
July 2, 2026 

 

Hon. Ravi Parmar 
Minister of Forests 
Parliament Buildings 
Victoria, BC V8V 1X4 

Re: Response to Ministry of Forests June 15, 2026 Correspondence – Incomappleux Forest 
Service Road 

Dear Minister Parmar, 

Thank you for the Ministry's correspondence dated June 15, 2026, responding to the Incomappleux 
Stakeholder Coalition's May 15, 2026 letter regarding the proposed deactivation of the 
Incomappleux Forest Service Road.  

We appreciate receiving a response; however, we note that it was received approximately thirty 
days after the response timeline requested in our original correspondence and was provided by the 
Assistant Deputy Minister rather than your office. 

Having carefully reviewed the Ministry's response, we remain concerned that many of the 
significant issues raised by stakeholders remain unanswered. In several respects, the response has 
introduced additional questions regarding the Province's legal obligations, decision-making 
process, and consideration of practical alternatives. 

Rather than resolving these matters, the June 15 correspondence confirms that further discussion 
and inter-ministerial engagement are required before irreversible decisions are implemented. 

Liability Should Lead to Solutions, Not Elimination of Access 

The Ministry's response makes it clear that liability associated with the road has become a primary 
factor in the decision to proceed with deactivation. At the same time, the Ministry acknowledges 
that legislative mechanisms exist through which third parties may ultimately assume responsibility 
for the corridor following closure under the Land Act.  

Throughout this process, stakeholders have consistently proposed that responsibility for the road 
could be transferred through existing legislative and administrative mechanisms. We recognize that 
the Incomappleux corridor presents unique engineering, financial, and operational challenges and 
do not suggest that transfer is a simple undertaking. However, your response confirms that 
mechanisms for third-party responsibility do exist. 

This raises an obvious question. 

If liability is the Ministry's principal concern, why has the Province chosen to eliminate the 
infrastructure first and invite applications afterward? 

Destroying the bridges and deactivating the road before allowing meaningful consideration of 
stewardship, transfer, or partnership arrangements effectively removes the very asset that 
stakeholders have sought to preserve. 



We remain concerned that practical alternatives—including staged rehabilitation, partnership 
agreements, transfer arrangements, indemnification models, restricted access, and collaborative 
stewardship—have not been meaningfully evaluated before concluding that permanent 
deactivation is the only available solution. 

The Province's Position on Public Access Remains Contradictory 

The Ministry's response states that Forest Service Roads are constructed for industrial purposes 
and that the Ministry is not obligated to provide access to private landowners.  

However, the same response confirms that the Incomappleux corridor was originally established 
and operated as a public road under the Ministry of Highways before being transferred to the 
Ministry of Forests.  

The historical purpose for which a Forest Service Road was originally constructed is not the issue 
before us. 

The historical record clearly shows that the transfer to Forests was accompanied by a commitment 
that “continued access will be maintained by the Ministry of Forests.”  

That statement goes directly to the core issue: this corridor was not treated as disposable industrial 
infrastructure, but as a continuing public access route, which has functioned for decades 
supporting private property, mineral development, environmental stewardship, recreation, tourism, 
emergency response, and rural communities. 

Over many years the Province has encouraged and authorized these activities through land 
dispositions, private property ownership, mineral tenures, recreation development, and public use. 

It is therefore difficult to reconcile the Province's acknowledgement of the corridor's public history 
with the assertion that public access is not a relevant consideration because Forest Service Roads 
are intended primarily for industrial purposes. 

Budget Should Not Be the Determining Test 

The Ministry further states that roads determined to be surplus "based on current budgets" must be 
deactivated.  

We respectfully submit that annual budget allocations alone cannot be the determining factor 
when evaluating infrastructure that supports: 

• private property access;  

• mineral exploration and historic mine remediation;  

• recreation and tourism;  

• emergency response and wildfire management;  

• environmental stewardship; and  

• regional connectivity.  



These values extend well beyond the operational budget of a single ministry and require broader 
consideration across government. 

The 1992 Highway / Forestry Protocol 

Your response confirms that the road was transferred from the Ministry of Highways to the Ministry 
of Forests.  

As identified in our earlier correspondence, the Province's 1992 Highway/Forestry Protocol remains 
in effect and establishes principles respecting the transfer, administration, and disposition of 
former public highways. 

We respectfully request clarification regarding how the proposed closure complies with the 
Province's obligations under that agreement, particularly given the corridor's continuing public 
functions. 

Stakeholder Engagement Has Been Too Narrow 

The Ministry concludes that stakeholder engagement has been completed and describes its 
primary purpose as determining whether another tenure holder wishes to assume responsibility for 
the road.  

Respectfully, this definition is far too narrow. 

The proposed deactivation affects far more than tenure holders. 

It affects: 

• private landowners;  

• local residents;  

• recreation organizations;  

• tourism operators;  

• local businesses;  

• environmental stewardship organizations;  

• emergency response agencies;  

• mineral tenure holders;  

• future mine remediation;  

• local governments; and  

• the broader public that has relied on this corridor for decades.  

We also understand from industry representatives that not all affected mineral tenure holders were 
engaged during the Ministry's consultation process. 



Given the breadth of interests involved, we do not believe stakeholder engagement can reasonably 
be considered complete. 

Wildfire Response and Historic Mine Access 

The Ministry advises that wildfire response is currently undertaken by helicopter and that short-
term access for the Cambourne remediation project can be accommodated.  

These responses address only immediate operational matters. 

They do not address the long-term implications for: 

• future wildfire response requiring heavy equipment;  

• future historic mine remediation;  

• environmental monitoring;  

• access for specialized equipment;  

• emergency response;  

• future maintenance of environmental infrastructure; or  

• the practical and financial implications of permanently removing bridge infrastructure.  

These remain important unanswered questions. 

Moving Forward 

While we appreciate the Ministry's response, we respectfully submit that many of the issues raised 
in our May 15 correspondence remain unresolved. In several cases, the Ministry's response has 
highlighted additional questions requiring clarification. 

Throughout this process, the Incomappleux Stakeholder Coalition has sought to work 
collaboratively with government. We have proposed practical alternatives, provided historical 
documentation, requested meetings, offered stewardship solutions, and consistently expressed a 
willingness to identify balanced approaches that protect public safety while maintaining 
responsible access. 

We remain disappointed that these opportunities have not yet resulted in meaningful dialogue. 

In the spirit of constructive engagement, the Incomappleux Stakeholder Coalition will be hosting a 
Ministerial Field Briefing on Wednesday, July 8, 2026, in the Incomappleux Valley. 

Representatives from all relevant provincial ministries, Members of the Legislative Assembly, local 
governments, First Nations, recreation organizations, property owners, mining interests, tourism 
operators, conservation organizations, businesses, and community members are invited to attend. 

We respectfully invite you, members of your office, and senior ministry staff to participate. 



Experiencing the valley firsthand and hearing directly from those who live, work, recreate, invest, 
and steward this landscape will provide context that cannot be conveyed through written 
correspondence alone. 

Accordingly, we respectfully request that: 

• no irreversible deactivation work commence prior to the July 8 field briefing;  

• the Ministry participate in meaningful discussions with stakeholders following the field 
briefing;  

• all practical alternatives to permanent bridge removal be fully evaluated; and  

• the Province work collaboratively across ministries to identify long-term solutions that 
balance public safety, environmental stewardship, responsible resource management, 
recreation, and rural community interests.  

We remain hopeful that this matter can be resolved through collaboration rather than conflict and 
look forward to your response. 

Sincerely, 

On behalf of the Incomappleux Stakeholder Coalition 

cc: 

• Hon. David Eby, Premier of British Columbia 

• Hon. Mike Farnworth, Minister of Transportation and Transit 

• Hon. Tamara Davidson, Minister of Environment and Parks 

• Hon. Jagrup Brar, Minister of Mining and Critical Minerals 

• Hon. Brittny Anderson, Minister of State for Local Government and Rural Communities 

• Incomappleux Stakeholder Coalition Members 

• Arrow Lakes ATV Club 
• Arrow Lakes Ridge Riders Snowmobile Club 
• Association of Mineral Exploration BC 
• 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 
• Incomappleux River Ranch Inc. 
• Jack Denny, Local resident and prospector  
• John Mirko, Local resident and mining claim holder 
• Kim and Chris Hubert, Landowners  



• Louise Stanway, Landowner 
• Nakusp Rod And Gun Club 
• Public Land Use Society 
• Revelstoke ATV Club 
• Trout Lake Recreational Club 
• Trout Lake Retreat 
• Windsor Hotel in Trout Lake 

Appendix A: Ministerial Briefing Invitation 

 

 


