1. Introduction

All decision makers should oppose the proposed exemption of the Poison Mountain Saddle Road and
the Yalakom/Big Bar Road through the Red Mountain and French Mountain Motor Vehicle Closed
Area in Wildlife Management Units 3-32 and 5-3. For the following reasons, this proposal should not
proceed:

The exemption would undermine the intent of the existing motor vehicle closure, which was
established to protect sensitive alpine and subalpine habitats and the wildlife that depend on them. It
would conflict directly with the access and wildlife objectives set out in the Cariboo—Chilcotin Land
Use Plan (CCLUP), the Lillooet LRMP and their associated access strategies, all of which call for
restricted access, reduced road densities and the use of closures and natural barriers in this landscape. It
would also increase unmanaged motorized use, road density and enforcement challenges in a region
already identified as sensitive for grizzly bears, mule deer and moose, where further access-related
pressure is explicitly recognized as a threat to wildlife population recovery.

For these reasons, the recommendation is to maintain the current motor vehicle closure with no new
exemptions for the Poison Mountain Saddle Road or the Yalakom/Big Bar Road segments within the
Red/French motor vehicle closure.

2. Land Use Planning and Policy Inconsistencies

The current proposal appears disconnected from the intent and direction of existing land use plans,
particularly the LRMPs, and from the commitments made by local stakeholders during those processes.

First, there is a clear implementation gap: many current government staff working on access and
recreation either do not apply LRMP direction or are not fully aware of the LRMP commitments that
govern this landscape. This weakens the credibility of long, consensus-based planning processes and
leads to ad hoc decisions that contradict agreed management objectives of which some are legally
binding.

Second, during the LRMP processes for Regions 3 and 5, stakeholders, including government, industry,
local communities and user groups—agreed that there should be no cross-region motorized access
between Region 3 and Region 5 in this area. The intent was to prevent exactly the kind of
high-throughput, north-west motorized corridor now being proposed over Poison Mountain, in order to
safeguard wildlife, sensitive alpine habitats and existing non-motorized values.

2.1 Cariboo—Chilcotin Land Use Plan (CCLUP)

The Forest Practices Board identifies the Cariboo—Chilcotin Land Use Plan (CCLUP) as a unique,
legally binding higher-level plan that establishes resource development zones and requires both the
maintenance and restriction of access to achieve targets for timber, mining, fish and wildlife, recreation,
and non-timber forest products. Access-related targets in CCLUP explicitly include backcountry
recreation opportunities and restrictions, and permanent road access restrictions to benefit fish and
wildlife. Map 14 of the CCLUP specifically shows the Red/ French Mountain motorized vehicle
closure including part of the Posion Mountain Saddle Road which in addition is surrounded by an ATV
restriction.

Within this framework, the plan also confirms that there is to be no industrial access from the Black
Dome Mine area in Region 5 to Lillooet in Region 3, reflecting a deliberate decision to avoid creating



an north—south industrial corridor through sensitive backcountry landscapes. Regional access
management strategies developed under CCLUP are intended to guide more detailed access planning
and ensure that operational decisions remain consistent with these higher-level access and wildlife
objectives.

Introducing a new motorized through-route over Poison Mountain conflicts with this intent by
increasing motorized access pressure in a high-value backcountry wildlife area that was deliberately
placed under motor vehicle closure. It would weaken the integrity of CCLUP’s access commitments
and erode confidence that legally established higher-level plans will be respected over time.

2.2 Lillooet LRMP: Access Management Direction

The Lillooet LRMP identifies access management as a core tool to balance economic development
with wildlife, recreation and cultural values. It designates the Red Mountain area—including Red,
French, China Head, Nine Mile Ridge and Hogback, as a priority for access management, using
Wildlife Act motor vehicle restrictions, Land Act designations, and other tools to limit motorized
pressure in sensitive habitats. It also provides explicit direction to use seasonal access maps and access
objectives when planning any new road access for Crown land tenures, and to maintain options for
access without compromising environmental values.

To achieve this, the Lillooet LRMP calls for “road density reduction areas,” areas managed by
regulation, and the use of natural barriers and structural controls (such as gates, berms and bridge
removal) to manage access in key wildlife areas. Temporary control measures were preferred in this
landscape, but because there is little on-the-ground enforcement, self-regulating natural barriers,
including the removal of bridges to limit uncontrolled motorized use were implemented. Despite this,
recent 4x4 motorized activity, including repeated driving through creeks (see video Link Minute: )has
already caused visible environmental damage and shows how quickly impacts escalate when access is
improved.

Together, the CCLUP access strategies and the Lillooet LRMP create a unique situation where access
direction has been clearly articulated and, in part, given legal force to support and maintain the
Red/French motorized vehicle closure. Opening the Poison Mountain Saddle Road would effectively
reverse decades of LRMP-driven direction that has relied on closures, road deactivation and bridge
removal to manage access in the same broader landscape (for example, along the Red Mountain road,
Davey Jones, Van Horlick and Texas Creek). With the exemption of the motorized vehicle closure and
in the absence of clear regulations, enforcement and a management plan, road use will predictably
escalate to the highest accessible level and exceed the ecological carrying capacity with negative
impacts for the environment and wildlife.

2.3 No Net Gain and Regional Deactivation Initiatives

Current practice in the region is moving toward lower road densities and a clear “no net gain” approach
to forest service roads across watersheds. According to sustainable forest management guidance,
including BC Timber Sales and FLNRO engineering direction, deactivation of forest service roads
is a key tool to reduce human impacts on wildlife and habitat. Road deactivation is prioritized to
maintain maximum road densities of approximately 0.5 km of road per 1 km?, a level supported by
research showing that grizzly bear populations have higher survival and recovery rates when road
densities remain at or below this threshold, while higher densities increase mortality and habitat



fragmentation. Lower road densities also reduce human—wildlife conflict by limiting motorized access
and overuse in core habitats, aligning with evidence-based conservation targets for biodiversity.

In practice, BC Timber Sales is actively promoting road deactivation, First Nations in the Bridge River
watershed have adopted a no-net-gain policy on forest service roads, and in Region 5 Tolko and the
Chilcotin Tribal Council are currently deactivating numerous roads. In this context, opening the Poison
Mountain saddle road to motorized vehicles is clearly regressive and directly contradicts these ongoing
efforts to reduce and rationalize the road network.

The South Churn Access Management Project, shared with stakeholders in December 2025, further
illustrates this regional direction. This project, undertaken collaboratively by the BC Government and
the Stswecem’c Xgat’tem First Nation, is focused on access management planning, prescription
development and implementation, grounded in local knowledge, cultural values and a shared
commitment to responsible land stewardship. Its intent is to protect wildlife, reduce impacts on the land
base, safeguard cultural and spiritual areas and critical habitats, while strategically closing routes that
facilitate unauthorized hunting. Proposed activities include deactivation and rehabilitation, such as
barricading road surfaces to prevent motor vehicle use, de-compacting and reshaping roadbeds,
returning displaced soils and berm material, placing woody debris, and re-vegetating exposed soils. All
deactivation occurs in previously disturbed areas.

The project identifies four locations of concern: Mud Lakes, Poison Mountain Creek, Relay Creek and
Upper Churn Creek. Access is being reduced and rehabilitated rather than expanded. Three of these
Roads are surrounding the Red-French Mountain Vehicle Closure and are actively used by 4x4 vehicle
users (see Video Link: ). While the South Churn Access Management Project strategically closes
commonly used roads in the Poison Mountain area, creating a new motorized corridor over Poison
Mountain would run counter to the current efforts. Efforts that are actively being implemented to
reduce the motorized vehicle activity in this specific area. Exempting the Poison Mountain saddle road
would undermine the coherent access management approach implemented by the Stswecem’c Xgat’tem
First Nation and BC Government.

3. Access, Roads and Environmental Risk

3.1 Forest Practices Board Findings on Roads and Recreation

The Forest Practices Board’s report “Access Management in British Columbia: Issues and
Opportunities” concludes that roads and the access they create are “one of the major land use impacts
in BC,” and that access management “is not as effective and coordinated as it should be.” A significant
portion of the existing network consists of non-status and deactivated roads, which can cause
substantial environmental damage and safety concerns—such as landslides, erosion and failing bridges,
while having no clear maintenance responsibility and no legal requirement for upkeep. The Forest
Practices Board further notes that high road densities fragment habitat, increase both legal and illegal
hunting, and elevate disturbance from traffic and off-road vehicles, with particularly strong effects on
species like bears and ungulates. All of this applies to the proposed area.

The Forest Practices Board's report also emphasizes that many conflicts and environmental impacts
of road access are “related to public use of roads to access backcountry area recreational opportunities,”
especially off-road vehicle use. Forestry roads “lead to increased recreation use, and can open up
sensitive areas to public users,” including alpine and subalpine areas that are difficult or impossible to
rehabilitate once disturbed.



In this context, creating a legally sanctioned through-road across Poison Mountain will inevitably
increase total road density and connectivity, contrary to the goal of reducing non-essential roads in
sensitive wildlife landscapes. It will magnify use of non-status side roads and deactivated spurs,
because as the Forest Practices Board report and experience across BC show that once a motorized
corridor exists, informal routes quickly proliferate off it. This expansion of risk will ultimately shift the
burden of environmental damage, decline in wildlife and future remediation costs for road failures,
erosion and habitat degradation onto government and the public.

3.2 Off-Road Vehicles and Enforcement Gaps

The same Forest Practices Board report highlights that many recreation access issues centre on
off-road vehicle use (ATVs, 4x4s, snowmobiles), which can penetrate deep into previously remote
backcountry. ATVs and other ORV's damage grasslands, wetlands and alpine areas, disperse invasive
plants, harass wildlife and disturb non-motorized users who value quiet and solitude. Under the current
Forest and Range Practices Act (FRPA) framework, there are “no legal provisions to protect the
environment from damage caused by public recreation use,” leaving enforcement officials with very
limited tools when ORVs damage sensitive habitats. The Forest Practices Board also observes that
government agencies are slow to deal with non-compliance, that public access restrictions are “rarely
popular and can be difficult to enforce,” and that overlapping legal authorities often allow agencies to
avoid taking responsibility for restrictions precisely where they are most needed. This is also already
evident in the proposed area. There is already illegal off-road driving and motorized vehicle use in the
vehicle closure (see Videos/pictures) which has been reported but with no enforcement capacity did
not result in any consequences for the vehicle operators.

By exempting the Poison Mountain Saddle road in the absence of clear regulations, enforcement
presence and management plans , the use will predictably go towards the highest level that is physically
possible, rather than toward a sustainable carrying capacity. For Poison Mountain, that means increased
motorized use. Recreation Sites and Trails BC’s Trail Strategy (Action #9) explicitly recognizes that
the growth of off-road vehicle use requires a management approach with mechanisms to minimize
environmental impacts, ensure public safety, and reduce social conflict associated with irresponsible
use, and both Chapter 10 of the Recreational Manual and the Trail Strategy identify the need for
regulatory control, compliance and enforcement services in sensitive areas. Yet this proposal provides
no robust management plan for increased motorized use, no indication of added enforcement capacity,
monitoring or clear agency roles, and no description of how off-trail ORV use, which is already
occurring on Poison Mountain, would be prevented once a through-road is officially open. Opening the
saddle road under these known legal and enforcement gaps is therefore likely to elevate unmanaged
motorized vehicle activity to the “highest accessible use possible,” far beyond the ecological carrying
capacity of the alpine ecosystem and therefore an irresponsible decision.

4. Wildlife and Alpine Impacts

The Poison Mountain Saddle Road leads directly into alpine terrain, one of the most sensitive
environments to cumulative recreational use. Chapter 10 of the Recreational Manual states that
alpine areas are especially vulnerable to the impacts of accumulated use and that trail users should
therefore be directed away from such areas wherever possible. Opening the Poison Mountain Saddle
Road does the opposite: it deliberately directs a wide variety of users, 4x4s, ATVs, dirt bikes and other
motorized traffic, straight into a sensitive alpine landscape that existing closures were designed to
protect.



Key component and Action #1 of the provincial Trail Strategy is environmental stewardship, which
defines a sustainable trail system as one where trails are located, constructed and maintained to avoid,
minimize and mitigate adverse impacts on sensitive ecosystems, species at risk, soils, water, wildlife
and native vegetation. Sustainable trail systems depend on careful routing, access control and
management, particularly in alpine and subalpine habitats. In this case, no management plan has been
provided that explains how environmental impacts from increased alpine access, such as soil erosion,
vegetation loss, wildlife disturbance and water quality degradation, will be mitigated. As a result, the
proposal is inconsistent with both the intent of Chapter 10 of the Recreational Manual and the core
stewardship commitments of the Trail Strategy.

4.1 Soil and vegetation

Due to the openness of alpine areas, off-trail use is already regularly observed and even promoted by
the 4 Wheel Drive Association of BC (see attached pictures promoted on 4WDABC Instagram
Account: https://www.instagram.com/4wdabc/) . As the Wildlife Guidelines for Backcountry
Tourism/Commercial Recreation in British Columbia outline, when users leave the main route,
multiple impacts follow: new informal trails are created, wildlife is disturbed over a wider area, and the
additional tracks alter surface drainage, creating new runoff pathways and accelerating erosion. These
impacts are especially severe when dirt bikes, AT Vs and 4x4 vehicles travel off-trail in sensitive alpine
and subalpine terrain, where thin soils and fragile vegetation recover very slowly, if at all. Another
concern that has not been addressed in the proposal is bank erosion and channel damage at repeated
creek crossings, which can quickly destabilize stream banks, increase sediment loads and affect fish
habitat.

On Poison Mountain specifically, the saddle road leads directly into alpine terrain, and off-trail use,
riding ridges, leaving the main route, and exploring side tracks, is already documented and is likely to
increase with easier access and greater traffic. Repeated creek crossings will escalate erosion, bank
failures and sedimentation into fish-bearing streams, consistent with Forest Practices Board findings
that road-related erosion and landslides can have negative impacts on water and fish habitat. No
management plan has been presented describing how the government intends to mitigate off-trail ORV
use, user-created routes and ridge riding; bank erosion and sedimentation at creek crossings; or
vegetation damage and soil loss in open alpine. In the absence of such a plan, the proposal runs counter
to provincial trail strategy principles of environmental stewardship in the Provincial Trail Strategy
and to the CCLUP and Lillooet LRMP objectives for protecting habitat and water quality in this
landscape.

4.2 Wildlife

The Wildlife Guidelines for Backcountry Tourism/Commercial Recreation in British Columbia
clearly recognizes that motorized vehicles can cause physiological and behavioural disturbance,
displacement from preferred habitats, direct mortality, and habituation or sensitization in wildlife.
These effects are particularly pronounced in open alpine and subalpine terrain, where animals have
limited cover and encounters with vehicles are more frequent and sustained. To avoid such impacts,
wildlife guidelines generally recommend staying at distances sufficient to prevent observable changes
in animal behaviour, with a default minimum separation of approximately 500 metres in open areas for
large mammals.

By bringing regular motorized traffic into core alpine habitats, the proposed opening of the Poison
Mountain Saddle Road makes it much harder for users to maintain these separation distances or to



avoid repeated encounters with wildlife along narrow ridgelines and open basins. This is inconsistent
with the intent of existing wildlife guidelines, which aim to reduce disturbance and displacement by
limiting the presence and intensity of motorized activity in key habitats rather than increasing it.

4.2.1 Grizzly bears

The Lillooet LRMP identifies the South Chilcotin Ranges grizzly bear population unit, which includes
the Poison Mountain area, as threatened. Recovery and maintenance goals for this unit require large,
relatively undisturbed areas with low road densities, low mortality risk, and secure critical habitats and
“roving security areas” that exclude public motorized access for extended periods. The plan calls for
careful management of roads and recreation to reduce bear—human conflicts, displacement and habitat
fragmentation, and sets explicit targets for current and desired grizzly bear numbers.

The Forest Practices Board and related access literature indicate that road densities above about 0.5
km/km? significantly increase human-caused mortality and reduce habitat effectiveness for grizzly
bears, while roads fragment habitat and increase both legal and illegal hunting pressure for all wildlife
species. A new motorized through-route over Poison Mountain will increase effective road density
within the South Chilcotin Ranges population unit, raise the probability of grizzly-human encounters
(including attractant problems, defence-of-life kills and illegal kills), and direct traffic into high-value
alpine and subalpine foraging areas that Lillooet LRMP grizzly objectives and the Wildlife Guidelines
for Backcountry Tourism/Commercial Recreation in British Columbia seek to keep relatively free
of motorized disturbance.

The Lillooet LRMP is clear that grizzly bear recovery depends on access management, road density
reduction, seasonal closures, deactivation and the creation of non-motorized “roving security areas,”
not on new through-roads. It also notes that grizzly bears require secure critical habitats, such as
avalanche tracks, wetlands and berry-rich sites, and that recreation and tourism development can
displace bears and increase mortality risks. Chapter 10 of the Recreational Manual further
emphasizes the need for professional biological assessment in such areas, given that grizzly-human
encounters present safety risks to both bears and trail users. In this context, opening the Poison
Mountain Saddle Road would undermine established grizzly bear objectives and jeopardize progress
toward recovery in a population unit already designated as threatened.

4.1.2 Mule deer and moose

The Lillooet LRMP sets explicit goals of increasing the “distribution and abundance” of both mule
deer and moose in the plan area. For these species, it identifies important mule deer migration routes
and mapped moose ranges in the Poison Mountain area, and notes that access-related issues in these
areas lead to increased mortality risk from unregulated hunting and poaching, animal stress, and
inappropriate road locations, types and levels of use. Motorized access into migration corridors and
important habitat is a well-recognized driver of increased harvest and poaching opportunities, stress
and displacement during critical seasons, and higher kill associated with vehicle-assisted hunting.

The proposal to open the Poison Mountain Saddle Road directly contradicts these Lillooet LRMP
goals by adding motorized access into known Mule Deer migration routes and Moose range, increasing
the risk of illegal moose and deer hunting already reported in the area, and making enforcement more
difficult. The Lillooet LRMP’s broader wildlife objective is to maximize wildlife populations through
habitat security and controlled access; the same goal should guide current provincial decision-making.
Instead, this proposal introduces conditions that the Lillooet LRMP repeatedly lists as problems for
wildlife, greater access, more motorized traffic, and higher exposure to unregulated hunting, poaching



and stress. Conservation Officers are already aware of moose poaching and impacts from unmanaged
recreational use in the region, and opening a new through-route will predictably increase those
pressures rather than reduce them.

5. Access, connectivity and alternatives

The government rationale suggests that opening Poison Mountain is needed to allow travel “from Big
Bar Ferry to Yalakom” and to the Mud Lake Recreation Site. However, the Big Bar Ferry—Yalakom
connection already exists via the Yalakom Road on the south side, outside the current motor vehicle
closure. Mud Lake is also accessible from Region 3 via the existing Relay/Mud Road, without creating
a new motorized corridor through the alpine closure.

The proposed exemption therefore does not “restore” lost connectivity; instead it adds a second,
higher-impact motorized route through a sensitive closure area. The suggestion that the exemption is
needed to align with “broader access management plans” is misleading, because the CCLUP, the
Lillooet LRMP and the South Churn Access Management Project emphasize access restriction,
road density reduction, and the use of closures and natural barriers in this exact landscape and current
regional practices of road deactivation and no-net-gain policies support that direction. All these
practices indicate the direction of access management plans which is opposite to the rational given for
exempting the Poison Mountain saddle road from the vehicle closure. A more consistent and
responsible approach would be to maintain the existing closure boundary as intended and correct
mapping and signage to clearly show Poison Mountain as closed to motor vehicles.

6. Comments to motorized proponents (4x4 club)

Poison Mountain has been legally closed to motor vehicles above the 1 920 m contour for years, even if
some maps were inaccurate in the past. Social media posts and advocacy by 4 Wheel Drive
Association BC (4WDABC) and individuals document repeated ridge-top driving, travel into alpine
basins within the closure, and continued use despite apparent awareness of motor vehicle restrictions
(see Pictures/Videos).

Public comments associated with this proposal also indicate that the primary intent is not simply
“transit” to Mud Lake or an north—west connection, but expanded ridge and summit driving as
comments on Facebook and Reddit show:

*  “Note that the Poison Mountain summit road will remain off-limits and is not included in this
proposal. This is something we will continue to advocate for, but for now we'll take the win
we've got.” - 4AWDABC Reddit Account

9999

e “The road up Poison would be still closed, so this is not a “win””” comment

https://www.reddit.com/r/4WDABC/comments/1ghimux/advocacy update poison_mountain/#:
~:text=01%20particular%20interest%20is%20a%20g0al%20the.this%20route)%20was%20not

%20previously%20included%20in

* see Video: We tried to bypass this 4x4 Trail Closure (but ended in the ER)
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xUxMEG4ZKgw

A through-road exemption would enable and legitimize this use rather than prevent it.

Granting a recreational exemption driven largely by a single motorized user group would set a
troubling precedent: that closures established to meet long-term wildlife, habitat and access objectives


https://www.reddit.com/r/4WDABC/comments/1qhimux/advocacy_update_poison_mountain/#:~:text=Of%20particular%20interest%20is%20a%20goal%20the,this%20route)%20was%20not%20previously%20included%20in
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can be weakened whenever a group expresses selfish interests focused on short-term satisfaction and
exploiting instead of considering the big picture of sustainably managing the resources. This risks
undermining confidence in land-use planning as a whole, weakening the incentive for all parties to
respect existing closures, and increasing conflict among user groups who have planned their activities
and investments around the expectation that legally established closures and higher-level plan
commitments will be honoured over time.

7. Conclusion

In light of the threatened status of the local grizzly bear population, documented concerns about mule
deer and moose mortality linked to road access, and the long-term direction of CCLUP and the
Lillooet LRMP, regional practices of road deactivation and no-net gain policies implemented by
BC government and First Nations toward road deactivation, road density reduction and motor vehicle
closures in this precise landscape, the proposed exemption cannot be justified. In this context, opening
a new through-route across Poison Mountain would move directly against existing recovery objectives
and established access management commitments.

We submit that the public interest, wildlife objectives and existing land-use commitments must take
precedence over expanding 4x4 recreation opportunities in this particular location. Motorized
recreation opportunities are better provided in less sensitive areas, under clear management and
enforcement frameworks, rather than by weakening a long-standing closure designed to protect a
vulnerable alpine ecosystem and the wildlife populations that depend on it.

Accordingly, we respectfully request that the Ministry of Water, Land and Resource Stewardship and
associated agencies:

* Reject the proposed exemption for the Poison Mountain Saddle Road and the Yalakom/Big Bar
Road within the Red Mountain and French Mountain Motor Vehicle Closed Area.

* Affirm and clarify the existing closure, correcting mapping and signage to explicitly show
Poison Mountain within the motor vehicle closed area above 1 920 m, and communicating this
clearly to all user groups.

Taken together, these steps would honour existing land-use plans, uphold the integrity of the
Red/French closure, and provide a sound, precautionary foundation for any future access decisions in
the Poison Mountain area.
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