has
historically served as the primary access route for fire suppression crews, equipment
deployment, and emergency evacuation.

Removal of bridge infrastructure would eliminate vehicle access into the valley and
could significantly impair wildfire response capacity. Aerial suppression resources
cannot fully replace ground access.

We request that the province confirm:
« Whether BC Wildfire Service and local fire authorities were formally consulted;

e What operational alternative to ground access will exist before bridge removal
proceeds; and

« What assessment concluded that helicopter-only access provides an equivalent
level of wildfire and emergency response capability?

7. First Nations Consultation

The Incomappleux Valley lies within the traditional territories of several First Nations
whose representatives have previously engaged in matters relating to conservation and
land management in the region.

The BC Ombudsperson previously noted that consultation regarding the future use of
the road was ongoing. However, we have since been engaged by First Nations
representatives who confirmed they are not being meaningfully consulted regarding the
proposed deactivation and who expressed concerns regarding access, stewardship
responsibilities, and long-term land management implications.

We request that the province confirm:
o The current status of consultation.

« Whether the duty to consult and accommodate has been satisfied.

Response Request

The issues raised in this letter involve jurisdictional authority, public access, private
property rights, environmental liability, emergency response, and statutory obligations.



These questions should not be addressed after irreversible infrastructure removal has
already occurred.

Once bridge infrastructure is removed, the consequences cannot realistically be
undone. Yet major questions regarding legal status, consultation, environmental
obligations, emergency response, and public access remain unresolved, while key FOI
requests remain outstanding.

We therefore request that the province immediately halt all further deactivation and
bridge removal activities on the Incomappleux FSR pending:

o Written responses to the issues raised in this letter; and

« Completion of a transparent and consultative public process involving affected
parties.

We remain prepared to meet at the earliest opportunity to discuss constructive solutions
and request a written response within 7 days. The urgency of our request is a result of
timelines which suggest deactivation activities are slated to begin very soon.

Sincerely,

, / )
7% Afatop

On behalf of the following organisations, landowners and community members:
Arrow Lakes ATV Club

Arrow Lakes Ridge Riders Snowmobile Club

ATVBC Quad Riders Association of BC

BC Powersports Dealers Association

BC Snowmobile Federation

BC Wildlife Federation

David Oliver, Community Member

Four-wheel Drive Association of BC

Jack Denny, Local resident and prospector

John Mirko, Local resident and mining claim holder

Kim and Chris Hubert, Landowners, Incomappleux River Ranch Inc.
Louise Stanway, Landowner

Nakusp Rod And Gun Club

Public Land Use Society



Revelstoke ATV Club
Troute Lake Retreat

Winsor Hotel in Trout Lake

CC: Incomappleux Stakeholder group participants
CC:

Hon. Mike Farnsworth, Minister of Transportation and Transit
Hon. Randene Neill, Minister of Water, Land, and Resource Stewardship
Hon. Jagrup Brar, Minister of Mining and Critical Minerals

Hon. Tamara Davidson, Minister of Environment and Parks
MLA Scott Mclnnis, Columbia River Revelstoke




