Rosebery to Summit Lake Trail

a submission from members of
Hills Recreation Society

Hills Nordic Ski Ciub

Friends of Bonanza Creck :
Contact: Richard Allin (358-2333)

December I, 2000

Route description

This section of trail extends from the end of the Galena Trail in Rosebery to Summit Lake Class A
provincial park. The entire length of the trail lies on the former CPR rail right-of-way from which track
and ties were removed approximately 10 years ago. The frail runs right along the shoreline of Slocan
Lake from Rosebery to Hills, and it closely follows Bonanza Creek from Hills to Summit Lake.

Legal status

It is our understanding that the former CPR right-of-way is now under the jurisdiction of the BC
government. There are apparently a few property owners who have claimms to the former right-of-way,
but the vast majority of the length if undisputed.

Physical description and trail condition

The distinguishing feature of this trail section is its proximity to Slocan Lake and Bonanza Creek.

The Rosebery-Hills section is generally within 5 metres of the lake for its entire length. Water seepage
and erosion is evident in several places along the steep cutbank and freed slope that separates the trail
from Highway 6 which lies 30 o 50m above the trail.

As the {rail passes the Bonanza Marsh at Hills, it climbs up from the lake elevation and passes
alongside private property for about 1 km as it crosses Bonanza Road and skirts a Ministry of
Highways gravel pit. A CPR culvert removal project just beyond the gravel pit has left a 10m deep by
10m wide cut in the trail that is difficult to negotiate except on foot.

From the gravel pit to Summit Lake, the irail closely follows Bonanza Creck, lying within 10m of the
creek and within the creek’s riparian zone for almost all of its length, The CPR has removed most of its
culverts, but a number of small tributaries cross the trail through remaining culverts and small
washouts before emptying into Bonanza Creek. One small bridge has recently been rebuilt over a
plugged-culvert wash-out. Much of the area along this stretch of trail is wetland that is constantly in
flux due to extensive beaver activity. Indeed, the trail itself is in danger of being undermined and
washed out in many places, and it would require sensitive trail work to maintain its usefulness and to

protect wildlife values.
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Ecological Considerations

The overriding ecological consideration for this section of trail is ifs proximity to Slocan Lake and
Bonanza Marsh and Creek. As described above, the trail is within the riparian zone of the lake and
creek and generally within 5 metres of the water’s edge for nearly its entire length.

Bonanza Marsh and Creek have both been recognized for their special status. Bonanza Marsh is one of
few remaining natural wetlands in the West Kootenays; it is a nesting area for many native and
migratory bird species, and contains some rare plants. Bonanza Creek was recognized in the 1980
Slocan Valley Development Guidelines as the most important Kokanee spawning creck in the Slocan
Lake drainage. For the past two years, local residents have worked with Fisheries Renewal BC to
assess the quality of kokanee habitat and the health of the Bonanza Creek population,

The creek and the wetlands along its length also provide habitat for many mammals and birds. Large
mammals liriclude elk and moose, grizzly and black bears, cougar and lynx, mule and white-tailed deer,
and beavers, Birds include a wide range of woodland and wetland species as well as bald eagles, great
blue herons, great-horned owls, pileated woodpeckers; and dippers within the creek itself.

New logging activity by Slocan Forest Products on the west side of Bonanza Cregk has increased
potential for negative impacis on the creek and marsh, A logging road hag been built along the west
side of Bonianza Creek, and several cutblocks have already been logged with many more scheduled for
the next decade.

Historic and Present Uses

Prior to the removal of the CPR tracks, the train ran once or twice a week in its final decades along this
route, mostly transporting poles and cedar shakes from Nakusp south to the main rail line, Remnants
of this historic use remain, including a small station house nporth of Hunter Siding, and asserted spikes,
washers and iron tie plates scattered along the trail,

For the past 25 years, the Hills Recreation Society has promoted appreciation of the special natural
qualities of the trail, and its members have maintained it for use of residents and visitors. Regular uses
include: _

access to the lake and creek for swimming and fishing

mountain biking

walking and jogging

nature outings (individual, school groups, and clubs)

horseback riding

cross-country skiing

The cross-couniry ski trails are maintained mainly along the Bonanza Creek section. Snowlall is
generally insufficient for skiing along Slocan Lake, but the ski trail is extended along the lake in good
snowfall years. Becausc of these snow conditions, there has been no snowmobile use of the Slocan
lakeshore section, although there is occasional use of the Bonanza section by local residents.
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Ecological Considerations

~ The overriding ecoiogical consideration for this section of trail is its proximity to Slocan Lake and
Bonanza Marsh and Creek. As described above, the trail is within the riparian zone of the lake and
- creek and generally within 5 metres of the water’s edge for nearly its entire length.

Bonanza Marsh and Creek have both been recognized for theu' special status, Bonanza Marsh is one of
few remaining natural wetlands in the West Kootenays; it is a nesting area for many native and

. migratory bird species, and contains some rare plants, Bonanza Creek was recognized in the 1980 o

Slocan Valley Development Guidelines as the most important Kokanee spawning creek in the Slocan
Lake drainage. For the past two years, local residents have worked with Fisheries Renewal BC to
assess the quality of kokanee habitat and the health of the Bonanza Creek population.

The creck and the wetlands along its length also provide habitat for many mammals and birds. Large
mammals include elk and moose, grizzly and black bears, cougar and lynx, mule and white-tailed deer,
and beavers, Birds inclide a wide range of woodland and wetland species as well as bald eagles, great -
blue herons, great-horned owls, pileated woodpeckers; and dippers within the creck ifself.

Y

New logging activity by Slocan Forest Products on the west sidé 6f Bonanza Creek has increased
potential for negative impacts on the creck and marsh, A logging road has been built along the west
side of Bonanza Creek, and several cutblocks have alrcady been logged with many more scheduled foy
the next decade.

Historic and Present Uses

Prior to the removal of the CPR tracks, the train ran once or twice a week in its final decades along this
route, mostly transportmg poles and cedar shakes from Nakusp south to the main rail line. Remnants
of this historic use remain, including a small siation house north of Hunter Siding, and assorted spikes,
washers and iron tie plates scattercd along the trail. _

For the past 25 years, the Hills Recreation So ciety has promoted appreciation of the special natural
_ qualities of the trail, and its ,members have mamtamed it for use of residents and visitors. Regular uses
include:
e access to the Iake and creek for swimming and fishing
e mountain biking

— walkingand jogging
nature outings (individual, school groups, and cIubs)

horseback riding -

~ ® pross-country skiing

The cross-country ski trails are maintained mainly along the Bonanza Creck section, Snowfall is
generally insufficient for skiing along Slocan Lake, but the ski trail is extended along the lake in good
snowfall years. Because of these snow conditions, there has been no snowmobile use of the Slocan
lakeshore section, although there is occasional use of the Bonanza section by local residents.
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Non-mototized recreational use of the Rosebery-Summit Lake railbed was well-established long
before removal of the railroad tracks allowed for motorized recreational use. For decades prior to the |
track removal, the railbed was used for hiking, nature walks and beach access during the summer and
for cross-country skiing during the winter, Since the track removal, there has been occasional use by
motorcyclists, AT Vers, and snowmobilers (Bonanza section only), and a few campers and woodcutters
also use the right-of-way along the lakeshore Even so, our estimates are that non-motorized user days
outnumber motorized user days by about 100 to 1. (Estimate based upon 5-25 non-motorized users per
day, year-round and only occasional motorized use.)

Recommmendations

It is fair to say that most residents are content with the present nse pattern of the Rosebery-Sumnit
Lake trail. However, even the present, sccasional motorized recreational use has met with some
complaints from the larger group of non-motorized wvsers, and a few property owners have objected to
even non-motorized use of the trail past their properties,

Many users and nearby property owners are concerned over possible increased motorized activity.
This is scen to be an unacceptable intrusion into sensitive wildlife habitat and a distuption to the
generally quiet and slow-moving activities of non-motorized users. These people believe that
motorized group or club activities would be incompatible with wildlife values and with non-motorized
human uses on this trail section,

There is an existing, alternative off-highway route from Rosebery to Nakusp for motorized recreational
use. This route, which is included in the BC Forest Service Recreation Site maps, uses the Wilson
Creck and Fitzstubbs Creek logging road network. It lcaves highway 6 at Rosebery, passes several BC
Forest Service recreation sites at Beaver, Little Wilson and Wilson Lakes, and rejoing Highway 6 at the
north end of Box Lake. :

If motorized use was deemed appropriate on the Summit Lake to Nakusp scction of the former CPR
right-of-way, this could provide an off-highway link from Box Lake to Nakusp and to Summit Lake
with possible connection to the extensive Slewiskin (McDonald) Creek logging road network. (See
map on Page 4.) It is, however, outside our area of interest to comment on appropriate uses in this area.

We support the present non-niotorized uses of the Rosehery-Summit Lake Trail with a recogniiion
that proteciion of wildlife, water and other ecological values takes priorily over humnan use.
We recommend strict limits on motorized aciivity along the Rosebery-Summilt Lake trail.

We support an alternative off-highway route from Rosehery to Nakusp for motorized recrestional
use using the Wilson Creek and Fitzstubbs Creek logging road network,

Given the very high fish and wildiife values along the Bonanza Creek and Marsh section and the
extrente proximity of the trail to Slocan Lake and BonanzaCreek, we believe a detailed impact study
is a necessary part of any proposed (rail developiient or major increase in use in this section.
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Regiéﬁal District of Cuatral Kootenay

Box 590, 202 Lakeside Drive Telephone (250) 352-6665 Fax (250) 352-9300
Nelson, BC V1L 5R4 BC Toll Free 1-800-268-7325
web: www.rdck.be.ca e-mail: info@rdck.be.ca

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF CENTRAL KOOTENAY

I, Dawn Attorp, Manager of Corporate Administration, Regional District of Central
Kootenay, being the duly appointed officer pursuant to Section 198 of the Local
Government Act, hercby certify under seal of said Regional District, the following to be a
true and correct copy of Resolution No. 548/08 as adopted by the Board of the Regional
District of Central Kootenay at the meeting held June 26, 2008:

548/08 The Regional District of Central Kootenay make application for a
Licence of Occupation respecting Crown Lands located between
Rosebery/Three Forks and Summit Lake for inclusion in the linear

park.

Dated at Nelson, B.C. this 2nd day of March, 2009.

Dawn Attorp, ager of (Jorporate Administration
Regional District of Central Kootenay

fhareT
MUNICIPALITIES:  Cities: Castlegar, Nelson Town: Creston Villages: Kaslo, Nakusp, New Denver, Salmi$\RGRHBlocan ou
ELECTORAL ARFAS: A -Wenndel/East Shore Kootenay T ake  *BC*D *E+F+G+H -The Slocan Valley *1+J -Lower Arow/Columbia  *K -The Arrowy Lakes




Applymg for a Crown Land Tenure -

BRITISH
COLUMBIA

All appllcatlons must include comp!eted apphcatton form general locatlon map, Iocal detaxl map,
approprfate fees and attachments as indicated below, .

INFORMAT!ON REGARDING APPLYING FOR CROWN LAND AVAILABLE AT
www.al.gov.be. ca!c!ad/land | prog_: serwces/programs html

PART: 1 NAME(S) AND MAILING ADDRESS .. .= n 5o Do
Applicant Name: '- ' Ar‘e you an Agent submitting this

EULL-LEGAL NAME of Individual(s), Company or Soclety,_ 1. application on behalf of your client?
Mlnlstry or Government Agency  Your File: . t U Yes KXINo ,
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF CENTRAL KOOTENAY . . Letter of Agency attached [ IYes [XINo
Contact Name for Company or M:mstry Appilcants ‘ .. - —
RANDY MATHESON_ Ag.ent Name & Mailing Address:
. . - |
Applicant Mailing Address: S : -

._202 LAKESIDE DRIVE L N : postal code
PO BOX 590 ' g - _ )
NELSON, BC. . postal code _V1L 5R4 _

B : _ ’ Agent Contact Numbers:
Applicant Contact Numbers: | - | Phone: . Fax: ___.

Apphcant Email Address:
rdck@rdek.be.ca or rmatheson_@rdck bc. ca

'For applications made by mors than one individual: {_| Joint. Tenants or [_ITenants in Common
For your mfon"natlon Joint Tenants: on the death of one tenant the interest passes fo surviving fenant.
- Tenants in Common: on the death of one lenant the interest passes to the beneficiaries of the estate.

BC l_nc.' #, BC Regisftration # or Society #: _ | GST Registration #:

Age: 19orover [IYes = [No Canadlan Citizen or Permanent Resident  JYes [ No

Do you hold another Crown land tenure? XIYes []No [fyes, provide File Number:  Various Tenures

Period of Projected Use:
[ Two years or less [_] Two to five years [X] Five to ten years [ Ten to thirty years || More than thirty years

Application Type: {X] new application [J rep!acement application — file number
[ ] investigative permit application [_] amendment application — file number

Proposed UselTenure Type: (e.g. powerline nght ‘of way, gravel quarry licence): Regional Park Trail

Page 8
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Community/Institutional
coRTIst, Application Requirements List
T New Applications

X An application fee in the form of @ oheque OT money order mads payable io Minister of Finance

attached fo the application package (see Feg:Scheduls) GST Registration number is R107864738.

[1 A Reguestfor Sponscishib Letter (if applicable).

[] A Cettificate of Incorporation {if applicable).

For local governments or public service agencies, a resolution of the municipal councll, regionat board
of band council endorsing the application,

[ For community organizations:

+ A certified copy of the Constitution and ByiaWs indicating your organization has formed a non-
profit organization and that the organization is entitled {o hold land.

+ The Constitution and Bylaws must state that on winding-up and dissolution of the soclely that,
after all debts have been pald or provision for payment has been made, the assets remaining
shall be paid, transferred, or delivered to the Minister of Finance.

o A copy of the fatest Annual Report of your organization including the financial statement and the
report of the diréctors to the members.

X A Development Plan that explains:
The nature of the proposed use;
+ . The nature and location of all praposed improvements in relation to the application boundary;
s Praposed development and operating schedule;
+ Al other relevant details of the proposal.

DG A wiitten demonsfration that land applied for under this policy is required for the intended use, and
that suitable allernative land is not available.

1 A copy of State of Title Cerlificate of the requested property (if applicable).

B A general location map (appropriate scale eg 1:250,600 or 1:50,000) showing the generat location of
the proposed operating area, and the location of access roads, watercourses, district lofs and other major

landmatks as reference points.

A site plan (fop view) (1:5,600 or 1:1,000) of the entire application area, drawn fo scale with a north
arrow, identifying the location of all improvements (buildings, struciures, roads, powerlines, fences, elc.}
in relation te the boundaries of the tenure area and other legal boundaries,

[X] A set of photos showing the nature of the Crown land in the area, especially the s;tes proposed for
any development.

[Jif you have engaged an agent to act on your behalf, a lefter authorizing the person to do so.

This document was last updated September 2008.
Page &
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"PART 2 (confinued).. =~

General Logation of Crown land (i.e. distance from nearest community, Indian Reserve or significant geographic
- location such as a lake or mountain; location on a named road; etc.):
Rosebery to Summit L.ake  near New Denver, BC

Please provide a shape file if available.

Area in Hectfares:__ 950 OR length (km/m). _28km width (km/m):

PART 3. LEGAL DESCRIPTION OR BOUNDARY DESCRIPTION

If surveyed, give legal description: as provided by the local Land Title Office (e.g., Lot 1 of Section 31,
Township 12 W6M Kamloops Division of Yale District Plan 18411). A legal description is found in the Certificate of
Title (CofT). A copy of the CofT must be attached to the application. A copy of your Registered Survey Plan, if

available, will confirm the dimensions of the place of use.
Plan 603G District Lot 5391, Plan 603G District Lot 5392, Plan 603G _District Lot 5393, Plan 603G District Lot
5394 except plan NEP20600, District Lot 389 (in red on PL DD19922) and Dlstnct Lot 388 (in red on PI DD19921).

as shown on the attached maps

If unsurveyed: enter description of unsurveyed Crown land and description of boundaries.

Instructions to Describe Unsurveyed Crown Land :
- The point of commencement, for unsurveyed parcels, should be described in terms of an ex;stlng survey post

(e.g., 18 metres west of the S. E corner of the parcel} or a readily identifiable geographic feature (e. g a prominent
point of fand or intersection

of two roads) to enable accurate location of the parcel.
* Boundary lines of the area must be, as much as possible, astronomically tfrue north, south, east and west so that a

rectangular lot is formed.

» Where the topographic features of the area do not allow for rectangular boundary lines running frue north, south,
east and west, then boundaries will be permitted in other directions as long as they do not interfere with the orderly

survey of other surrounding fand.

» The side lines of small parcels fronting on lakes, rivers, tidal waters and on ceriain surveyed highways shall,
where possible, be paraliel to each other and perpendicular to the general trend of the features on which the small

parcel fronts.

» The sidelines for unsurveyed foreshore shall, as a general rule, be laid out at right angles to the general trend of
the shore. This may be varied to suit special conditions, but encroachment on the foreshore fronting adjoining fands
shall be avoided. The oufside or waterward houndary shall be a straight line or series of straight lines joining the
outer ends of the side boundaries. On narrow bedies of water the outside boundary shall not normally extend

beyond the near edge of the navigable channel.

1 hectare = 2.471 acres
1 metre = 3.281 feet
100 metres x 100 mefres = 10,000 square metres or 1 hectare

e 10
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ROSEBERY TO SUMMIT LAKE REGIONAL TRAIT,
DEVELOPMENT PLAN

BACKGROUND

- In 1992 a Study was commissioned by the Ministry of Environment, Land and Parks and
the Slocan Valley Economic Development Commission on a land use study on the
abandoned railway between Rosebery and Three Forks.

This study was originally based on the Raitway corridor from Nakusp to Rosebery and
from Rosebery to Three Forks. Since the acquisition of Railway corridor from Nakusp to
Rosebery was still being reviewed hy the Province, the original corridor study was
deferred and Roscbery to Three Forks was only included in the study.

In 1993 a License of Occupation was granted to the Regional District for the Rosebery to
Three Forks Regional Trail (File #4401707 — License #342000).

The Regional District has been requested by the Hills Recreation Society to obtain tenure
on the Railway Corridor from Rosebery to Summit Lake as a logical extention to the -
existing trail.

A submission prepared by the Hills Recreation Society and the Hills Nordic Ski Club
dated December I, 2000 is attached for your reference.

PROPOSED USE

The Regional District of Central Kootenay proposcs fo develop the Roscbery to Sumumit
Lake Railway corridor as a Regional Trail, which will be a logical enhancement to the
existing Rosebery to Three Forks Regional Trail.

As the site has been used for a number of unmanaged recreational activities it is in the
best interests of the Communily 1o have the Railway corridor managed effectlively for the
benefit of all residents.

To accomplish this objective. the Regional District is interested in this property to include
it into the Regional Parks plan, which will effectively ensure exclusive use of the
property as a Regional Trail .

Page 11
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WiekenkamE; Melissa M ]LMB:EX

From: _ © Melanie Hill [M.Hill@archercrm.ca]

Sent; iy Wednesday, December 16, 2009 3: 59 PM
To: _ Wiekenkamp, Melissa M ILMB:EX _
Subject: RE: Front Counter Referral Package 4404926

Attachments: Pre ARCH 4404926 pdf, image001.jpg

Please find attached the preliminary archaeological assessment repoit for the above mentioned file,

Thanks and please let me know if you have any questions.

Metanie-Hill-B:47RPCA— S S —

Manager, Cullural Herftage Remains -

A ARCHER

Archer CRM Partnership
www.archercrm.ca -

P: 1-877-525-6603
F: 1-877-525-6602
C:1-250-981-2039
E: m.hill@archercrin.ca

The conients of this email may be confidential and prvitaged. If you are not tha infended reciplent
please nolify tha sender and delete all coples. Use, gistribulion, or copying of this e-mall, orthe
informetion It contains, by other than an infeided recipient fs unauthorized.

o Pleass, conslder the environment before printing this e-mail.

From: Higham, Nicole M FOR:EX [maiito;NicoIe Higham@gov.bc.ca]
Sent: December 15, 2009 5:18 PM ‘

To: Ridout, Brandy ALC:EX; Egan, Dianne J ENV:EX; ilmb; Relbm, Dan J TCAEX; Chrlstfanson, Dean D FOR:EX; Rowan,

Kim R TRAN:EX "
Subject: Front Counter Referral Package

Referral: File: 4404926

Applicant - Regional District of Central Kootenay

On behalf of the Integrated-Land Management Bureau please find attached the referral package for the above which

contains information to assist you in the review.,

<<4404926 Referral.c[ocx>> <<4404926 Referral Pkg.pdf>>

Nicole Higham : Nicole Higham
Resource Clerk ~ Referral Clerk
" Rocky Mountain Forest District FrontCounter BC
1902 Theatre Road ' 1902 Theatre Road
Cranbrook, BC V1C 7G1 Cranbrook, BC V1C 7G1
Phone: (250) 426-1762 ' Phone: (250} 426-1794
Fax: (250)426-1777 ' Fax: (250) 426-1767
email; Nicole.Higham@gov.hc.ca + email; Nicole.Higham@gov.bc.ca
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. RAAD_map of subject area

Preliminary Archaeological
Sn‘e Assessmem‘ Report

' Between Rosebery and Summlt Lake, in the wcmﬁy of New Denver
" Regional Park Traill '

- IZI'_Site forms &'maps h

| TRAAD '._TZ Orthophoto . M TRIM IZI—Forest Cover
D Archaeological Potential Model '

Yoteritial for inpact:

Relative: ngmffcence 3

g Housepit, fithics . Unknown ' ~ Moderate -
| EaQi-002 - Shipwreck - Unknown : Low
EaQi-005__ Wagon road, lithics Unknown - Moderate

« EaQi-001, 002 & 005 siteforms

e The eubject area contains terrain features with a potenhal to contain protected archaeolcgzcai remains.

O MODERATE

¢ The subject area contains timber with a potential for culturally modified trees protected by the HCA.

Identification of Archaeological Potential:

A location is determined to have moderate to high archaeologlcal potenhaf if it dlsplays one or a combination
of the following attributes: ;

A ABDIFILIED - 9524 Avenue, Prince George, BC V2L 3H8 www.archererm.ca 1
A\ ARKUEHFIER T 1.260.5620444  F 1.250.562.0445 1.877.261.5691

It is a defined topographlcal rise on level terraln and/for is surrounded by a wetlanid (i.e., knclls, eskers

whalebiacks);
Is adjacent {0.a significant change in slope (l e, lerrace edges, vailey tops, ridges);

it is well-drained. and relatively level;
A source of water lies in close proximity (i.e,, Iake stream, mineral eep, seasonal water run, wetland

-complex),

It lies on a preferred path of travel between or adjacent to landscape features (i.e., edges of wetlands
and terraces, ridge-fops); .
it offers a view of wetlands and/or natural corridors (i.e., gullies, valleys, ndges)

if any of the above conditions may have existed in the past (ie., abandonecl terraces, paleo-
drainages), but are not present today, ) )

~ areas of old growth timber for CMT sites,

It is within 250 m of & known archaeological'or tradltlonal use site or within 500 m of a known pack

trail,
For applications in salt water, covers sand or cobbly tidai fiats adjacent to flat ground that could

contain canoe pull-outs, fish traps, clam beds, etc),
Abuts bedrock surfaces with a potential to host petroglyphs or pictographs, and;

Page 13,
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» Upland erosion has a potential to displace archagological remains into the area of the application

* Note: while not exhaustive, this list of affributes has been used successfully by the compiler in past
archaeological studies to identify archaeological sites in enviromments very similar to, or in close prox;mrfy to,
those found in the dsve!opmenf fo be assessed)

. The Iocatlon signifi cance and potential for impact of recorded archaeological sites on or near the subject
area should be verified, identified and determined by a qualified Archaeologlst

+ At a minimum, a dela}led Archaeological Overview Assessment (AQA) of the subject area should be
_ " . completed by a qualified archaeologist, to determine the precise action(s} required to manage potential
e .._____archaeological_.values of concern. If-the_archasologist_determines. that. further_archaeological_assessment_____ ___.
' work is not required, the archagologist must forward a written statement to the proponent with a c.c. to the
Archaeology.and Registry Services Branch containing the reasons for eliminating this requirement.
» |nformation on qualified archaeological consuitants may be obtained by contacting the B.C. Association of
Professional Archaeologists through their website (www.bcapca. bg cak Archaeofog:cai consultants are also
listed in the Yellow Pages. oo

I Is not the Infent of this Report fo Kenlify, cveluale, or comment on the presence or absence of Abofiginal Rights in the study area.
Completion of this Reporf does not “abrogate or derogale from aboriginal trealy rights” (Hertage Conservation Act Sec. 8, and it was
compieted without prejudrce lo First Natfons Trealy Negoltiations, aboriginal rights or abongma! titte.

' Yo VYal Blmin B 952 4™ Avenue, Prince George, BC V2L 3H8 www.archercrm.ca 2
FAR MAINN j = T: 1.250.862.04d4  F: 1.250.562.0445 1.877.261.5531
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December 16, 2009

Borden Number:EaQi-1 -

NTS Reference
Mapsheet Number
82K.003

Map Reference : -

Lot . Long Euasting -_

B0.075 ~117.45 487810 5547061

Location

Description -

4980: On the eastern shore of Slocan Lake, 2.2 kilometer SE of Vaihalla Rosort
atihe head of the iake and 1.1 kilometer north by east from the mouth of
Shannon Creek on the western shore of Slocan Lake; on the first and second
terraces abovs the lake between the CP Railway and Highway 8.

2001: About 2.1 {AFD-2002-52) 1o 2.2 {AFD 2001-S1) kilometers south of the
narth end of Slocan Lake, on the east shore of Slocdn Lake.

Typology

Typology
HISTORIC,Cultural Material,surface, refuse

HISTORIC, Habitalfon,muliiple dwelling

PRECONTACT, Cultural Malterial,Subsurface, Lithies
PRECONTACT Habitation Fealure, Cultural Depresslon,Housepit
PRECONTAGT Subsistence Fealure, Cuftural Bepressian, Cachs Prt
8TR,

Site Dimensions

Basic Site Report‘

North ing

Page {1 of 3

.

Spatial A ecuracy
1:20K -

UTM Zone
1_‘[

Sife Aecess

1980: From Nakusp or New Denver proceed along Highway 6 to a point

about 4.0 kilometer south of the gas station in Mills or'ca 5.3 kilometers
north of Roseberry. A rough trek or trail will lead norlhwesterly towards
the lake at this point. Proceed 50 meters on foot down 1rgll to site area,

-between raitvay and highway o the north end of the trail for aboul 160

neters along the terraces.
2001: AFD-2001-52: Approach the communﬁy of Hills from New Danver
(south) and furn left (west) onla the Bonanza Creek Road. Proceed
dovin the road for 350 meters until you reach the abandoned railroad
grade. Turn
leftl {(south onto the grade and proceed south for abou'[ 3.4 kJ[omete:s
Park on the grade and proceed east (upsiope) for about 35 m. The site -
f located on an extinct beach overlooking the east shore of Slocan

ake.:
2001; AFD-2001-51, as above except ahanged o
Turn Iaft (south} onto the grade and proceed south for about 3.4

" kilometers, Park on tha grade and proceed eas{ (upslepa) for about 36

meters. The sile Is locafed on an exiinet beach overlooking the east
shore of Slocan Lake. } ) . .

Length ‘Width
160 75
Environmental o : _
FElevation (GIS): upper  Elevation (GIS): lower Elevation (user): lower  Elevation (user): upper - Comments
657 : : 541 BB 556 Ca 10-20 meters above
: water line of Slocan
 Lake which Is ca 15
meters {0 west.
Reference
Aunth Title
Brolly, Richard, 1980, Slocan Land Use Study
Handly, Martin,2001-080,
Pa-gé 16
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December 16, 2009 | . Basic Site RQPO}"{ g

Faée 2013

Borden Number: EaQi;Z

NTS Reference
- Mapsheet Number
82K.003
Map Reference ‘ _ :
Lat Long Easting " Northing UTM Zone ~ Spatial Accuracy
50.034 ~117.416 470137 5642440 ) 1 : 1:20K
. Location - A S ' e
Description. Site Aceess ' :
In bay under U-shaped dock, near the old raivay lransfer faciity. - Clear lake with stable water level. Visibility far superior ta Keotenay and
: Arrow Lakes. The Slocan ligs in shaliow waler at the old slip at
Rosebury. Lake sometimes freezes in winter. Shore access.
Typology .
Typology

HISTORIC, Transportation,Marine,

© HIST ORIC,Transporta[Tcn,MarIne.stérnwheeler
POéTCONTACT,Transportation.Marlne,Sh!pwreék
STR,STR,8TR,STR

Site Dimensions

Length © Width .
20 15 o
Environmental | _ R - , :
Elevation (GIS):.upper  Elevation (GIS): lower Elevation (user): lower  Elevation (user): upper  Comments
' 536 ’ 536 Lake at 536 m, with the
wreck -6 to -8 m below
the surface.
. Reference
" Auth Title
Page 17
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December 16, 2000 _ Basic Site Repoﬂ

Page 3 of 3

Borden Number: EaQi-5

N TS Réference

Mapsheet Number

§2§.003

Map Reference

Lat : Long ' - Ensting Northing UTM Zone Spatial Aceuracy

50.083 -117.453 . 467828 5547932 " Site Map (Rough}

—_Location___ R S e

Description ' Site Access

About 1.2 klometers south of the north end of S]ocan Lake, east shore of Approach the comeunity of Hills from New Denver {south) and turn left

Siocan Lake. . {west) onto the Bonanza Creek Road. proceed down the road for 350
meters unki! you reach the abandoned ralway grade. Turn left (south)
onto the grade and proceed south for about 2.5 kilometers. Park on the

+ grafle and proceed east {upsiope} for about 25 maters, The sffa Is
located on an extinet beach overlasking the sast shore of Slocan Lake;
) an abandcned hcrse logatng trail runs along the easlern portion of the )
site.
. Typology
Typology

H_[STORIC_,Transportaﬂon,Road,wagon road
PRECONTACT Cultural Material,Subsurface, Lithics

STR,

Site Dimensions
Length Width
10 : 5

Environmental

Elevation (GIS): upper  Elevation (GIS): lower Elevation (user): lower  Elevation (user): upper  Comments

574 . 544 540 _ ' 540 20 melers above
- ' Slocan Lake,

Reference
. Auth Title _
Handly, Martin, 2001-080, -
Richards, Tom, Roussaau, Mn-ce,1987, Late Prehislorle Cuttural Horizons on the Canadian Plafeau

Page 18
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_____

January 22, 2010
Open letter to the B.C. Authorizing Agency — ILMB File# 4404926
“Rosebery to Summit Lake - Non Multi-Use Again?”

Dear Sir and or Madam:

It has come fo my attention that there is a tenure application for the
section of old CPR rail grade from Rosebery to Summit lake, for the purpose of a
regional park trail. As | do not have a copy of the application, | can not ascertain
whether there are to be certain exclusions fo the use of this corridor. If there is to
be any exclusions of use by any group and/or individual, | have some points |
would like to convey.

it was late 1999 into 2000 5.22 dealing with the
fogistics of a fully-working, mulfi-use corridor. s.22
5.22 ~ The process started November 15,

2000 at the schoo! in New Denver with a large group of residents concerned
about the future of this section of railway grade. This project was funded by the
Ministry of Community Development, and headed by Hanne Smith Heintz. From
this group there was a small “steering group” formed to come up with a workable
solution to the problems associated with a Muiti-Use trail. The group was headed
hy a paid individual, hired by the Ministry of Community Development, to collect
meeting minutes, data gathered by group members, and to try keep the group
moving in a realistic and positive direction. For the most part, the group
functioned well, keeping in mind that there were some very strong view points
from both sides of the fence.

To begin with, we needed to know, without a question, what condition the

grade was in. s.22
5.22 This gave us an

opportunity to understand that there were some problem areas that would need
more attention than others in order {o have the trail be safe for any and all forms
of recreation users, and more specifically, how it could be used harmoniously.
Once again this led to some vigorous and sometimes loud debate on how this
could be achieved. [n the end, all information gathered ended up with Ms. Heintz,
with nothing changing. Fast forward...ten years have passed and the ground in
question was used by all forms of recreation users,

My question has to bhe why would you give consideration to this
application? Pressure? If so, from where? It has always been my opinion that as
residents and tax payers of the area, we all should have the opportunity io share
our rural back yard. Also, | have always said that the form of recreation you
choose is no more or less important than somone else’s.

Page 19
FNR-2012-00108




Some other questions to consider;

- Since this grade travels through the ALR and borders many private
properties, will there be a system to limit the spreading of seeds from noxious
weeds? | know it happens now, but if tenure is granted, who is accepting the
liability and maintenance of the trail?

- | know the Hills Nordic Club uses a snowmobile to pull a cross-country
ski groomer. [f this trail is to be non-motorized, are they still able to do what they
need to, in order to keep their club moving forward?

- In the Jan. 13, 2010 issue of the Valley Voice, there was an article
stating that a survey from the Hills Recreation Society concluded that the majority
of residents were for joint use. If this is the case, why would you choose to
change the rail grade’s use?

- The community of Hills is the most affected. Will there be provisions for
garbage handling, out-houses, fire control, and minimizing intrusions on
bordering private property? .

- Who will pay for ongoing trail maintenance? As a rule, ATV and
snowmobile riders take on some of the burden of upkeep as a fun day or
weekend for continued safe use of the area in question.

In closing | would like to see the rail grade stay as multi-use. Furthermore,
it would be great if it could link up with the *old wagon road-CPR grade” from
Kaslo. The Kaslo ATV club has done a great job on the trail from Kaslo to Fish
Lake on Hwy 31A. We should also remember that this is a corridor that may in
the future, be a way of moving resources, as it did in the past. [&:, natural gas,

water, etc.

5.22

Page 20
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: §.22 _ -
Sent: Saturday, January 23, 2010 8:29 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: ILMB file #4404926

We've noticed that the rail trail from the North end of Summit Lake to Rosebery has been in year round use by an
increasing number of bicyclists, walkers, runners, hikers, skiers, bird enthusiasts and other nature lovers in ours.22

822 | personally use the trail many times a week in the winter, and frequently in the other seasons,
because it offers a Wildemess environment for fitness, solitude, and appreciation for the lives of the other creatures
that share our existence. Beavers, for example, are according to study, the proverbial "canary in the coalmineg”

concerning quality drinking water.

As an example, the value of such a jewel can be compared in our Province to the sea-wall around Stanley Park. if the
area does not receive protection from abuse. misuse, and resource extraction, it will be genocide for many creatures,
and the loss of a very healthy way of life for us all here.

522
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: do-not-repiy@arfd.be.ca

Sent: Saturday, January 23, 2010 2:11 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Land Application Comments [File #4404926].

I am in full support of the RDCK's application for this tenure. Rail trails are very
important to our community, both recreationally and eccnomically.

5.22
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ifenagemern

\Jan 23'2010 "j""l:‘;.’-'r\r r)'\: fﬂ'f]f" :'1-| :Ir
Natural Resource Officer .

FrontCounter BC ' d

1902 Theatre Road T
Cranbrook BC RGN L )
VIC 7G1 GRANBROOK, BG

ILM8 file #4404926

We've noticed that the rail trail from the North end of Summit Lake to Rosebery has been in year round use by
an increasing number of bicyclists, walkers, runners, hikers, skiers, bird enthusiasts and other nature lovers in
our 5.22 | personally use the trail many times a week in the winter, and frequently in the

other seasons, because it offers a Wilderness environment for fitness, solitude, and appreciation for the lives of
the other creatures that share our existence. Beavers, for example, are according to study, the proverbial

"canary in the coal mine” concerning quality drinking water.

The value of such a jewe! can only be compared in our Rrovince to the sea-wall around Stanley Park. if the area
does not receive protection from abusg, isuse, and resource exiraction, it will be genacide for many creatures,

and the loss of a very healthy way of lite fgr us all here.

Jiegraied 1l
anagement Buread
Minlstey of Agriculture & Lanas

JAN 27 2010

MECEIVED
BRANBROOK, BC

8,22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: §.22
Sent: Friday, January 22, 2010 8:04 AM

To: .MB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Rosebery to Summit Lake Regional Trail Application...

I would like to state my opposition to Application 4404926 from the Hills Recreation Society regarding the Rossbery
to Summit Lake Trail Development Application.

It's fine that one group of people seem to think they should be allowed to remove raif trails and other seldom used off-
road trails from the use of the general population so they can essentially have personal use of the wilderness, but it is
not O.K. that our elected representatives or their department workers should agree to capitulate to these people, This
particular rail-bed trall is a mulfi-use corridor for all terrain vehicles, hikers, mountain bikers, cross-country skiers, elc,
but, once again, a group of peopie are trying to remove moftorized vehicles from the trail. Once and for all, please try
to represent all the people of the province instead of a special interast group.

The flimsy excuse that this should be a park corridor is just that, a flimsy excuse. The government already has the
power to prevent logging along creek beds, ete, and we would like you to keep watersheds near creeks and rivers off
limits to logging. However it is completely unnecessary 1o create a corridor-like park for this purpose, Most common
sense individuals can see that the athletic left is using this pioy to create another playground for themselves.
Naturally people who are not physically fit wili be excluded once more from these personal playgrounds. Try to
remember that people who are not athletic might also want to use these trails to take their families or themselves

into pristine areas of our province. Many people who grew up in this area are no longer able to access this trail
without mechanical help. However, they still vote and pay taxes.

Don't be bullied, You are not working fo represent an elite group of peopie...you are there to represent all of us. The
trail should remain multi-use.

Yours truly,

522
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: .22
Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2010 8:34 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Rosebery to Summit Lake trail development plan

Natural Resources Officer,

We would like fo state our opposition to application 4404926 fram the Hills Rec. Society. This old raif bed has been
an issue for at least 10 years now and the local people will not accept this tenure application, as there are oo many
different ideas about what should be done with the rail bed. The application is very unspecific abaut what will happen,
other than it would become a park, which means no motorized use of the trafl, which us unacceptable to us. This
would exclude older people who can ride an aty, but are unable to walk or hike longer distances. As well, we are
having more and more of our back roads taken away from us, like Enterprise Creek where the creek has actually
been diverted down the main road for 100 feet and the road is now closed, | hear that in the summer of 2010, the
bridge up Silverton creek will be removed as well. We do not have a lot of things to do here in the Slocan, and the
more the back country is closed off to people, the more it forces youth to find other things {o do - like sit around and
smoke dope, instead of going out with their parents or grandparents into the mountains. This is unfortunately another
act by a small group to control more land locally. We have 3 very big parks in this area now and some more small
ones, we do not nead any more here. If you review the history of the groups that have tried to work out a solution for
this, vou will find that there was never any sort of conclusion, as there is no agreement on the different issues
regarding this rafl bed. Some of us have spent many hours trying fo work this out without any progress. We feel that
since there is no agreement, this should be left, as is, until such time that an agreement can be reached regarding this

rail bed.,

Sincerely,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2010 5:24 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbroak [LMB:EX
Subject: Hills to Summit Lake Tenure Application 4404926

It's fine that one group of people seem to think they should be allowed to remove rail trails and other seldom used off-
road trails from the use of the general pepulation so they can essentally have personal use of the wilderness, but it is
not O.K. that our elected representatives or their department workers should agree to capitulate to these people. This
particular rail-bed trail is a multi-use corridor for all terrain vehicles, hikers, mountain bikers, cross-country skiers, etc.
but, once again, a group of peopie are trying to remove motorized vehicles from the frail. Once and for all, please try
to represent all the people of the province instead of a special interest group.

The flimsey excuse that this should be a park corridor is just that, a flimsey excuse. The government already has the
power to prevent logging aleng creek beds, etc. and we would like you to keep watersheds near creeks and rivers off
limits fo logging. However it is completely unnecessary to create a corridor-like park for this purpose. Most commen
sense individuals can see that the athletic left is using this ploy to create ancther playground for themselves,
Naturally people who are not physically fit will be excluded once more from these personal playgrounds. Try to
remember that people who are not athletic might also want to use these frails to take their families or themselves

into pristine areas of our province. Many people who grew up in this area are no longer able to access this trail

without mechanical help. However, they still vote and pay taxes.

Don't be bullfed. You are not working to represent an elite group of pecple...you are there to represent all of us. The
{rail should remain mulfi-use.

Yeurs truly,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Wednesday, January 20, 2010 10:30 AM
To: ILMEB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Application 4404926 Hills Rec. Saciely

I am opposed to the above noted application; my opposition is based on a number of issues that
seem 1o live on year after year, The coriidor created by the old CP Raif Ine created a
frernendaous opportunity for *ALL” the people of the Slocan Valley, Unfortunately it has become
an opportunity for a select few, the self serving nature of the special interest groups that work
trelessly to advance their interests at the expense of others must stop.

| ar convinced that this application is the first step in restricting the use and access to the frail,
even if not stated at this time. The continued deception and misleading stafements made by the
groups like the Hills Rec. Socisty make It impossitle fo frust or believe that there intensions are in
any way honorable. The facts are that when a group of any kind endeavors to advance their
interests over other affected groups disputes occur, | am one of the normally silent mgjority, that
promote the open use of this trail. Allow the user to determine the type of travel, for myself that
might include, walking, motorized wheel chair or scoofter, sking, horse back, ATV, snow mobile,

bicycle, let that be my chose,

In closing again | am opposed to the Hills Rec. Society application 4404926,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: do-not-reply@arfd.bc.ca
Sent: Waednesday, January 20, 2010 10:24 AM

ST B ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX e -
Subject; Land Application Commaents [File #4404926],

Natural Resources Officer,

We would like to state our apposition to application 4404926 from the Hills Rec. Society.
This old rail bed has been an issue for at least 1@ years now and the local people will
not accept this tenure application, as there are too many different ideas about what
should be done with the rail bed. The application is very unspecific about what will
happen, other than it would become a park, which means no motorized use of the trail,
which us unacceptable to us. This would exclude older people who can ride an atv, but are
unable to walk or hike longer distances. As well, we are having more and more of our back
roads taken away from us, like Enterprise Creek where the creek has actually been diverted
down the main road for 162 feet and the rcad is now closed. I hear that in the summer of
2e1e, the bridge up Silverton creek will be removed as well. We do not have a lot of
things tc do here in the Slocan, and the more the back country is closed off teo people,
the more it forces yol

uth to find other things to do - like sit around and smoke dope, instead of going out
with their parents or grandparents inte the mountains. This is unfortunately another act
by a small group to control more land locally. We have 3 very big parks in this area now
and some more small ones, we do not need any more here. If you review the history of the
groups that have tried to work out & solution for this, you will find that there was never
any sort of conclusion, as there is no agreement on the different issues regarding this
rail bed. Some of us have spent many hours trying to work this out without any progress.
We feel that since there is no agreement, this should be left, as is, until such time that
an agreement can be reached regarding this rail bed. Having looked at the map for this
proposal you have neglected to deal with the portions of the the rail bed that are PRIVATE
PROPERTY. Only those portions of the rail bed that have a cavate listed against the
property tile !

are for general use, The Rail bed is not all general public use.

Stop trying to take away our rights and freedoms to access the public portion of the
trails as we want. I believe that with the Area H North OCP still in the process, nothing
should be considered or done, and only public meetings should be held for issues of this
nature and not sliding in through the back door. Believe it or not some of the people
affected (those of us who like at Summit Lake) are not included in your mail outs as our
mailings address is Nakusp. WE have heen promised many, many times that we will be inform,
but to no such luck. We do not have access to the 358 new letter either.  We have just
as much voice as the rest of Area H North and a right to be informed BY YOU. Please
consider us a part of the bigger picture.

Thanks, 5.22

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: o _s22 _ i
Sent: Tuesday, January 19, 2010 3:10 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX
Subject: Application 4404926

Natural Resources Officer,

[ would like to state my opposition to Application 4404926 from the Hills Recreation Society.

The old rail bed between Slocan and Nakusp has been an issue for approximately 10 years and the local people are
not willing to accept this application. There are many different ideas about what should he done and 1 would like fo
see a public process in place so everyone has input Into the final decision. If this application is successful, it would
mean that no motorized vehicles weuld be able to use it and |, of many, am not able o walk great distances due to
medical reasons and only get to see our beautiful country by using my all-terrain vehicle (ATV). | realize that, as is
the case in every walk of life, there are those whe abuse and therefore give a bad name to motorized means of using

the frail.

There seems to be more and more of our country taken away from us. Enterprise Creek has been diverted down the
main road for 100 feet so is no longer accessible; | have heard that a plan is in place to remove the bridge up
Silverton Creek so that would no longer be accessible if that happens. We already have three very big parks in this
area along with a few smaller ones and it is my belief that we do not need maore parks.

| cannot stress enough how strongly | feel that more public input is necessary before any decision is made regarding
this old rail bed. | am, therefore, requesting that this application not be approved until some agreement has been
reached between all parties,

Thank you for your consideration of my input,

8,22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Monday, January 18, 2010 8:58 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX
Subject: tenure application 4404928

Natural Resources Officer,

We would like fo state our opposition to application 4404926 from the Hills Rec. Society. This old rail bed has been
an issue for at least 10 years now and the local people will not accept this tenure application, as there are too many
different ideas about what should be done with the rail bed. The application is very unspecific about what will happen,
other than it would become a park, which means no motarized use of the trail, which us unacceptable to us. This
would exclude older peaple who can ride an atv, but are unable fo walk or hike longer distances. As well, we are
having more angd more of our back roads taken away from us, like Enterprise Creek where the creek has actually
been diverted down the main road for 100 feet and the road is now closed. | hear that in the summer of 2010, the
bridge up Silverton creek will be removed as well. We do not have a lot of things to do here in the Slocan, and the
more the back country is closed off to people, the more it forces youth to find other things to do - like sit around and
smoke dope, instead of going out with their parents or grandparents into the mountains. This is unfortunately another
act by a smal! group to control more land locally. We have 3 very big parks in this area now and some more small
ones, we do not need any more here. If you review the history of the groups that have tried to work out a solution for
this, you wili find that there was never any sort of conclusion, as there is no agreement on the different issues
regarding this rail bed. Some of us have spent many hours trying to work this out without any progress. We feet that
since there is no agreement, this should be left, as is, until such time that an agreement can be reached regarding this

rail bed.

Sincerely,

5.22
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February 4, 2010

Natural Resource Officer
FrontCounter BC
1902 Theatre Rd.
Cranbrook, BC V1C 7G1

To Whom It May Concertt;

Malntegrated Land
* Wanagement Bureay -
Ministry of Agriculture & L ands

FEB 08 2010

RECEIVED
CRANBROOK, BG

'The Slocan Lake Stewardship Society is a local non-profit group currently representing
more than sixty individuals and other like-minded organizations. Our mandate includes

- protecting the stream and tributaries flowing into Slocan Lake. The proposed Rosebery to
Summit Lake regional park frail parallels the lake and passes over and is adjacent to the
tributarics and streams that feed the lake. We as a society strongly support the Regional
District of Central Kootenay’s application to take jurisdiction over the old CPR bed

between Rosebery and Summil Lake to create a regional park {rail.

Thank you for your considcration in this mattcr, You have our enthusiastic support.

Sincerely,
Lane Haywo%'ﬁeasurer

Slocan Lake Stewardship Society
Box'322
Mew Deaver, B VU I8U

slocanlakestewardship@xplornet.ca

cc: RDCK chair, Gary Wright
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: S22 .
Sent: Saturday, February 6, 2010 3:35 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: - file 4404926: regional park trail
Hello

I would like to add my support to the RDCK's application for z tenure on the strip of
Crown land between Rosebery and Summit Lake,

I have bicycled this stretch of rail grade as well as the piece between Three Forks and .
New Denver (the Galena Trail). The RDCK has, in my opinion, done a superb job of enhancing
the Galena Trail into a first class riding/walking trail and major recreaticnal
attraction, and so have a proven record of being good stewards.

The right-of-way between Rosebery and Summit Lake is very scenic and and an interesting
route. It will integrate well with the existing recreational trail, and the future Three
Forks to Kaslo trail. Further, being along the north Slocan Lake lakeshore, it will mean
that this irreplaceable asset will remain available for public enjoyment.

This is a wonderful opportunity for recreation for the region and the province and
deserves full support.,

Sincerely,
§.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: i _os22 i
Sent: Saturday, Fabruary 6, 2010 6:56 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subjact: application #4404926

To whom it may concern Feb 06,2010

Please treat this letter as my opposition to the above mentioned application from the Hills Rec society..s.22

5.22

5.22

s.22

s.22 I believe that there is not enough

thought given to the seniors of our province whose only access to these areas is in the form of motorized
transport such as ATV, this application smacks of that discrimination.For your information the average age
of the Nakusp club is over 60 years of age, however as [ raise those points lets not forget the youth of our
province whom we also want to experience the benifits of our outdoors, this is being recognized by the
Ministry of Evironment by thier formulation of the youth hunter program.On the one hand we are ttying to
encourage access to our outdoors yet on the other hand we have special interests groups that are trying to
limit the access to these outdoors I don't believe it is in our ¢itizens best intercsts to be limiling our access to
the outdoors by approving applications such as these,. In my opinion this application should be rejected
until there is a consensus by all parties involved as to what should be done with the arca in question and in
the meantime leave it as it is,, "full access by everyone" eg Hikers,Mountain Bikers, AT Vs, etc.. thank you

for your attcntion
to this matter,,
yours truly
s.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

N I N ]
From: .22
Sent: Saturday, February 6, 2010 10:24 PM
To: [LMB, Cranbrock ILMB:EX
Subject: ILMB File Number 4404926

To the Natural Resource QOfficer

Re: ILMB File Number 4404526

With regard to the application made by the Regional District of Central Kootenay on behalf
-pf—the- Integrated Land Management Bureau,-Kootenay- Region for a Nominal Rent-Tenure-for -
the purpose of a regional park trail situated on Provincial Crown Land between Roseberry
and Summit Lake near New Denver I wish to express my support of the application.

5.22 and enjoy the access to the old rail trail. A regional park trail
is vital to the preservation of this historical route, will extend an existing trail that
is well used by locals and visitors and could well bring economic gain to the valley. A
trail from Kaslo to Summit Lake will be a great asset to the community, to enable ski,
cycling or hiking. The Slocan Valley is a historical gem that the provincial government
can preserve and this regional park trail is a step in the right directien.

Please include my comments with regard to this application.

Yours faithfully,

5.22

email address soon to change - use 5.22
Mo large attachments

5.22
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February 2, 2010

Natural Resource Officer
FrontCounter BC
1902 Theatre Rd,
Cranbrook, BC V1C 7Gl1

To Whom It May Concem:

{
Integrated [ ang

Management Burea
1]
Ministry of Agricufture & lLands

FER 04 2010

RECEIVE
cmuaﬁoox,go

We are excited about the prospect of the historic CPR corridor between Rosebery and
Summit Lake becoming a regional park trail. Lane often x-country skis on this beautiful
trail and last year encountered a mother moose and her calf along the river north of Hills,
In the wildest section, nearer Summit Lake, there are sometimes cougar tracks.

The prospect of the trail connecting with the existing Galena Trail is positive for our
communities in many ways, environmentally and as an asset in promoting low-impact

tourism,

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. You have our enthusiastic support.

Sincerelv.

8,22

ce: RDCK chair, Gary Wright
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

__________ o |
From: 5.22 _

Sent: Thursday, February 4, 2010 10:15 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB.EX

Subject; FW: sumbission regarding file number 4404926

AuthorizingApgency.Cranbrook@gov.be.ca.

I am writing in reply to the application for the disposition of crown tand. The application is being made by the Regional

District of Central Kooteay on behalf of the ILMB (Kooentay region) for a nominal rent fenure for the purpose of a
regional trail park between Summit Lake and Roseberry B.C. Application number 4404926

| am writing in oppositiion to this application for several reasons as outlines below:

1. The current rail bed from Summit Lake o Roseberry is currently being used as a multi use trail and | feel is
successful at this. | have used ths irail for Hiking, biking, horseback riding, ATVing and Snowmoblling and |
feel that all users have been very curteous and use the trail very well together,

2. lam worried that an application to turn it intc a park is from a very vocal but small group that want to restrict
its use to non motorized only.

3. The notlon that the current trall is being used more by non motorized users more than motorized or mounted
users ] don't feel is a correct summary of the situation. As a user it has been my experience that it is used
more by ATV's, Snowmobiles and Horses. Has anyone ever done a true study where users are counted?
Most of this trafl is quite isolated and not near any large town, it actually takes some fiteness level and
considerable amount of time to get to most of this trail from either Nakusp or New Denver. How many people
truly spend a whole day walking or using a bicycle. Aiso most bicycles use the highway system as the rall bed
is a hit rocky and difficult for bicycles

4, Making this strip of rail bed into a park wili not make the maintenance of the trail better! With the downsizing
of the park service, current parks are right now not being maintained as well as they should. Why do we want
to add another park we cant afford to maintain. Currently the rall bed is being maintained by ATV ers who
keep the trail clear and safe. They do this without asking for any money and they do this on their own time.
As an example of decreased funding for current parks one only has to [ook at the walking trail on the far side
of Slocan l.ake, Thare have been recent blow downs with no maintenance and clean up done. The trail is
now quite dangerous to use

5. Without the use of the Old rail bed the current horsaeback riders would need to use the current higway system
to access back country trails in the area. This would make a very dangerous situation for these riders. It is
fllegal for ATV's using the highway .

6. |really fear we will loose the multi use ability for this corridor and | dont believe it makes it safer.in fact right
now it is the current non motorized users that cause me the most problem as & horseback rider. Motorized
users for a large majority of the time are extremely careful and mindful of other users

In Short | am worried that this application is a thinly veiled attempt by a small vocal group to decrese access to the old
rait bed to motoroized and horseback use. There has already been a precedent set on the "three forks" portion of the
old rail bed and the slocan Valley portion which are limited to non motorized use already. | de not feel however that
this would be desireable for the summit lake {0 Roseberry porlion and | speak against this application.

-
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lrr;tegrated Land
| vanagement Bureay «.
Ministry of Agricultire & Lands

FEB 0.3 2010

RECEIVED
CRANBROOK, BG

8,22

February 1, 2010

Natural Resources Officer
Front Counter BC

1902 Theartre Road
Cranbrook BC

V1C 7G1

Application # 4404926

Dear Officer:

My wife and T are supporters and regular users of the Slocan Valiey Rail
Trail from Slocan to Winlaw. Having cycled on many trails across Canada
last summer and around BC the previous year, we feel this section of trail is
world class. It features a well maintained surface with Slocan River views
and a resident population of Trumpeter and Tundra Swans at the Walter
Clough Wildlife Sanctuary. '

On Januvary 30, 2010, we skied from Hills to Summit Lake and found this
section of rail bed equally appealing, It features isolation from Hwy 6 and
parallels Bonanza Creek with many beaver dams, moose and large cat prints.
Unfortunately, this unique trail does not have linear park status and is quite
overgrown in places.

We support and recommend that the Rosebery to Summit Lake section of
rail bed be designated a non-motorized linear park for the benefit of local
residents and visitors. This too, could be world class with proper
designation and funding.

Sincerely,

5.22
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integrated Land
. Management Bureau
Ministry of Agriculture & Lands

FEB 0 3 2010

522 RECEIVED
CRANBROOK, BC

TO: Jo-Aun Donald

Natural Resource Officer

Integrated Land Management Burcau
Front Counter BC

1902 Theatre Road

Cranbrook BC VIC7G 1
1-250-426-1775

jcann, donald@gov.be.ca
RE: Application File #4404926

Jo-Ann Donald, Natural Resource Officer:

My whole family, including myself, accesses the old CPR rail grade regularly for a
variety of recreational purposes including; horseback riding, ATV’ing, walking,
snowmobiling and skiing. We also use the rail bed as a link to the back country that w1th

more and more restricted access is getting small. 5.22
5.22 Even before the tracks were removed, he and his ﬁ‘lends

used it on motorbikes to stay connected. (Such is rural life)
I am aware that the RDCK has been told by the majority over and over this trail must be
for all to use, including motorized. The fact the RDCK included Richard Allan’s HRS
submission of 2000 with the application, can only mean the process has once again been
hijacked by a minority special interest group.
The application at present has their trail 5.22 and as long as they
continue to exclude motorized use; there will be no access granted by me. In my opinion,
the only way you should grant this application, is with the following stipulations:

o Fair deal with land owners reached

o Trail must remain open to ALL

¢ Management plan addressing, noxious weeds, speed limits, litter, pets, ete.

o No commercial usage

If these stipulations can not be attached, than you must say no to the trail application.

Sincerely,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: . 822 .
Senf; Tuesday, February 2, 2010 6:46 PM
To: {LMB, CranbrocleILMB:EX .
Subject: Front Counter BC - ILMB #4404926
Dear Sirs:
5.22
5.22 it is my pleasure to provide this letter of support for the

proposed expansion of the Galena Trail between Rosebery and Summit Lake.

$.22 and | see

firsthand how much the trail is used by both local residents and tourists alike. [ have heard many comments from
visitors, both young and old, about how impressive the trail is and what heautiful scenery we have, | have even
heard people state that they decided to stay a couple of extra days in the area to take in the trail and beaches. An
expansion of the trail would benefit the area even more, with visitors staying longer and in turn spending more

maney in our community.

New Denver and area needs to build on their tourism potential and the expansion of the Galena trail would be an
excelient project for the region to once again undertake.

Sinceraly,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2010°3:26 PM
To: : iLMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: rail bed from Roseberry to Summit Lake
importance: High

. Natural Resources Officer,

We would like to state our oppositicn to application 4404926 from the Hilis Rec. Society. This old rail bed has been
an issue for at least 10 years now and the local people will not accept this tenure application, as there are too many
different ideas about what should be done with the rail bed. The appiication is very unspecific about what will happen,
other than it would become a park, which means no motorized use of the frail, which us unacceptable tous. s.22
§.22 There aren't many areas that are so
perfectly suited for horseback riding! The rail bed serves a perfect means to areas for snowmaobiling that allow us
to net have o trailer to. As well this would exclude older people who can ride an atv, but are unable to walk or hike
longer distances. As well, we are having more and more of our back roads faken away from us, like Enterprise Cresk
where the creek has actually been diverted down the main road for 100 feet and the road is now clesed, | hear that in
the summer of 2010, the bridge up Silverton creek will be removed as well. This is unfortunately another act by a
small group o conirel more land locally. We-have 3 very big parks in this area now and some more small ches, we do
not need any more here. If you review the history of the groups that have tried to work out a sclution for this, you will
find that there was never any sort of conclusion, as there is no agresment on the different issues regarding this rail
bed. Some of us have spent many hours trying to work this out without any progress. We feel that since there is no
agreement, this should be left, as is, until such time that an agreement can be reached regarding this rail bed.

Sincerely,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2010 8:41 AM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: To: natural resource officer, iILMB flle #4404926

Just a few comments regarding ILMB file #4404926. The proposed regionai park trall from Roseberry
to Summit Lake.

1, for one, would like to see this trail remain open to motorized use. 5.02

5.22

I have never heard any negative comments from any hikers, horseback riders, etc. about my using
~the trailinthisway... . . . . _. e el
I just feel it would be used by more of the general public by keeping it open to motorized use.

At the very least, keep the section from the north end of Summit lake to the Highway 6 crossing (at
the south end of Summit lake) open to motorized use, providing access to the back side of the Jake.

5.22 .
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: do-nof-reply@arfd.be.ca

Sent: Tuesday, February 2, 2010 8:24 AM

To: fLMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Land Application Comments [File #4404926}.

My whole family, including myself, access the old CPR rail grade regularly for a variety
of recreational purposes including; horseback riding, ATV'ing, walking, snowmobiling and
skiing. We also use the rail bed as a link to the back country that with more and more
restricted access is getting small. 5.22

8.22 Even before the tracks were removed, he and his friends used it on
motorbikes. to_stay connected (Such is rural life) I am aware that the ROCK_has-been. told .--. -
by the majority over and cver this trail must be for all to use, including motorized. The
fact the RDCK included Richard Allan‘s HRS submission of 2082 with this application, can
only mean the process has once again been hijacked by a minority special interest group.
The application at present has their trail 5.22 and as long as
they continue to exclude motorized use; there will be no access granted by me. In my
opinion, the only way you should grant this application, is with the fecllowing
stipulations: 1) Failr deal with land owners reached, 2) Trail must remain open to all, 3)
Management plan addressing, noxious weeds, speed limits, litter, pets, etc., and 4) No

commercial usage.
If these stipulation can not be attached, then you nust say noc to the trail application.

8.22

5.22
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{ ‘09\7

Kay Schweitzer
From: ) §22 ) v
Sent: February 2, 2010 5:46 PM
To: 'AuthorizingAgency.Cranbrook@gov.be.ca' ('?'_L,Oy X _,04-'«7
Subject: Front Counter BC - ILMB #4404526 \
{ T Wm&
Dear Sirs:
o . s22 ) ) )

$22 it is my pleasure to provide this letter of support for the

proposed expansion of the Galena Trail between Rosebery and Summit Lake, B
5.22 and I see

firsthand how much the trail is used by both local residents and tourists alike. [ have heard many comments from
visitors, both young and old, about how impressive the trail Is and what beautifut scenery we have, | have even heard
people state that they decided to stay a couple of extra days in the area to take in the trail and beaches. An expansion
of the trail would benefit the area even more, with visitors staying longer and in turn spending more money in our

community.

New Denver and area needs to build on their tourism potential and the expansion of the Galena trail would be an
excellent project for the region to once again undertake,

Integrated Land
=* Management Bureau
Ministry of Agricuiture & Lands

FER 16 2010

RECEIVED
CRANBROOK, BG

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX
From: . . s22 .

Sent: Monday, February 1, 2010 10;16 AM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: app #4404926 Rosebery - Summit Lake park trail

February 1, 2010

Natural Resources Officer
FrontCounter BC

1902 Theatre Road
Cranbrook, BC V1C 7G1

To wham it cancerns.
s.22 and writing in support of the application #44049286 to allow the transfer of Provincial Crown

Land aleng the northeast shore of Slocan Lake to the RDCK for a regional park trail. The old rail bed between
Rosebery and Summit Lake is currently being used as a favoured frall among locals and visitors. In any season, one
can find people of all ages enjoying this ftrail for walking, mountain biking, wildlife viewing, skiing, and ndmg

quads. Ht's a wonderful recreational resource for our local communities and the larger region.

Thank you,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Monday, February 1, 2010 10:30 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX
Subject: Rosebery to Summit Lake rail trail

[ wish to endorse the proposed Resebery-Summit Lake rail trail. Certainly noone foday would build such a
trail, but we have the good fortune that the CPR did the work for us over 100 years ago. This is a lcgacy that
should not be lost. T have hiked, biked and cross-couniry skied on this trail for years, The trail offers
spectacular views of the Valhalla Provincial Park as it travels along the Slocan Lake, then enters a delightful
valley following the Bonanza Creck before reaching scenic Summit Lake. Wild life abounds along this trail.

Currently areas of this trail have been washed out by mud slides and it is quickly growing shut with alders
and conifers, Now is a perfect time to rescue and preserve this wonderful asset,

Respectfislly yours,

522

Page 45
FNR-2012-00108




Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Sunday, January 31, 2010 6:10 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: 4404926

"I am in obposition to the above noted appiication. 5.22 ;
822 ) . and never in that time have I endeavored to restrict |

the use of these corridors to anyone. |

The individuals that use the current trail are for the most part respectful 5.22 .

§.22 There are some however that do not respect the trail or the other

users,._no,_they_are not the motorized group, but more specifically. skiers and hikers. that---
leave garbage or use the trail as a washroom.

At the time the rail was removed §.22

5.22

§.22
5.22 The use issue was clarified by the Deputy

Minister of the time, and I was assured that motorized use would not be restricted.

That being said the Government should reject the application and leave the corridor open
to the general public.

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: §.22
Sent: Safurday, January 30, 2010 7:34 AM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: ILBM File 4404926

| would fike to voice my support for the creation of the linear park from Summit lake tc Rosebery

 am aware that their is a controversy regarding it being accessible fo non motorized transportation only

[ would like to point out that thelr are many hundreds of miles of back country roads and trails open for motorized use
At this time the only non motorized trail in the area is the Galena which extends from this proposed trail fo three forks
! would therefore suggest that the new trail from summit lake to Rosebery be a non motoarized farmat

This would inhance the natural experience of the irail and siiil leave by far the majority of the area accessible to
‘mofarized recreation B e/ )

Thank you for your consideration

5.22

Say Happy New Year with Messenger for Mobile. See more,
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Donaid, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Saturday, January 30, 2010 11:52 FM

To: lL MB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Oppaosition of the application #4404926 from Hills Rec. Society

Natural Ressources Officer

We would like to state our opposition to application 4404926 from the Hills Rec. Society. This old raii
bed has been an issue for at least 10 years now and the local people will not accept this tenure
application, as there are too many different ideas about what should be done with the rail bed. The
application is very unspecific about what will happen, other than it wouid become a park, which means
no motorized use of the trail, which us unacceptable to us, This would exciude clder people who can
ride an atv, but are unable to walk or hike longer distances. As well, we are having more and more of
our back roads taken away from us, (ike Enterprise Creek where the creek has actually been diverted
dewn the main road for 100 feet and the road is now closed. I hear that in the summer of 2010, the
bridge up Silverton creek will be removed as well. We do not have a lot of things to do here in the
Slocan, and the more the back country is closed off to pecople, the more it forces youth to find other
things to do ~ like sit around and smoke dope, Instead of going out with their parents or grandparents
into the mountains. This is unfortunately another act by a smait group to control more land locally. We
have 3 very big parks in this area now and some more small ones, we do not need any more here. If
you review the history of the groups that have tried to work out a solution for this, you will find that
there was never any sort of conciusion, as there is no agreement on the different issues regarding this
rail bed. Some of us have spent many hours trying to work this out without any progress, We feel that
since there is no agreement, this should be left, as is, until such time that an agreement can be
reached regarding this rail bed.

Sincerely

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 8.22
Sent: Thursday, January 28, 2010 8:06 PM
To: ) ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Fw: Opposition to Application 4404926
Importance; High

Natural Resources Offleer, - -~ - - — ———-+ - -
We would like to state our opposition to appllcatlon 4404976 from the Hl||S Rec Somety This old rall bed has been
an issue for at least 10 years now and the local peaple will not accept this tenure application, as there are too many
different ideas about what should be done with the rail bed. The application is very unspecific about what will happen,
other than it would become a park, which means no moterized use of the trail, which us unacceptable to us. This
would exclude older people who can ride an atv, but are unable to walk or hike longer distances. As well, we are
having more and more of our back roads taken away from us, like Enterprise Creek where the creek has actually
been diverted down the main road for 100 feet and the road is now closed. | hear that In the summer of 2010, the

- bridge up Silverton creek will be removed as well. We do not have a lot of things to do here in the Slocan, and the
maore the back country is closed off to people, the more it forces youth to find other things to do - like sit around and
smoke dope, instead of going ouf with their parents or grandparents into the mountains. This is unfortunately another
act by a small group to control more land {ocally, We have 3 very big parks in this area now and soma more small
ones, we do not need any more here. If you review the history of the groups that have tried to work out a solution for
this, you will find that there was never any sort of conclusion, as there is no agreement on the different issues
regarding this rail bed. Some of us have spent many hours frying to work this out without any progress. We feel that
since there is no agreement, this should be left, as is, until such time that an agreament can be reached regarding this

rail bed.

Sincerely,

5.22
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integratey Lang
, Management Bureay
Yilntstry of Adricutture & ) ands,

522 JAN 2 8 2010

_ RECEIVED
CRANBRODK, BG

TO: Jo-Ann Donaid

Natural Resource Officer
Integrated Land Management Bureau
Front Counter BC

1902 Theatre Road

Cranbrook BC VIC7G 1
1-250-426-1775
joann.donald@gov.be.ca

RE: Application File #4404926
Jo-Ann Donald, Natural Resource Officer;

s.22
5.22

5.22 I was surprised
by this application and the closed door manner in which it was done. The Regional
District of Central Kootenay (RDCK) has refused to release the submission preparcd by
the Hills Recreation Society and Hills Nordic S8ki Club dated December 1, 2000. 1 have
copies of the 2004 and 2007 revised editions. The bulk of the submission is false and
misleading without sufficient facts to support its claims. This application is the work of a
minority, special interest group with strong political alias and a seif serving agenda, Past
RDCK director, Don Munroe, told the APC there was no official action being taken on
the old CPR Rail Grade and would let us know if something came up. Obviously he did
not want the public aware of this application at present; the Hills Recreation Society has
less than 20 members in good standing. Hills has alrcady received a non-motorized
government funded trail as has New Denver and Roseberry.
During the OCP for Slocan Lake North, it was quite clear from the surveys and
community meetings there is a strong desire to keep access for motorized recreation open
on all present trails and any future trails must include motorized usage. Tn April 2005,
the RDCK Chair and members of the board were presented with a petition containing 251
signatures stating “We the undersigned do not accept that any portion of the old CPR rail
Bed from Nakusp to Roseberry be closed to motorized use. If this is your only option,
then we demand that section (Nakusp to Roseberry) be removed from your overall plane
and be left as it.”
In October 2007, the residents of Summit Lake were surveyed door to door and 100% of
responding residents signed a petition stating, “We the residents of Summit Lake, want to
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see all recreational use of public lands to be fully multi-use.” This petition was presented
to RDCK director Don Munroe for the board at an October 25, 2007 OCP meeting.
Public meetings held in Nakusp about developing this section of the old CPR grade,

showed over 90% opposed to closing any portion to motorized usage.
An article by s.22 shows not only that the

motorized information submitted by Richard Allen, Hills Recreation Society (HRS) is
false but that motorized use is responsible for keeping the former CPR rail grade open for
all to enjoy. Inthe 7 years Richard Allen (HRS) has been submitting his minority agenda
submissions, he reveals in his own words that motorized traffic has not caused any
substantial harm: from 07 editions, “It is fair to say that most residents are content with
the present use paitern of the Roseberty-Summif Lake Trail”” —

In a recent survey by the HRS with an 82% return rate, “The majority supports the
continuation of a many-use/multi-use rail trail on the old CPR right of way in Hills,”

I also know this proposed trail will have to cross private land in more than one place for
which no deal has been established to grant access, The RDCK and the various irail
groups have been aware of this for years and keep trying to skirt the issue of private
property rights. s.22 the RDCK
can not appropriate my land for recreational trails.

There was a report commissioned by the Ministry of Community Development late in
1999. This Hanne Sith Heintz report showed clearly that there was NOT sufficient
support to make this section of the old CPR rail grade non-motorized. This request for
tenure is from a minority special interest group with friends on the RDCK board of
directors. I am personally appalled that elected officials would abuse their power to
forward their special interest groups agenda behind closed doors. The Slocan Lake North
OCP and the general public have clearly stated, trail development must include motorized
use. Ifthis tenure is granted, it must demand motorized use and remain open to all, The
RDCK must also make fair deals to cross private property. The RDCK should have all
the supporting documentation, however, if they are reluctant to provide it, I will provide
what I can upon request,

Sincerely,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Wednesday, January 27, 2010 5:54 PM
To: [LMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: ILMB File Number 4404926

Iam writing to express my support for the establishment of a regional park trail between Summit Lake and
Rosebery.

This will fill in a portion of an already estabiished rail to trail system, and will open recreational
opportunities in the area, Ll

I'belicve the decision to make this motorized or non-motorized should rest with the local management and
with the RDCK.,

5.22

Ask a question on any topic and get answers from real people. Go to Yahoo! Answers.
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Wiekenkamp, Melissa M ILMB.EX

From: Bains, Rajeeta TRAN:EX

Sent: Tuesday, January 26, 2010 11:32 AM

To: Wiekenkamp, Melissa M ILMB:EX
Subject: Your File 4404926 - MOT Fite 2009-07068

The Ministry thanks you far the opportunity to provide comments for the Regional Park Trail between Rosebery and
Summit Lake,

At this time | am not abie to comment on the referral as | feel that there is seme valuable concerns the Ministry has that
need to be addressed prior to an approval.
Pleasa have your applicant provide the following Information for our review: =~~~
* For the trail will there be direct access points onto the highway?
e |f so, the accesses will need to be reviewed by the Ministry to ensure that they meet safe sight distances and are
located in an appropriate area
» Wil user be using the highway right of way as parking spots to get to and from the traii?
s Are there parking lot locations chosen for the trail? If so, these two will need to be reviewed by the Ministry to
ensure that there is adequate parking spaces, adequate turning movements for vehicles and a safe access to
. and from the highway
»  Will overnight parking/camping be permitted in the area or parking lot if there is one?
s Will there be garbage disposal bins for the public and if so has the applicant considered who will be responsible

for pick up?

Feel free to contact me directly at 354-6302 and if the applicant has comments they can contact me as well.

Rajeeta Bains
District Development Technician
West Kootenay District.
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: do-not-reply@arfd.bc.ca

Sent: Tuesday, January 26, 2010 2:37 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Land Application Comments [File #4404928].
PART 1 OF 2

RE: Application File #4484926

Natural Resource Offlcer.

5.22 i} . . _
s.22
5.22 I was surprised by this
application and the closed door manner in which it was done, The Regional District of
Central Kootenay (RDCK) has refused to release the submission prepared by the Hills
Recreation Society and Hills Nordic Ski Club dated December 1, 2089. I have copies of the
2084 and 2007 revised editions. The bulk of the submission is false and misleading
without sufficient facts to support its claims. This application is the work of a
minority, special interest group with strong political alias and a self serving agenda.
Past RDCK director, Don Munreoe, told the APC there was no official action being taken on
the old CPR Rail Grade and would let us know if something came up. Obviously he did not
want the public aware of this ap!
plication at present; the Hills Recreation Society has less than 20 members in good
standing. Hills has already received a non-motorized government funded trail as has New
Denver and Roseberry.
During the OCP for Slocan Lake North, it was gquite clear from the surveys and community
meetings there is a strong desire to keep access for motorized recreation open on all
present trails and any future trails must include motorized usage. 1In April 2085, the
RDCK Chair and members of the board were presented with a petition containing 251
signatures stating “We the undersigned do not accept that any portion of the old CPR rail
Bed from Nakusp to Roseberry be closed to motorized use. If this is your only option,
then we demand that section (Nakusp to Roseberry) be removed from your overall plane and
be left as it.”
In Qctober 2007, the residents of Summit Lake were surveyed door to door and 180% of
responding residents signed a petition stating, “We the residents of Summit Lake, want fo
see ail recreational use of public lands to be fully multi-use.” This petition was
presented to RDCK director Don Munrce for the board at an Octoher 25, 2007 OCP meeting.
Public meetings held in Nakusp about developing this section of the old CPR grade, showed

over 90% opposed to closing any portion to motorized usage.
An article by 5.22 shows not only that the

motorized information submitted by Richard Allen, Hills Recreation Society (HRS) is false
but that motorized use is responsible for keeping the former CPR rail grade open for all
to enjoy. 1In the 7 years Richard Allen (HRS) has been submitting his minority agenda
submission, he reveals in his own words that motorized traffic has not caused any
substantial harm, from 87 edition. “It is fair to say that most residents are content
with the present use pattern of the Roseberry-Summit Lake Trail.”

In a recent survey by the HRS with an 82% return rate, “The majority supports the
continuation of a many-use/multi-use rail trail on the old CPR right of way in Hills.”

I also know this proposed trail will have to cross private land in more than one place for
which no deal has been established to grant access. The RDCK and the various trail groups
have been aware of this for years and keep trying to skirt the issue of private property

rights. 5.22 the RDCK can not
appropriate my land for recreational trails.
There was a report commissioned by the Ministry of Community Development late $ﬁ%i§§§00108

ThlS Hanne Slth He1ntz report showed clearly that there was NOT sufficient support to make

e T Y 2 T TR N | o ok P R A L men dmmamrrumem o o ks




PART 1, 2 WILL FOLLOW

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: do-not-reply@arfd.be.ca

Sent; Tuesday, January 26, 2010 1:42 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Land Application Comments [File #4404928).

As a born and raised man in the area,I have used this rail bed for years. I think that
this is crazy to have it shut down to only a nonmotorized trail. I have a young family and
take my kids for motorbike,quads and snownobile rides from Nakusp to Roseberry quite
often.I don't like the idea of a small group of people that don't like it motorized, strip
this a way from my family., Over the passed years i have signed petitions trying to stop
this same aet, when is it going toeme, -~ it At =2

5.22
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Wiekenkamp, Melissa M ILMB:EX

From: Egan, Dianne J ENV:EX

Sent: Monday, January 25, 2010 2:52 PM

To: Wiekenkamp, Melissa M ILMB.EX

Subject: Comments for Referral - Rosebery/Summit Lake Regional Park Trail (File 4404926)

Ministry of Environment (Terry Anderson, Ecosystem Officer)
1. Does this application impact your agency’s legislated responsibilities? If yes, how will the proposal impact your
tegislated responsibility and please identify the relevant legislation {section) — No CDC concerns
(spectes/ecosystems at risk) on existing rail grade in area highlighted. However, some area may be within the
Goal 2 area for Provincial Parks and Protected Area.

2. A) If the proposal impacts your responsibilities, what mitigative measures will be required to address these
impacts?
B} if the proposal proceeds, will the proponent require approval or a permit from your agency?

3. Will on-going compiiance monitoring be required by your agency as a result of your legisiated responsibilities? If
yes, explain what will be required?

4, Will this application affect puklic use of this area? Explain.
Ministry of Environment {Chris Stroich, Environmental Management Section Head)

Regulatory interests (under the Environmental Management Act) unaffected by proposed use, from Environmental
Protection Division, Environmental Management Section.

From: Higham, Nicole M FOR:EX
Sent: Tuesday, December 15, 2009 3:18 PM
To: Ridout, Brandy ALC:EX; Egan, Dianne J ENV:EX; "Archer'; Reibin, Dan J TCA:EX; Christianson, Dean D FOR:EX;

Rowan, Kim R TRAN:EX
Subject: Front Counter Referral Package

Referral: File: 4404926
Applicant - Regional District of Central Kootenay

On behalf of the Integrated Land Management Bureau please find attached the referral package for the above which
contains information fo assist you in the review.

4404926 4404926 Referral

Referraldocx Pko.pdf
Nicole Higham Nicole Higham
Resource Clerk Referral Clerk
Rocky Mountain Forest District FrontCounter BC
1902 Theatre Road 1802 Theatre Road
Cranbrook, BC V1C 7G1 Cranbrook, BC V1C 7G1
Phone: (250) 426-1762 Phone: (250) 426-1794
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2010 Property assessments up over last year |
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Regional District of Cei.cral Kootenay

Box 590, 202 Lakeside Drive Telephone (250) 352-6665 Fax (250} 352-9300
Nelson, BC ViL SR4 BC Toll Free 1-800-268-7325
e-mail: rdck@rdck.be.ca

web: weavrdek.be.ca

7030-11-06 s

Tgieitoa Dt

Management Bureau

January 29, 2010 winistre of Agricutture &l ang-

S (3 2010
FrontCounterBC Ty
Integrated Land Management Bureau qﬁ*zfc&g?%{,
1902 Theatre Road SRR AR
Cranbrook BC V1C 7G1

Attention: Melissa Wiekenkamp, Natural Resource Officer

Dear Melissa Wiekenkamp:
RE: YOURFILE 4404926

APPLICATION FOR NOMINAL RENT TENURE CROWN LAND TENURE
CROWN LAND BETWEEN ROSEBERY AND SUMMIT LAKE

Further to your correspondence of December 14, 2009, with respect to the above noted
application, attached please find two copies of the advertisement — Notice of Infention to
Apply for a Disposition of Crown Land, as requested.

For your information, within the documents attached, note headline 'Public comments
wanted on rail trail extension to Summit Lake’.

Yours tru[y.

A

Randy Matheson
Admin. Asst. Researcher

RM:k

Attachment

; > -
\dU‘JICll;AHeffggJeHmE?ﬁgv Df‘ﬁﬁ égéfoﬁglgﬁem o‘\rv?f"‘ rré%ﬁlm‘ﬁﬁf’ge? jreﬁgéa{bpqqu(lﬁgp{aﬁﬁcw gﬁ%@ﬁr%mi\'fﬁ?& Slocan u
ELECTORAL AREAS: +A -Wynndel/Fast Shore Keotenay Lake  *B+C+D *E+F*G *H -The Slocan Valley +I+] -Lower Arrow/Columbia *K -The Arrow Lakes
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Hills Recreation Society
Community Recreation Survey Results
2009
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Section 1: Who are We as a Community?

Question # 1:

fow many people live full time in your household?
Ongemnmnmmemneen 15

Three or more-23

Total Households responding ---- 78

Question # 2:
How Many Children? 0-10 years ---19
10-18 years -- 19
How Many Adults? 19-55 ycears -- 60
over 35 ------- 79
Total People----168
Age Distribution
Number of
People

0-10 11--18 19-55 over 55
Age Groups
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Who are We as a Community? (cont’d).

Question # 3:

Ilow long have you lived in Hills?

Under 5 years---==-nn===- 10
610 Yars «=--wmmemmr-—n-r= 11

o 11-20 yearsoeromoeeees 15
Qver 20 years--smnm--= 38

Total Households responding — 74*

Landowner or Renter?

Landowner - 64
Renter --ennn 10
Total Households responding ---------74%

*Four respondents did not answer this question

Length of Residence in Hills

Number of Households

Under 5 gto 10 ) 11 t0 20 Over 20
Years Lived In

Hills
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Question # 4:

Please check the activities in which you or members of your family participate:

Section 2: Qur Recreation - What does it look like?

Listed Activities Responses (by popularity)
Gardening - 64
Hikings--=nnasrmammesmnmmnemnmmeesnaancmane 58
Walking/jogging --- 57
Wildlife viewing -~ 5§
Swimming---- -- 53
Cross-country skiing------wueuemnm-cuv 49
Canoeing/kayaking--------------emeeemn 49
Camping = 46
Photography 45
Bicycling -~ 42
Lake fishing: - 41
Beachcombing/rock-picking---«awa=---- 36.
Mountain-biking ----------=s~wmmmsn=anan 35
Snowshoeing- - 34
Star-gazing----------~-===s=cem-momeme-- 35
Creek fishing -—-------- 33
Downhill/backcountry skiing----------- 33
Reading/Book clube-s-—s-mmmmmmmmeeeenne 32
Arts and craftg-----------cmesmccme e 32
Tobogganing 31
Motor boating/water skiing--«---------- 3
Movies/slideshows--- 31
Music (e.g., jam sesstons, singing)----- 29
Board/card/dice games 25
ATV INgr-rmmmmcanamamme oo 24
Exercise/fitness $eS810NS --—--~=mavemman 21
'T'cnnis ' - cmamivnman 21
Drawing /painting/sculpture----------—- 18
Dirt biking---aen=-mserramann -- 16
Darts = 15
Skating/ hockey---- - 14
Ping pong---- 12
Basebali/softball - 12
Soccer ---------- mmmmaens 11
Hunting-- e A e 11
Snow-maching touring-----=nmeansem----- 11
Basketball - -8
Billiards wmmmm e mmn e 8
Horseback riding-------------- 5

“Other” activities listed:Golf (2), Curling (1), Snowboarding (1), Snorkelling (1), Smoking and
drinking (1), Work parties (1),Carpentry/woodwork (1}, Badminton (1), Bridge classes (1), Jai
Alai (1), Yoga-meditation (1).
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Our Recreation - What does it look like? (cont’d)

Recreation in Hills

Top Ten Activities o

Gardening {55508

Hiking

Walking/Jogging

Wildlifa viewing

Activity Bwimming

Canoeing/Kayaking |

Cross-country skiing

Camplng

Photography

Blcycling

_I_ it
0

40 60 80

Numbser Of Responses
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Question # 5:

Section 3: Future Recreation Programs

If available in Hills, in which of the following activities would members of your family likely

participate?

- - —Responses (by popularity) I

--Listed_Activities
Organized hikes --- 25
Tennis lessons 19
Summer programs for children ------ 16
Cross-country ski Icssons ----e--vrnn- 14
Swinmming lessons =-resmmmanesevmauan 16

“Other” activities in which people indicated they would participate include:

“QOther” Activities

Responses

Yoga ------ — _ cmgoumun 3
Tai-chi -- : 28 2
Trail maintenance S —— -1
“45 club” ------ - 1
Summer potlucks at the patk —-—-=—rc-rers; t
Swim platform/boat'deck’ mam-gimmrmmnmmmemnitdiitmmmmnmn s 1
Sailing [€8S0NS = -mmmmmmmm e e 1
Baseball - R |
Habitat recognition (animals, trees, palacontology) --------- 1
Bridge lessons — 1
Badminton ------ — -1
Dauces, music events: «------ 1
Flea market ~-=esencemsmmcmcomcmmanacans . 1
Community picnic I
Canoe-kayak trip ------- -1
Walking programs - 1
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-Future Recreation Programs (cont’d)

Question #6;

Suggestions or comments related to Community Recreation Activities in Hills:

“swimming dock{platform) at beach (picnic tables), increased parking at Bonanza
Beach({outhousc). Motorized recreation nceds to be supported by Hills Rec, NOT lobbled
against!!” 35 yeagr landowner _ S

“Would like to see clearing done for parking at Hills beach. Often hard to park or turn around,
Also maybe a swim platform for kids, a playground would be nice.” 4 year renter

“Would like to see a sled/slash ATV. group supported. It seems like all of the trails are being
restricled.” 4 year renter

“Would really like to sec the Firc Hall/Community Centre finished, to provide a meeting place for
young family activities,” 15 year landowner

“I would like to sce a swim dock built at Bonanza beach.” I8 year landowner
“Symbiosis. Respect for all citizens for their lives and activities.” 38 year landowner
“A tennis ball machine.” /0 year landowner

“LOOK AFTER YOUR OWN BUSINESS ONI.Y!! NO DEVELOPMENT FOR PROFIT AS
SOME ARE PROPOSING” 50 year resident, landowner

“Fitness sessions, game night, pothucks, movie night.” 29 year landowner

“A dedicated groomed, lit Cross-country ski trail system for classic and skating techniques that
can be used for mountain-biking in the summer.” /4 vear landowner

“leave everything alone ie don’t close off any trails to anyone. I don’t need any lessons in how to
play tennis because I already know how to play tennis, swim, ride a bike etc. Summer programs
for children sounds like something you should do.” 15 vear landowner

“Our children and grandchildren come but only for a week or so in the sumumer so lessons wonld
probably not be appropriate for themn.” 33 year landowner

“We'd like to participate in outdoor activities that encourage fitness and health as well as
appreciation of nature. The new Fire/Community Hall is an asset for promoting recreational and
community activities in Hills. Indoor fitness activities, movies, game nights, ete could take place

there.” 4 year landowner
“Yoga, Tai-chi” 30 year landowner

“I would like a ping-pong table in our new hall.” 38 vear landowner Sace 8
age
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Future Recreation Programs (cont’d)

Suggestions or Comments related to community recreation activities in Hills (Cont’d):
“Movie nights/slide shows, coffechouse, ping-pong, soflbail, hiking.” 2 year renfer

“Survival awareness; common-sense; itmpact on environment of activities; bird-watching plus
. monitoring woather records.” 40 year landosner R

“WOULD LIKE TO FEEL MORE WELCOME SNOW-SHOEING.” 10 year landowner

“Once the new Fire Hall/Community Centre is finished it would be fun to have some casual get-
togethers there once a weck/mmonth, especially in winter. Dare I say it, FRIDAY NIGHT DANCE
PARTIES. 11 41 year landowrer

“Put up a bulletin board at the mailboxes to amnounce programs and activities.” 28 year
landowner '

“Seems to run pretty well. If people want to have more organized Cross-country skiing for
community — this OK, (but not commercial}. School groups, outdoor ﬁtncss use should be
encouraged.” 25 + year landowner .

“Maybe a playground site — swings, slides etc.” 2 year renter

“All of your wonderf{ul work is appreciated by all of us.” 29 year landowner.

“Trail section at graifcl section needs help. (rc. mothers with children)” 30 + vear landowner
A library or baok-lending program would be great,” 28 year and01vrze‘r' |
“Seems to me most activities are for able-bodied people.” 25 year renter

“Exercise and fitness lessons.” 30 year landowner

“We uscd to have a women’s “hiking club” in Hills and if would be wonderful if the HRS could
schedule these. I do think that the abandoned project of a Bulletin Board at the mailbox would be
an invaluable way of communicating HRS activities (allocate a spemﬁc corner of the Board for
HRS nows).” 30 year landowner -

“BOAT LAUNCH IS VERY BADLY NEEDED” 20 year landowner

Mixed softball for adults/ children, advertising to see how many will come — maybe Sundays with
a barbecue, Cheap stuff, swings, slides ete.” 60 year landowner
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Section 4: Rail Trail - Current Uses- Spring, Summer, Fall

Question #la:

11

Do you or members of your family currently use the Rosebery to Summit Lake CPR rail trail?

a) lnspritlg/summel'ffall?

Adjacent landowners:
All other households:
Totals -

Yes—12 No--0 No answer — 1
. _Yes—59 _No-35 _ Noanswer—1
Yes— 71 No-5§ No answer -2

If yes, for what activities? How often?

Adjacent Landowners: Spring, Summer, Fall Use of Rail Trail

Several times
Activity Daily |  aweek | Ocecasionally Total

Walking 2 6 2 10
Cycling 1 6 0 7
AlV’ing 0 3 2 5
Jogging/Running 1 1 0 2
Hiking 0 1 0 1
Motor/Dirt Biking 0 0 1 1
Excavator 0 0 1 1
Crawler Machine 0 0 1 §
Trail Access Corridor 0 I 0 1

Total 4 18 7 29

All Other Households: Spring, Summer, Fall Use of Rail 'Trail

Several times
Activity Daily |  aweek | Oceasionally Total
Cycling 2 11 18 31
Walking 2 7 17 26
ATV?ing 0 5 10 15
Hiking 0 5 6 11
Motor/Dirt-biking 0 4 S 9
Jogging/Running 3 3 2 8
Trail Access Corridor 0 t 4 5
“Wildlife-Viewing 0 2 3 5
Horseback Riding 0 0 2 2
Berry Picking 0 ; 3 3
Fire Wooding 0 0 2 2
 Wild Herb Collecting 9 0 1 L
Trail-Skiing 0 0 T I
Total 7 38 74 119
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Rail Trail - Current Uses - Winter

Question #1b:
Do you or members of your family currently use the Rosebery to Summit Lake CPR rail trail?

b) In winter?

Adjacent landowners: Yes -9 No -4 No answer — 0
. All other households: _ Yes—47 __ _No--13 . - No.answer—5
Totals Yes — 56 No—-17 No Answer — 5

If ves, for what activities? How offen?

Adjacent Landowners: Winter Use of Rail Trail

[ Several tines
Activity Daily a week QOccasionally Total
Cross-country skiing 1 4 2 7
Sledding/snowmobiling | 0 0 3 3
Walking 1 0 I 2
Snowshoeing 0 i 0 1
4Tracking/ATV ing 0 0 I I
Total 2 5 7 14*
* One respondent repotted two frequencies
“All Other Househelds: Winter Use of Rail Trail B
Several times
Activity Daily a week Qccasionally Total
Cross~country Skiing 4 10 19 33
Sledding/Snowmobiling 0 2 10 12
Snowshocing 1 2 S 8
Walking 0 0 2 2
Photography 0 0. 2 2
Wildlife-Viewing 0 0 1 1
AlTV’ing 0 0 1 |
Access Corridor 0 0 1 I
L .. T('tal ——— e 5 14 [ 41 —— 60**
** Five respondents did not indicate a frequency
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Rail Trail - Number of Adjacent Landowners
- Do you support motorized recreation?

Question #2:

Are you a landowner adjacent to the Rail Trail

Answer ‘ Respondents
SR /-7 S SR e —mmmenae- 13 e
S i - .65
Total ----------78
Question #3:

Do you suppori use of the Rail Trail for motorized recreation?

a. Adjacent Landowners Responses:

Yes---mmemu- 1

Yes, with Conditions----=---- 5

No _ et

Total Respondents ~------- 13
b. All Other Households Responses:

Yes- : -17

Yes, with Conditions--------- 22

No----=mrmm-- 25

Total Respondents--------- 64
Combined Responses:

Yes -18

Yes, with Condifiong--ae-m-- 27

INO---m- i oo e 32

Total Respondents --------- 77%

*One respondent did not answer this question.

Summary table
Yes | Yes with Conditions | No
Adjacent Landowncers | 1 5 ' 7
All Other Residents | 17 22 25
Total | 18 27 31
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Rail Trail — Do you support motorized recreafion? (cont’d)

Respondents were invited 1o list conditions/comments they wanted to add for either a Yes, Yes
with Conditions, or No answer. .

Coinments from those answering YES:

“This old Rail bed has been multi-usc (motorized included) since CPR abandoned it.” 50+ year
landowner

“Yes, 100%. Don’t close frail to anyone. Don’t change any’thﬁig about rail line.” 13 year
landowner

“Use the Trail with RESPECT for one another! These Trails to be used by all people in our
community — not just a select few.” 35 year landowner

“If people drive responsibly, there is no reason it cannot be a mixed trail nuse. No Monster
trucks!” 38 year landowner

“I think this trail should be usable and accessible to everyonc and ali groups.” 25 year renter

“I appreciate having access to a safc cnvironment for my child and our family to develop riding
skills close to home.” 15 year landowner

“Speed limits, Closure of Roscbery {o Hills for summer months. Local use of primaiy concern to
be protected. I'irewood gathering is motorized, as is maintenance (Trail).” 35 year landowner

Comments from thosc answering YES, WITH CONDITIONS: |
“Local use only. Status quo.” 29 year landowner

“Maybe have limited non-motorized use during summer from June-Sept. because so many people
on bicycles. 4 year Renter o

“A June fo Sept. closure of the Rosebery to Iills sectionn. High traffic. This Trail has been
primarity maintained by motorized tocal users. It is their Trail.” 30 year landowner

“No race track speeds. Stop and give pedestriansfbicyciists right-of-way” 9 year landowner
“Respect to each other by all types of users. Speed limits.” 34 year landowner

“Only if there is a way to control noisy vehicles and reckless drtvers.” 2 year landowner

“As is; now.” 10 year landowner
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Rail Trail — Do you support motorized recreation? (cont’d)

Comments from those answering YES, WITH CONDITIONS (cont’d):

“Yes, but both motorized-users and non-motorized users should respect each others® point of
view.” 8 year landowner

“Speed limits and respect to cyclists and pedestrians.” 18 year landowner

“Put in speed bumps and water bars.” 34 year landowner

“Respect for all users.” 17 year landowner

“] prefer non-motorized. However, if motorized, ATV’s and dirt bikes are driven slowly and
carefully, I am willing to share.” 28 year lundowner

“] know that motorized recreation and non-motorized recreation can be a complicated issuc — but 1
do support it, Speed-postings and right-hand side driving of motorized vehicles can reduce
accidents.” 2 year renter

“Conti.nued consideration practised.” 10 year renfer
“Speed limit set.” 5 year landowner

“NO COMMERCIAL USE.” 34 year adjacent landowner
“local users only.” 2 year adjacent landowner

“Quiel use to get to a destinalion, not for i'acing. The Trail should remain as it is now, LOCAL
USE ONLY.” 30 year adiacent landowner

“I used to use the Trail for snowmobile riding, Go to Summif Lake or Nakusp and back, 2-3 times
a year,” 30 year adjacent landowner

“Enough usc that it justifics maintenance of the Trail ie. cut back alders, culverts, etc. Enough
snowmobile use to pack ski trail” 23 year landowner

“Those that requirc assistance ic; wheelchair” 25 year renter
“for moving equipment. NO commercizal use at all; motorbikes, ATV’s and bicycles, horseback
riding, or any other commercial operations. Use should be for locals open to multi-use, policed by

the locals, reported to a government agency in charge of Rail Trails.” 50 and 70 year landowners

“Handicapped access — we drive to the Girl Guide Camp now. It would be nice to get to the beach
or the Iittle campsite just South” 0 year landowner

Page 74
FNR-2012-00108




16

Rail Trail — Do you support motorized recreation? (cont’d)

Comments from those answering NO:

“Motorized recreation does not mix with pedestrian traffic. I have often had to get off the Trail to
allow cars, trucks and multiple ATV’s 1o zoom by. Then I ate dust and diesei {unes as 1 jo ggcd
behind!” 39 year landowner

“ With so.much.of the surrounding landscape open_to-motorized use, having a designated non-

motorized semi-private trail along the lakeshore and Bonanza creek would provide a quiet
corridor for human recreation, as well as undisturbed and secure habitat for wildlife. The
enjoyment of walking, running, biking or skiing along the Rail frail will be compromised if more
motorized use is encouraged.” 4 year landowner

“for years we both used the trail a lot in Winter and considered motorized use a real infrusion. Not
so much in semmer but somctimes on our bikes.” 47 year landowner

“Not compatible and will lead to many conflicts. Motorized groups irresponsible. Have already
done Wetland damnage near Red House., Have lots of other areas o use. More disturbance to
sensitive wildlife; moose, grizzlies. NOT! Motorized can go elsewhere. This Trail should be for

wheels (bike), heels and skis.” 25 year landowner

“We have enough cars/trucks on the roads and plenty of backcountry roads that are perfect for
motorized vehicles if people really do need to do these activities.” 28 year landowner

“should be a continuation of the Threc Forks Galena Trail.” 33 year landowner

“the gentle grades of this Trail are ideal for quiet human-powered activities, not the lcast for
children and older folks. There is plenty of terrain for the noise, rip and tear of motorcycles, quads
and snowmobiles, areas that non-motorized users are unlikely or want to use.” 35 year landowner

“I feel there is a conflict and dangerous aspect to this debate. I have personally had several “ru-
ins” with motorbikes /ATV’s. One almost killed my dog! 30 year adjacent landowner

“Often ATV’s arc diiven by under-aged drivers so they arc a danger to themselves t00,”
30 year lundowrner

“There are fower and fewer places to walk without the noise and air pollution of motorbikcs,
ATV’s and snowmobiles which totally ruin my outdoor experiences.” 24 year adjacent
landowner '

“Don’t want to attract large number of people to our peaceful area.” 18 year landowner
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Rail Trail - Do you support commercial use?

Question # 4:

Do you support commercial use of the Rail Trail?

Yes -2
Yes, with Conditions--------- 14
. o _NOz=m=-. mommmmmememeeneen 58
No response -4
Total---------78

Respondents were invited to list conditions/connments they wanted to add for either a Yes, Yes
with Conditions, or No answer.

Comments from those answering YES:
-N0 comments
Comments from those answering YES WITH CONDITTONS:

“Enough use that it justifies maintenance of the Trail ie. cut back alders, culverts etc, enough
snowmobile use to pack ski trail.” 25 vear landowner

“Non-motorized commercial use probably acceptable” 30 year landowner

“Subject to approval Board and maybe RDCK.” 2 year renter

“There is more room for more use.” 10 year renter

“Not generally, but possible if low impact.” 17 year landowner

“Organized bike {rips.” 33 year landowner

“With a lcasc and strict rules.” 5 year landowner

“If a business ie. Cross-country skiing busincss were to be established they should sharc in
maintenance costs and their needs should not take precedence over local users ie. they should be
able to ban dogs from the tracks though doo-doo pick-up should be mandatory. Also, no fees
should be charged buf perhaps a Donation Box if we find lots of tourists come.” 30 year

landowner

“Non-motorized, low impact” 7 year renfer Do 76
age
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Rail Trail - Do you support commercial use? (cont’d)

Comumnents from those answering NO:

“What commercial use? Likely No, particularly if it curtails public use.” 30 year lundowner
“NO TENURE.” 29 year landowner

“No commercial activity!””_29 year landowné e

“No comunercial use of any sorts, Stresses out private landowners, policing lands, signs tom
down, garbage, bags, cans, broken bottles, cigarctte butis, illegal burns.” 60 year landowner

“Would not promote commercial use of the Trail for any of the activitics.” 30 year landowner

“T.eave it the way it is — free and unrestricted access for all the locals. Have been enjoymg the trail
(or many years without organized help., 50 year landowner

“Dao not want to attract large numbers of people to our peaceful area.” /8 year landowner
“I don’t even understand what this implics.” 28 year landowner

“Some small low-key tours might be allowed as long as they are non-motorized and approved by
the community.” 25 year landowner

“the section between Bonanza Creek road and Leontowicz’s Road to the swamp should not be
used by cars. It is impossible to Cross-country ski on it in winter.” 28 year landowner:

“Would accept non-motorized commercial vse; hlkmg, skiing, snow-shocing.” 10 year
landowner

“Zero commercial use of Trail for any reason! No one person, group or company should be
allowed to closc off Trail for their own porsonal use,” /5 year landowner

“This has to be Yes or No. Any conditions set can be interpreted in different ways leading to
possible frustration as o original intent.” 35 year landowner

“Tenure/land grab approach is not appropriate by special interest groups. There is already noit-
motorized Trail from Rosebery to Nelson, We need balance,” 301 landowner

“There should be no commercial use of any kind; motorized or other,” 35 year landowner

“I don’t agree with commercial use. Current use by locals is fine.” 5 year landowner
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Rail Trail - What level of development do you favour?
- Are there Issues and Problems that concern you?

Question # 5:

What level of development do you favour for the Rail Trail?

Development Level Responses

-— ———None. I don’t support-any further development of the-trail o 8. -
Minimal, Maintain it pretfy much as it i = mmm 24
Mndératc. Improve Trail surfaces and creek crossings, clear brush, post signg-------- 41

High. Establish picnic and rest areas, interpretive sites, garbage cans, access gates----3

* Two respondents did not answer this guestion

Question # 6:

Are there issues or problems that concern you if the former rail corridor is developed as a
recreation trail? (for example: safety, signage, parking, garbage and litfer, noise and privacy, fish
and wildlife issues, types of use, overuse). Please describe your concerns and any suggestions you
have,

Nofe: Responses are arganized by level of development favoured,

Responscs from those favouring No Development:

“GARBAGE, PARKING, EXCESSIVE DEVELOPMENT, STRANGE PEOPLE ON TRACKS,
WASHROOMS, WEED CONTROL — OF ALT. NOXIOUS WEEDS” Adjacent property
owner, 20 year resident

“T don’t want to see the scelusion this Trail offers me currently ruined by Signage, other than a
few directional signs on the Trail itself. I would like to sce priority multi-use for locals - there is
no need to attract people from elsewhere to use it (especially in groups).” Adjacent property
owner, 2 year resident

“We inhabit a unigue riparian zone, Our further meddling and intrusion on the zone is
wimnecessary and selfish and only serves to eliminate that on which we and the ecology depend.”
Property owner, 40 year resident
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Rail Trail — Are there issues and problems that concern you? (cont’d)

Responses from those favouring No Development (cont’d):

“Yes, I like it the way it 1s. [ do not like grooming on the ski trail in the winter.” Praperty owner,
38 year resident

“No comment as I prefer to ski ungroomed portions of the Trail. As for Noise =1 can hear
highway noise way in the bush berry-picking, And, I can hear jogging noisc from home.”
Property owner, 6 year resident

“All of the above! Unlike some people I didn’t move to Iills to change things for my own
personal gain. T moved here because [ like it the way it is; open to all pcople who come here! It's
clear that some onc or group of people have gone above the heads of the residents of Hills! They
have convinced the RDCK to apply to take control of the Rail Line. This person or group may he
falsely claiming to represent the majority of Hills residents. Hills Ree. Society should not support
any commercial or private development or Closing of any part of Rail Line to anyone, motorized
or NOT! P.S. What happened to fire hall and fire truck?” Property owner, 15 year resident

Responses from those favouring Minimal Development:

“problems of garbage, noise, privacy, parking problems. We feel the current use is OK, But
¢xpansion of usc or changes would impact very much on us. NO SIGNAGE. “ Adjacent property
owner, 30 year resident

“all of it” Adjacent property owner,30 year resident

“I'his is a wildlife corridor, I do not want further disruption and displacement of wildlife which is
inevitable with increased recreational and motorized use of Trail. Tt is obvious that overuse and
misuse will diminish/destroy the irreplaceable values we currently enjoy. However, I think this is
a waste of time! This is a futile process. It is always business as usual and this will become
another playground for motorized vehicles, parking lots, signs cte. to accornmodate them. The
rejuvenating tranquil experiences of Nature are a thing of the past.” Adjacent property owner, 24
vear resident,

“No more traffic wanted. Property trespass has been an issue already. We don’t want or need this
Trail ruined by over-use by out-of-town people. This is a corridor which links several developed
motorized riding zoncs. Again, there is NO motorized rec. trail respected or supported by the
heavily biased Hills Rec.” Property owner, 50 year resident

“Privacy loss and over usc a major concern! How do you limit human presence which displaces
wildlife?Protecting historical uses by long time Hills residents will be lost. Any management of
the corridor should be with Hills Rec only, Keeping accountability and responsibility local. This
trail should be cared for by locals not Galena Trail group.” Property owner, 35 vear resident
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Rail Trail - Are there issues and problems that concern you? (cont’d)

Responses from those favouring Minimal Development (cont’d):

“All of the above IF they become problems but most people have these same concerns and want
to preserve and enjoy these trails.” Property owner, 9 year resident

“There’s already traffic issues as described above. We are currently experiencing noise and litter
issues, ATV’s (children and adults) are using it as a race course, Trucks and cats are travelling
down the corridor and setting up camp. There arc signs of increased Httering along the roadway
and beach access, due to vehicle/camper access. A non-motorized trail, and minimum
development would acccntuate pedestrian traffic and prevent some of the negatlvc effects that we
are currently experiencing.” Properfy owner, 39 year resident

“I am concerned about all of the above. Definitely NO SIGNAGE.” Proper fy owner, 29 yea}
resident

“Don’t want more people, Don’t want it morc accessible.” Renter, 4 year resident
“Maintain Trail for current use.” Property owner, 10 year resident

“All of the above, No access for disabled (motorized). No access for emergency personnel { in
casc of medical emergencey). More people for profit = more shifting/pissing in the bush, arid less
privacy for Locals. I do not want anyone telling me when or how to conduct my personal
tecreation for fee or othierwise, Definitcly NO SIGNAGE!!N”  Properiy owner, 50 year resident,

“The only change I would support is a bridge over the “big ditch” where the large culvert was
removed.” Property owner, 41 vear resident

“Living at the end of the old Scinitar Sawmill site, many a time individuals ; mostly motorized
have ended up in the mill yard coming up from the Rail Trail and trespassing through the site with
no regards that they are trcspassing, even though the Site has been posted. This pisses me off, and
being pissed-off is not good for my well-being.” Renter, 25 year + resident
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‘Rail Trail - Are there issues and problems that concern you? (cont’d)

Responses from those favouring Moderate Development:

“My main concern is wildlife protection and avoidance of interference during their breeding
scasons, I have found there is most wildlife habitat to the North of us. I have seen grizzly bears in
May at Jane Clark’s place, biue herons (endangered) mid-way to Summit Lake, moose etc. I think
there should be a Spring ban on the usc of the Rail Trail (April-June — ask Waync McCrory?), _as
there is flooding as well. Signs could get people to exit to the highway at Bonanza Road and re-
enter af the north end of Summit Lake. If the motorized issue cannot be resolved, T think “local
permits” from Nakusp to N. Summit Lake would be the compromise, Speed limits should be
imposed with the awareness that “citizen reports” ( as it would be hard to enforce/police) are
valid, After 2 speeding infractions permits are revoked for life! Also, proper signage at the gravel
pit would avoid lots of lost cyclists. Way to go HRS Board for putting out an updated HRS
questionnaire and following up on it!*’  Adjacent landowner, 30 yvear resident

“We do not support just a Recreation Trail, Clean-up, tics, garbage from people, noise from
groups of people walking ATV’s, motorbikes, vehicles, campers, bicycle groups, people
trespassing on private property, vandalism to private landowners land and equipment, outhouses,
garbage in firc pits” (we alteady maintain from Girl Guides to Hunter Siding arca with crawler
equipment, excavator, crawler cat).” Adjacent property, 50 year resident

“We hope this section of Trail will be designated non-motorized. Such a designation would
remedy our top concerns of: Fish and Wildlife: there’s much scientific cvidence showing
motorized vehicles harass and displace wildlife. Bears, moose, and wolves, dippers and the Great
Blue Heron - wary wildlife that typically feel threatened and avoid human-habited places.

Property owner, 4 year resident

“Noise : an increased use of molorized vehicles on the trail would impact {he quiet of the rail
corridor for humans seeking to recreate in solitude and may harass and seare away wildlife.”

Property owner, 4 year resident
“Noise. Garbage.” Property owner, 3 year resident,

“The people who use the trail need to behave responsibly and be considerately. More rules will
not replace each user being responsible it’s a wonderful trail for all recreational spoits™ Property
owner, 38 year resident

“Privacy loss and over use a major concern! How do you lmit human presence which displaces
wildlifs? Protecting hislorical uses by long time Hills residents will be lost. I {hink over
development would incur too much use by non resident/area traffic. The corridor should be
maintained and supported for community use in order to enable the breadest range of community
use. Certainly Do Not want {o see over use by bicycle groups/ski groups. Would like to see a
motor-only section,” Propertyt owner, 15 year resident

“Nol I love the trail for all our activities™ Property owner 25 + year resident

“1 don’t want the trail being used for bike tours, there are too many already, but would love to
be able to push a stroller on it. Really nice to take the kids out on sled rides in the winter.” Renter,

4 vear resident
Page 81

FNR-2012-00108




23

Rail Trail - Are there issues and problems that concern you? (cont’d)
Responses from those favouring Moderate Development Comments (cont’d)

“There would be many problems if developed for motorized recreation ie noise, safety,
(motorized and non-motorized do not mix) wildlife movement would be affecled, impacts on
landscape from over use, privacy on the beach. South Valley has non-motorized rail trail-So
should we. One of the few quict places left in the area whete there is a trail. Many places where
moftorized vehicles can go other than a quiet remote trail!”” Properiy owner, 30 year resident

“Bonanza Creek and Marsh are extremely important wildlife areas, Wildlife should have first
priority, Any development /maintenance must accommodate wildlife.” Property owner, 40 year

resident

“I want motorized vehicles to be careful and respectful of non-motorized vehicles, I would like to
be able travel from Rosebery and Summit Lake without running into mud puddles or washed out
areas, I would also like to be able cross country ski all the way to Summit Lake Also the chasm
just north of the gravel pit is difficult to ski. Is there any way to put in a culvert and fill itinora
bridge? Biking is also very difficult.” Properiy owner, 28 year resident

“My main concern/observation centers around the quality of the discourse around this issue.
Tdeally Hills residents and especially Hills Rec board members would foster respectful
communication and tolerance for differing points of views, vision, and values.” Property owner,
17 year resident

“Yes all the issues above are valid and seemingly problematic.” Property owner, 30+ year
resident

“#1 Safety Speed postings, driving on right hand side of the road. Signage.” Renter, 2 year
resident

“Motorized use needs to be prohibited. Hills Rec Society needs to acquire Gitl Guide camp as part
of the package. Proposed regional park surrounding rails corridor needs to be designed fo protect
viewscapes, lakeshore etc, Grizzly hazard in the spring and sensitive to human impact. Need to
acquire Bonanza Marsh for protection and nature appreciation, not development. Needs to be
managed (o minimize disturbances to wintering ungulates. The most ecologically important and
most fragile piece of land in Hills is Bonanza Marsh/Creek. This should be protected status of
some sort,” Property owner, 23 year resident

“All of the above. Proper management is a must with regular monitoring-and upkeep.” Property
owner, 5 year resident

“Naisc and privacy — should be relatively low impact.” Property owner, 33 year resident

“Yes. Overuse. Garbage. Fish and wildiife; especially with peoples’ dogs. Dogs on leash. Asts
— congerns re. dogs on the loose not properly conlrolled . Dogs loose where people are camping
along the Trail — coming out as walking by.” Property owner, 11 year resident
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Rail Trail - Are there issues and problems that concern you? (cont’d)

Responses from those favouring Moderate Development Comments (cont’d):

“Most people that use this form of recreation are responsible people. You cannot close the
Corridor for a few irresponsible people. That is like closing the highway because of a few
Speeders. Keep things simple.” Property owner, 35 year resident

“The frail is great fun to use but it is rapidly being overgrown. This makes the Trailuse .. ... ..

undesirable when conditions are wet because one becomes soaked. The railroad grade is a
wonderful asset that NO ONE would recreate simply for recreational use. We definitely should -
restore its potential while it is retrievable.” Property owner, 35 year resident

Concerning motorized use; I know no one who would choose to hike, bike, jog or ski among
noisy, dust-raising, exhaust-generating motorized vehicles even though the motorized users
scem Lo have little trouble with the more quiet types. Clearly, the aesthetics of these two general
types of users are different and generally incompatible.” Properfy owner, 35 year resident

“all of the above are delinite concerns. Please help keep it quiet, clean and safe from human
disturbances other than simple maintenance, We really all have enough options elsewhere. This
Trail does not need major exposure.” Property owner, 28 year resident

“I would be concerned about overuse and the impact it would have on the environmemt.” Renfer, 2
year resident

“Non-motorized and motorized use do NOT work together.” Properiy owner, 18 year resident

“Concern for garbage, parking, noise. It is a great and beautiful Corridor and we should encourage
it’s use for non-invasive recreation. It would encourage Towrists. Business needs these tourists.”

Property owner, 10 year resident
“Noise. Garbage.,” Property owner, 17 year resident

“Depends on the type of recreational activity. Do not want to see x-country ski trail developed
and become a popular tourist attraction in the Winter. Ouiside of maintaining creck crossing and
brush, I do not want to see any development or commercial use. I prefer, the Ski Trail not be
groomed” Property owner, 18 year resident

Responscs from those favouring High Development :

“No concerns, I favour devel opment of the rail trail for non—motor; zed recreation.” Property
owner, 30 year resident

“Noisc and safety on Trail 10 ncarby landowners. We live off HWY 6 and Reiben Rd. and hear
motor use on Trail. Fish and wildlife as it is — is a sensitive area. Grizzlies are commonly
sighted in the wet arca above Hunter Siding in the Spring (April/May).” Property owner, 10
year resident
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Appendix A —

Community Recreation Survey
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Hills Recreation Society
Community Recreation Survey

The Hills Recreation Society would like to learn more about the recreation interests and
habits of Hills residents to help plan activities. We would also like to know your usc of and
opinions about the Rosebery to Summit Lake rail trail for future discussions. Please fill out

—— -—this questionnaire;and-a member of the Hills Reecreation-Society-will-be-n touch-with-you- -
to pick it up.

Who are we as a community?

Ilow many peopie live full-time in your household? -

How many: Children: 0-10 years Adults :  19-55 years
10-18 years over 55
How long have you lived in Hills? _ 'years Landowner? . °  Renter?

Cur Recreation. . . . Wha¥t does it look /fke?

Please check the activities in which you or members of your family participate:

___Baseball/softbail __ Camping
__Baskethall - Creek fishing
___ Soccer __ Lake fishing
_ Tennis _ Hunting
__ Bicycling _Gardening
~_Mountain-biking ~ Walking/jogging
__ATV’ing __Hiking
_ Dirt-biking _ Wildlife viewing
____ Horseback riding
___Drawing/painting/sculpture
_ Cross-cowtlry skiing ___ Photography
___Downhill/backcountry skiing __Star-gazing
. Snow-machine touring
____ Snowshoeing ___Beachcombing/rock-picking
___Tobogganing ___ Swimming
___ Skating/hockey _ Canoeing/kayaking

___Motor boating/ water skiing
___ Excrcise/fitness sessions

____Movies/slideshows ___Arisand crafts
_________ Music (¢.g., jam sessions, singing)  Board/card/dice games
____Reading/Book club ___Darts
__Ping pong
Other? __ Billiards ’ Page 85
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Future Recreation Programs

If available in Hills, in which of the following activitics would members of your family likely patticipate?

organized hikes cross-country ski lessons
summer programs for children tennis lessons
Other? swimming lessons

- Suggestions or comments related to communify recreation activities in Hills:

Rail Trail

The Regional District of Central Kootenay has applied to the BC government for a lease to manage the
former CPR rail corridor from Rosebery to Summit Lake as a recreational trail. They are interested in Jocal

use patterns and concerns,

1. Do you or members of your family currently use the Rosebery to Summit Lake CPR rail trail?

a} inspring/summer/fatl? Yes No
If yes, for what activitics? e e
How often? Daily Several times a week Occasionally

b) in winter? Yes No

If yes, for what activities?
How often? Daily Several times a weck Occasionally

2. Are you a landowner adjacent to the Rail Trail?  Yes = No
3. Do you support use of the rail trail for motorized recreation?

Yes __ Yes,withconditions ___ No
Comments

4. Do you support commercial use of the trail?

___Yes __ Yes,withconditions _ No
Comments e
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What level of development do you favour for the rail trail?

None. 1 don’t support any further development of the trail.
Minimal. Maintain it pretty much as is.

_Moderale. Improve trail surfaces and creek crossings, clear brush, post signs.
High. Establish picnic and rest areas, inferpretive sites, garbage cans, access gates,

Are there issues or problems that concern you if the former rail corridor is developed as a recreation
trail? (for example: safety, signage, parking, garbage and litter, noise and privacy, fish and wildlife
issues, types of use, overuse). Please describe your concerns and any suggestions you have,

Thank you for your input and time
Hills Recreation Society
Sepfember, 2009

If you have any questions about this questionnaire, please contact one of the Hills Rec Society board
members listed below:

Richard Allin Scoft Kipkie
Gianni Depretto Lawrence Schiavon
Boukje Elzinga Paula Shandro
Daniel Hellyer Donna Shaw

Ellen Kinsel
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB;EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 10:33 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX
Subject: Application for Park Trail

Front Counter BC

1902 Theater Road

Cranbrook, BCVIC7G1

Rer - Application 4404926 ILMB -

Hello,

This proposed regional Park Trail above is quite important to me. Please do make this
Trail designated as non-motorized. I have used this trail often when wanting a solitary
experience in nature. It is bad enough to encounter mountain bikes whizzing past, but
the advent of motor bikes and ATVs is a horrible thought. It is also most disconcerting
to meet up with a snowmobile in the winter time - a time when everything is hushed
with the purity of snow. I have numerous visitors durig the summer and desperately
would not like to meet anything motorized on this trail. Keep these motorized

contraptions off trails in nature.

Please do preserve the quality of our arca by making this trail non-motorized.

Sincere regards,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 522
Sent: Friday, February 12, 2010 10:25 PM
To: [LMB, Cranbrook iLMB:EX
Subject: Park Trail
5.22

February 12, 2010
National Resource Qfficer
Front Counter BC
1902 Theater Road
Cranbrook, BC V1C 7G1

Re:  Application 4404926 ILMB

Dear Sir,

This proposed regional Park Trail is an utmost importance to me and to our

community. We urge that the Trail be designhated non-motorized. 5.22
522 we have become beset with motorized noise (chip trucks every 20

minutes for years and years, fleets of motorcycles, sometimes between 25 to 40 in
number, in summer, autos, seadoos, in winter skidoos. As a result there is a greater
need for a walking trail for ourselves, village elders and children, not to mention the
growing numbers of tourists seeking a rural-forest experience. In addition, a non-
motorized designation will keep us free from teenagers on motorbikes and the
ubiquitous ATVs,

I urge you to act in this context.

Sincerely,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: .22
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2010 11:03 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook .MB:EX

Subject: Application FN: 4404926

I want to show my support for the addition of the rail trail from Roseberry to the west end of summit
lake as park, but only If motorized use is stlll allowed. I think that all users should work together for
the betterment of that trail system. Currently there are several portions of the trail that require
extensive work, In rural communities with limitted access to both funds and volunteers, we need to
work together. I think that as long as motorized vehicles respect hikers, cyclists, horseback riders,
snowsheers and skiers, everyone can.use the_trail_without.incident. _Thank you for letting me voice my_.

opinicn. 5.22

Not using Hotmail on your phone? Why not? Gat it now.
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5.22

Natural Resources Officer,

We would like to state our opposition to application 4404926 from the Hilis Rec. Society. This old

rait bed has been an issue for at least 10 years now and the local people will not acceptthis. _
tenure application, as there are too many different ideas about what should be done with the ralil
bed. The application is very unspecific about what will happen, other than it wouid become a
park, which means no motorized use of the frail, which us unaccepiable to us. This would exciude
older, disabled and even paralyzed people who can ride an ATV, but are unable to walk or hike
longer distances. As well, we are having more and more of our back roads taken away from us,
like Enterprise Creek where the creek has actually been diverted down the main road for 100 feet
and the road is now closed. | hear that in the summer of 2010, the bridge up Silverton creek will
be remaved as well. This is unfortunately another act by a small group to control more land
locally. We have 3 very big parks in this area now and some more small cnes, we do not need
any more here. If you review the history of the groups that have iried to work out a solution for
this, you will find that there was never any sort of conclusion, as there is no agreement on the
different issues regarding this rail bed. Some of us have spent many hours trying to work this out
without any progress. We feel that since there is no agreement, this should be left, as is, until
such time that an agreement can be reached regarding this raii bed.

.22 We our fortunate to live in an area where you
are able to access the beaultifu! outdoors by a muliitude of different means, may it be moterized,
walking, skiing or horseback. To take away this opportunity from all people to support the wishes
of a select few is not acceptable. | feel that we should be able to come to some agreement that
would be acceptable by all and nof discriminate against the majerity. The implementation of a
speed 1imit and simple curtsey would be a very good start!

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

522
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ILMB file #4404926

I am writing this note about this tenure application, hoping that the trail contained in the park will
be a MULTI USE trail.l understand this proposal is coming from a few seifish local peaple in the Hill’s
area, and 1 strongly oppose this, any new trails in the province must be multi use. Atv and snowmobile
recreation is a billion dollar & year tourism industry in Onfario and Quebec, because of the trail system that
is in place. It’s time BC started a provincial trail system, for everyone to use, not te put up barriers by
making single use trails. { was involved a few years ago when this project was first proposed. As a “ Rails to
Trails” ‘There were numerous meetings buf nothing was ever accomplished , as some that were involved did
not want 2 multi use trail, I am still willing to help build and maintain a multi use trail between Nakusp and
Rosebery, but I most stropgly oppose any none motorized frail, any where in BC,

5.22

Integrated Land
. Management Bureau
Minfstry of Agriculture & Lands

FEB 107010

RECEIVED
CRANBROOK, BG
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ILMB file #4404926

On behalf of the members of the Arrow Iake’s Ridge Riders snowmobile clnb in Nakusp, we
support a Multi use frail. We hope the BC provincial gevernment will Took to the snowmobile trail system
in the provinces of Ontario and Quebec. In each of these provinees there arc tens of thousands of kilometers
of trails, and they generate hundreds of miltions of dollars annually in winter recreation. We hope this will
become the first of a new provineial trail system for all nscrs.

We have herd a rumour that this trail proposal may be for none motorized use, and we strongly
appose this! We hope this trail is for the use and enjoyment of everyone , not just a few selfish local people

in the area that want this trail for them selves | A

5.22

Intégrated Land
Management Bureau
Ministry of Agriculture & Lands

FER 10 2010

RECEIVED
CRANBROOK, B0
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: §.22
Sent: Tuesday, February 9, 2010 2:36 PM

To: ILMB. Cranbrook ILMB:EX :

Co: 8.22 .

Subject: ROCK application re Rosebery Parkiands

To Whom It May Concern:

| am writing to register my support for the RDCK application for tenure on the old CPR rail grade from Rosebery to
Summit Lake.

Thanks very much for all your work at BC Front Counter!

8.22

Information from ESET NOD32 Antivirus, version of virus signature database 4852
(20100209)

The message was checked by ESET NOD32 Antivirus.

hitp://www . eset.com
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Monday, February 8, 2010 12:58 PM
To: Front Counter BC ILMB:EX; Jill and Eric Faulks
Subject: CranbrookNaturalResourceQfficer

5.22

r_e: ILMB Kootenay Reglib-n_ a'pp!ication for rental tenure for Crbwh Lan&é bétween_ Rosebéi'y and .
Summit Lake for the purpose of REGIONAL PARK

Natural Resources Officer, Cranbrook,

Please add my voice to those in favour of establishment of regional district park along the
abandoned railway bed between Rosebery and Summit Lake.

This Is an important piece in the regional district goal of pursuing a vision of a sustainable and
green future. It is worthy to pursue energy saving strategies, but it is not enough. .We must find
ways to create business opportunities that will create employment within our mandate of a sustainable
future. The regional district and other levels of government have an important role to play in the
creation of infrastructure which will support the development of enterprises that have a lighter carbon
footprint. This new park would be a part of a larger network of non-moterized trails in the kootenays,
which will allow it to be included in a larger marketing strategy, thus enhancing its value as a public
asset.

SAY YES TO: ADDITIONAL ECO-FRIENDLY INFRASTRUCTURE
NON-MOTORIZED PARKS AS PUBLIC ASSETS
EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES IN A SUSTAINABLE FUTURE
GOVERNMENT LEADERSHIP AND WISE DECISION MAKING

Thank you for your consideration,

522

Windows® phone-your Windows stuff, on the go. See more.

Page 95
FNR-2012-00108




Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: $.02

Sent: Monday, February 8, 2010 8:54 FM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook iLMB:EX
Subject: Tenure Application on Trai! (4404926)
Hi there
We would like fo state my opposition to the application 4404926 from hills rec society.  s22
5.22 I have been on th trail to Hills /Roseberry, [ have walked it and been

on my bike and been on my aty, and yes in the winter my family and | have taken our

snowmobiles as well it is a nice thing to do with the family . | realy would like to see this trail open
~ to all walks of life .Please do not close it off o us as, You see we useif a lot. [wantfo keep it

open to motorized vehicles as well. There hasn't been any issues <99

Why can't we just keep it the same?

Yours Truelv.
5.22

5.22

All your Hotmail contacts on your phone, Try it now.
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Integrated Land
, & Mandgement Bureau
Hills Recreation Society Minlstey of Agrlcutture & Lands
¢/o Boukje Elzinga :
§-2, C-59 RR1 FEB 08 2010
New Denver BC VOG 1S0 RECEIVED

GRANBROOK, BC
February 3, 2010

Natural Resource Officer
FrontCounter BC

1902 Theatre Road
Cranbrook BC

V1C 7G1

Dear Madame or Sir
With reference to ILMB file # 4404926

The Hills Re creation Society wishes to submit two documents in response to the
Regional District of Central Kootenay (RDCK) of Nelson BC’s application for
Nominal Rent Tenure to create a regional park trail on the Provincial Crown Land of
95 hectares between Rosebery and Summit Lake near New Denver,

The two documents are;

- aletter from Richard Allin, the President of the Hills Recreation Society , to
Don Munro, former Area H Director of the RDCK, containing a resolution
about the use of the land in question, endorsed by the members of the HRS at
their Annual General Meeting of April 6, 2008.

- Arecently completed survey: Hills Recreation Society Community Recreation
Survey Results 2009,

This information will be helpful in determining the outcome of the application in
that it reflects the opinions of a majority of the people actually living close to the
area in question.

Respectfully submitted
{
/_;(pbﬂ—’kz 2 % o
Boukje Elzinga
Secretary of the Hills Recreation Society
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May 20, 2008

My, Don Munro

Director Area H

Regional District of Central Kootenay
Fax: 250.226.7076

Dear Don,

As discussed in-our-phone conversation this.afternoon, following: is the resolution-regardingthe former CPR corridor
between Rosebery and Summit Lake that was passed unanimously by the directors of the Hiils Recreation Soclety and
endorsed the by membership at our recent AGM:

“Given
¢ the nearly 10 years of community discussions and agreement that the Rosebery to Summit Lake section
of the former CPR rait corridor should be maintained as a public recreational trail,

« the increasing risk of fragmentation of the corridor due to use by private landowners and pressures for
further land development, and

¢ the continuing deterioration of the rail-trail,

the Hills Recreation Society requests that the RDCK assume jurisdiction of the corridor immediately (as
per Resolution 344/01 of the RDCK board). The HRS also requests that {as per RDCK Resolutions 345/01
and 346/01} the RDCK continue to work closely with stakehoiders to finalize the datalls of a
management plan for the rail-trail and to complete a biological feasibifity study to assess the impacts of
recreationzal use and make recommendations on haw to limit damage from such use.”

As | mentioned on the phone, Don, the commiitee of stakeholders that has been warking on a management plan for the
trafl has been Inactive since last fall but has come a long way toward agreeing on the details of a plan for the rai trail. A
team of biologists, endorsed by the committee, has begun.an Impact assessment on a volunteer basis, but this has yet to
be completed, As expressed in the resolution above, we feel some urgency that the corridor be secured as a public
recreatidnal trail as scon as posslble while it s still intact and available. We are confident that following this, the
managariiént detaifs can be readily worked out.

We would be happy to speak with you and vour fellow directors further regarding this proposal. Please contact me by
phone at 358-2355 or by email at goodailin@netidea.com for further information,

1 look forward to hearing back from you regarding a plan of action from the RDCK. Thanks for your time and attention to
this, Don.

Regards,

Richard Allin
President

Hills Recreation Society
Page 98
FNR-2012-00108




Integrated Lan : - ' o
: Management Bureat
Ministey of Agriculture & Lands

FER 752000 20

RECEIVED
GRANBROOK, BO

5.22

February-11,20010 -~ -~~~ =~ -

To: Front Counfer BC . -
Integrated Land Managemenf Burec:u
1902 Theatre Road

| Cranbrook, B.C.

' VIC 7GI

Front Counter BC regarding ILMB file number: 4404926
(Regional Park Trail between Rosebery and Summit Lake)

lam Wrifing to express our enfhusiastic support for the Qbo've—n-ofed
- application. We have long hoped for the Regional Distriict to fake over
this section of fralf and manage it as d park. : :

- llive in the community of Hiils and regularly use what we call the “rail-traif”
or “tracks"” along Slocan Lake and in the direction of Summit Lake, for
walking, bicyciing, nature appreciation, bird-watching and, in winter,
cross-country skiing. The trail is a real treasure for all of us in this
community; it is very well used and loved. We welcome ofhers 1o use it as
well, so long as they do s respecifully.

The Regional District taking over this trail and managing it as a Regional
Park Trail is a very appropriate development and one we wholeheartedly
support. With that in mind, we would like to put on the record that we

~ wish to see the trail designated for non-moftorized use only,

Motarized vehicles such as ATVs, dirt bikes, motorcycles, and in winter, .
snowmgobiles, create an unacceptable disturbance to people and wildlife
along this sensitive and narrow corridor, : .

In spring, grizzly bears and other wildlife highly sensitive to human
disturbance frequent this conidor. Yearround, the rail-traii is a corridor for
elk, moose, bears, deer, and large cats such as cougar and bobcat.
When the trail becomes a Regiongl Park, it will be important that we
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humans share this trait with our animai relations, not drlve them from it with
noisy, frightening, polluting machmes

For hurnan users of the trail, the ouiy fumes from a snowmobile linger long
after the vehicle has passed, leaving those of us trying to recreate in a
healthy manner gagging. In summer, our peaceful picnics and swims are
often shattered by the piercing whine of dirt bikes racing along the
lakeshore section of this trail.

It is unacceptable that the shcilow pleasure of a few (those on mofonzed

vehicles) be alldwed to ruin the natural experience of the many (the
people who are peacefully enjoying the area and coexisting with its
natural values).

There have been heated letters to the local newspapers on this matter
and we are sure you cre being bombarded with iefters. Frankly, some of
those published letters have been misleading regarding the Official
Community Plan our area completed and about the results of a survey
conducted by the Hills Recreation Society. We urge you to check the
facts directly and not be influenced by those misleading representations.

Whether the trail is rated for motorized or non-motorized use should not be
decided by a straw pole of residents or because of the pressure tactics of
the ATV/snowmobile lobby. The decision shouid be made based on
sound principles of good management. | trust you will do the right thing,

- .and make this section of rail non-motorized, as is the highiy praised and
much-used trail to the south of us {the section from Slocan to Winlaw).

Thank you for your attention fo this matter. -

"Ny o L} -

5.22
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February 16, 2010

Naticnal Resource Cfficer
Frontcounter BC

1902 Theatre Road
Cranbrook, BC

V1C 7G1

Reé: File # 4404926 ILMB

Dear Sirs:

| strongly support the proposed regional Park Trail from Rosebery to Summit Lake for several
reasons. We need a safe place for people to walk, bicycle or ski. In our society, we are
becoming more and more sedentary through so much use of computers and so much time
sitting in front of TV’s. Our coilective national health is reeling from our increasing lack of
physical activity. Creating a non-motorized trail sends out a message about the value of moving
your body. A government can’t just say that we need to be more active, it needs to become
part of the selution. Creating a non-motorized trail is a great way to do this.

We'’ve already provided thousands and thousands of miles of roads in our province for people
to travel in their motorized vehicles. In this particular area, the roads are narrow, leaving little
space beyond what vehicles, (especially huge chip trucks), need. This creates unsafe situations
for people who want to walk or ride their bicycles aside the roads. A regional Park Trail would
make a'great addition to the existing Galena Trail that the Regional District created in the
1990’s. The popularity of the Galena Trail by residents and visitors to this area should provide
good evidence as to the need for a protected extension from Rosebery to Summit Lake.

| also feel that in our increasingly frenzied world and correspondingly stress filied lives, we need
places to go to that allow us to experience something different. Quiet places. These are
becoming harder to find at the very time we need them more to have the chance to slow down
our over stimulated minds. [t's both our mental and physical health that would benefit from a
non-motorized regional Park Trail,

The health problems that we presently are experiencing are not going to go away. More likely,
they will increase like the obesity lavels have in the U.S.. A trail that one can safely exercise on
without using motors would be a gift, not only to the present but to the future. | think that we
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are, you are, in a.position in this case, to give both the present and the future health and safety
of our residents a ot of serious consideration.

Sincerely,

5.22
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Integrated Land

( "+ Management Bureau ~
: Ministry of Agriculturs & Lands
2010.02-14 FEB 17 2010
RECEIVED
File no: 4404926 CRANBROOK, BC

Re: application made by the Regional District of Central Kootenay of Nelson, B.C., on
behalf of the ILMB, Kootenay Region for a Nominal Rent Management Tenure for the
purpose of a regional park trail situated on Provincial Crown Land between Rosebery and
Summit Lake near New Denver, B.C. and containing 95 hectares,

Natural Resource Officer
Front Counter BC
1902 Theatre Road
Cranbrook, B.C. V1C 7G1
To whom it may concern:

[ wish to express my support for the Regional District’s application for a regional park
trail. s.22 within sight of the Roscbery to
Summit Lake rail trail head. In my long-term experience, I believe that the addition of
this land to the park system will be of enormous benefit,

For years, the trail has heen used extensively by a myriad of people--including busloads
of school children, hikers, bikers, and world visitors. s.22

5.22
The trail is already a well-established local asset and, as a promoter of low impact, green
activity, I can think of nothing more important than supporting this type of land use.

For these reasons, I sincerely hope that the ILMB will take into account the historical use
by locals, as well as tourists, and grant the application. |

Sincerelv. 7

5,22
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) Integrated Lang
-~ Management Bureay ~
Ministry of Agriculture & Lands

FEB 17 201

RECEIVED
CRANBROOK, BC

5.22

Front Counter BC
1992 Theatre Road
Cranbrook, BC V1€ 7G1

RE: ILMB File it 4404926
Dear Sir or Madame

| would like to state that | am in favour of the application by the Regional District Of Central Kootenay to
acquire crown land along the old rall bed from Rosebery to Summit Lake.

8.22 and | see the

amount of use that this trail gets. There is rarely a day hetween May and October when we don't see
people riding their bicycles or walking along this trail. Since the re-hbuild of this traif in 1998, | have seen
a huge increase in families making use of this trail, and the proposed extension will complement the
existing corridor.

The Rosebery to Summit Lake railbed is getting to the point where maintenance is urgently required or

we could lose this valuable asset forever. Once this ownership of the Crown Land has changed, there is
a large contingent of locals ready to volunteer their time to make this trail a valuable recreatlon asset

for both residents and tourists alike,

! hope you will approve the transfer of this land.

Sincerely

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: . s
Sent; Tuesday, February 16, 2010 9:28 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: iLMB File Number 44044926

Dear sits,

In regards to the Disposition of Crown Land ILMB 4404926. I would like convey my full support

for this application.
5.22 and currently use the trail on a daily basis. The trail is currently fragmented due

to overgrowth, poor dr amdge, and downed trces. A rcgional rail trail park would ensure that this is not

further lost to erosion and misuse.
522 and must share the highway with innemerable

chip and logging trucks. The current state of the trail makes it impractical as a bicycle commuting route. By
securing this trail as a regional park would ensure a safe and scenic bicycle commuting route, which would
be an incredible assot to the community both in terms of increased recreation and decreasing environmental

impact.

Thank You,

.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

Fron: 5.22
Sent: Monday, February 15, 2010 9:41 PM

To: [LMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: re: linear park Roseberry to Summit Lake area

Please be advised that as land owners and long time residents of Summit Lake Road we are very much in favour of a
no moterized vehicle linear park from Roseberry to Summit Lake area. It would be great to continue the park all the
way to Nakusp,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: _ o s22 i

Sent: Monday, February 15, 2010 4:55 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Application for Crown Land - ILMB File Number 4404926

Natural Resourse Officer
FrontCounter BC

| support a regional park trail between Summit lake and Roseberry. | am a regular user of the Three Forks --
Roseberry trail and enjoy cross country skiing on the Hills portion of the rail bed.

] wouid_suggest the use of the traif for Hiking, Skiing, Bicycling and Horseback riding but not for 'the use of motorized
vehicles .

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILNMB:EX

From: o s22
Sent; Monday, February 15, 2010 2:57 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrock ILMB:EX

Subject; ILMB File Number 44040286

I am writing to support the Reglonal District of Central Kootenay's application {ILMB File Number
4404926} for a Nominal Rent Tenure for the purpose of a Realonal Park Trail situated on Previncial

Crown Land between Rosevery & Summit Lake. §5.22

5.22

I believe that includiné thié_property in a Regional Park Trail is Very important because:

1)Incluslon will insure that the foreshore and marshlands for this area of Siocan lake will be protected
from commercial development. This designation will support the development of guidelines for the
care and protection of the Slocan Lake, foreshore, Bonanza marshlands and the head waters.

2} This designation will aliow community discussions regarding the future usage of this corridor with
eventual designation and regulations in support of the designation. Surrently there Is no usage plan or
designation which has caused problems regarding upkeep of the corridor, improper garbage disposal,
vehicle accass for wood cutting (illegal on private property), no transition between vehicle access north

of Rosebery and the non-motorized Prosbery Parklands ( 5.22

5.22

3) With Regional Park Trail designation the care and upkeep for this corridor can be identified and
undertaken for the safety of all users.

Sincereiy, 5,20

All your Hotmail contacts on your phone. Try it now.

I
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February 15, 2010

Natural Resource Officer
Frount Counter BC

1902 Theafre Road,
Cranbrook BC

Re File #4404926

I would Iike to voice my support for the application of the Regional District of Central Kootenay to secure the historic
CPR corridor between Rosebery and Summit Lake as a regional park trail. This application follows two lengthy rounds of
public consultation during the past 10 years, and, I belicve, has broad public support. S _

The railbed was built from Nakusp to Sandon in the 1890s with the last tracks pulled up in the 1980s when rail traffic
dwindled. The RDCK already hoids a license of occupation for the Sandon to Rosebery section and has been successfully
managing it for many years now as the Galena Trail, a regional park trail for self-propelled recreation. This new section
would connect directly to the Galena Trail in Rosebery. I believe the RDCK has the experience, assets, and local
crientation needed to manage the Rosebery to Summit Lake section as well.

The rail corridor hugs the Slocan Lake shorcline from Roschery to Hills, passes above Bonanza Marsh and wetlands, and
then follows Bonanza Creek to Summit Lake. The lake scetion passes by sevcral small, secluded beaches and the Bonanza
Marsh with great views of the Vathalles along the way, The creek section runs along the most important Kokance
spawning habitat in the Slocan Fake system, is strewn with historic railway artefacts, and features terrific mountain and
creck scenery. It also provides habitat for many mammals and birds including ¢lk and moose, grizzly and black bears,
cougar and lynx, mule and white-tailed deer, beavers, bald eagles, greal blue herons, great-horned owls, pilcated
woodpceckers, and dippers within the creck itself,

The RDCK board passed two resolutions in 2001 (RDCK Resolutions #346/01 and 345/01) following the first round of
public consultations that should contribute to good management decisions and that should be acted upon if their
application is successful. The first calls for an impact assessment of human recreational usage on plants, fish, and other
animals, with recommendations on how to limit damage. The second calls for working closely with stakeholders on issues
associated with multi-use, 1 personally favour management of the trail for protection of wild-life and other natural values
and for self-propelied, non-motorized recreation.

- The Rosebery-Summit Lake rail trail is already widely uscd by locals with the vast majority of this use being self-
propelled recreation. Experience with other trails shows they can become very popular once established and publicized.
Conscquently, it’s critically important that management options consider the incvitable added impacts of increased use in
order to protect the extra-ordinary natural habitat and the peace, quiet and seclusion highly valued by present users of the
rail corridor, RDCK Arca H dircctor Walter Popoff has committed to sccking community input regarding these decisions.

The first step, though, is securing the rail corridor as a public asset. Currently it is deteriorating rapidly with beaver and
other natural activity, and it is at risk of becoming fragmented under pressure for land development and use by current
adjacent property owners. Therefore, I add my support to the application noted above,

Sincerely,

8.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22

Sent: Monday, February 15, 2010 $:19 AM

To: ILWMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Cc: 5.22

Subject: ILMB file #4404926, Rosebery to Summit Lake Trail

Subject: ILMB file #4404925, Rosebery to Summit Lake Trail

To Whom it May Concern:

I wish to express support for the establishment of a Regional Park Trail along the old
CPR right-of-way between Rosebery and the Northwest end of Summit Lake. I wish the
purpose of this park to be firstly to provide wildlife habitat protection and secondly to
provide transportation and recreational opportunities for self-propelled travel. This
area has excellent potential to serve both purposes.

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: . s22_ | .
Sent: . Tuesday, February 16, 2010 2:32 PM
To: : Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

Subject: Application #4404926

TO: Jo-Ann Donald

Natura! Resource Officer

Integrated Land Management Bureau
Front Counter BC

1902 Thealre Road

Cranbrook BC VIC 7G1
1-250-426-1775
joann.donald@gov.bc.ca

RE: Application File #4404926

5.22

My family has and still do enjoy the back county and have spent many years picking huckleberrfes ,mushrooms and just pure enjoyment
to many areas that are only accessibly by ,moterized vehciles §.22
s.22 il enjoyed quadding this last summer weekly!
522
s22

5.22

5.22

During the QCP for Slocan Lzke North, it was quite clear from the surveys and community meetings there Is a strong desire to keep access
for motoiized recreatlon open on all present trails and any future trails must Include motorized usage. In April 2005, the RDCK Chair and
members of the board were prasented with a petition containing 251 slgnatures staling “We the undersigned do not accept that any
portion of the old CPR rail Bed from MNakusp to Roseberry be closed to mototized use. If this Is your oniy optlon, then we demand that
section (Makusp to Roseberry) be removed from your overall plan and be left as it.”

In October 2007, the residents of Summntit Lake were surveyed door to doar and 100% of responding residents signed a petition stating,
“We the residents of Summit Lake, want to see all recreational use of public lands to be fully multi-use.” This petition was presented to
RDCK director Don Munroe for the board at an Cctober 25, 2007 OCP meeting.

Public meetings beld In Nakusp about developing this section of the ol CPR grade, showed over 30% opposed to closing any portion to

motorfzed usage.
5.22 shows not only that the motorized information submitted by Richard Allen, Hills

Recreation Sociely (HRS) Is false but that motorized use is responsible for keeplng the former CPR rail grade open for all to enjoy. Inthe 7
years Richard Allen (HRS) has been submitting his minority agenda submissions, he reveals in his own words that motorized traffic has not
caused any substantial harm: from 07 editions, “1t is falr to say that most residents are content with the present use NI f the
Roseberry-Summit Lake Trail.” FNR-2012-00108
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old CPR right of way In Hills,”

1 also know this proposed trail will have to cross private land in more than one place for which no deal has been established to grant
access, The RDCK and the various trail groups have heen aware of this for years and keep trying to skirt the issue of private property
rigits, 5.22

i
There was a <port commissioned by the Mintstry of Community Development late in 1999, This Hanne Sith Heintz report showed clearly

that there was NOT sufficient support to make this section of the old CPR rail grade non-motorized. This request for tenure is from a

minotity special interest group with fiiends on the RDCK board of directors. ) 8.22
5.22 The Slecan Lake North OCP and the general public have

clearly stated, trall development must inciude motorized use. If this tenure Is granted, it must demand motorized use and remaln open to
all. Tha RDCK must also make falr deals to cross private property, The RDCK should have ali the supporting documentation, however, if
they are reluctant to provide It, I will provide what I can upon request,

Sinceraly.
5.22
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Integrated Land
_ _Management Bureau .
Ministry of Agrlenlture & Lands

FEB 15 2010

RECEIVED
GRANBROOK, BG

5.22

TO: Jo-Ann Donald

Natural Resource Officer

Integrated Land Management Bureau
Front Counter BC

1902 Theatre Road

Cranbrook BC VIC7G 1
1-250-426-1775
joant.donald@eov.be.ca

RE: Application File #4404926
Jo-Ann Donald, Natural Resource Officer:

Please accept into record the attached list of 171 names and our concern as stated on the
list, We represent the majority of youth in our area and this is our voice: Please respect
it!

Our parents, guardians, teachers and society are trying to get us youth to spend more time
outside playing with friends in a healthy way. If you continue to take away our right to
access the back country and connect with friends, then what do you expect us to do? As
you can see from the list, the majority (at this point} doesn’t just want to sit around
playing video games and getting high, other options are important!

It is time you stop trying to oppress the youth of our valley and leave our healthy
recreation pptions open. If you cannot guarantee motorized access, then you must leave
the former CP rail grade alone,

Sincerely,

5.22
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RE: Application File #4404926

TO: Jo-Ann Donald

Natural Resource Officer

Integrated Land Management Bureau
Front Counter BC

1902 Theatre Road

Cranbrook BC V1C7G 1
1-250-426-1775
joann.donald@gov.be.ca

We the undersigned would like you to know the former CPR Rail Grade is impoﬁimt to
us. We use it to stay connected with friends and it provides a safe andhealthy place to
recreate. If you grant this trail tenure, you must make RDCK keep it open to motorized

use.
NAME

5.22

ﬁ,stGNATURE' I

5.22

-
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TO: Jo-Ann Donald

Natural Resource Officer

Integrated Land Management Bureau
Front Counter BC

1902 Theatre Road

Cranbrook BC VIC7G 1
1-250-426-1775
joann.donald@gov.be.ca

RE; Application File #4404926

We the undersigned would like you to know the former CPR Rail Grade is important to
us, We use it to stay connected with friends and it provides a safe andhealthy place to
recteate. If you grant this trail tenure, you must make RDCK keep it open to motorized

use.
NAME . SIGNATURE

- 8.22 ] 502 —
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TO:; Jo-Ann Donald

Natural Resource Officer

Integrated Land Management Bureau

Front Counter BC

@/ 1902 Theatre Road
Cranbrook BC VIC7G 1

1-250-426-1775

jcann.donal .ca

RE: Application File #4404926

We the undersigned would like you to know the former CPR Rail Grade is importaat to
us. We use it to stay connected with friends and it provides a safe andhealthy place to
recreate. If you grant this trail tenure, you must make RDCK keep it open to motorized

use, - .
NAME SIGNATURE

s.22 6.0

|

nnns

»
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TO: Jo-Ann Donald
Natural Resource Officer
Integrated Land Management Bureau
' Front Counter BC

1902 Theatre Road
Cranbrook BC VIC 7G 1
1-250-426-1775
joann.donald@gov.be.ca

RE: Application File #4404926

We the undersigned would like you to know the former CPR Rail Grade is important to
us. We use it to stay connected with friends and it provides a safe andhealthy place to
recreate. If you grant this trail tenure, you must make RDCK keep it open to motorized

use,
NAME _ . SIGNATURE

5.22 5.22

SRERNRNERRE RN RN

2
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TO: Jo-Ann Donald

Natural Resource Officer -
Integrated Land Management Bureau
Front Counter BC
1902 Theatre Road

~ Cranbrook BC VIC7G1
1-250-426-1775
joann.donald@gov.be.ca

RE: Application File #4404926

We the undersigned would like you to know the former CPR Rail Grade is important to
us. We use it to stay connected with friends and it provides a safe andhealthy place to
recreate. If you grant this trail tenure, you must make RDCXK keep it open to motorized

use. .
NAME SIGNATURE

5.22 + §.22
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TO: Jo-Ann Donald

Natural Resource Officer

Integrated Land Management Bureau
' Front Counter BC

1902 Theatre Road

Cranbreok BC V1C 7G 1
1.250-426-1775
joann.donald@gov.be.ca

RE: Application File #4404926

We the undersigned would like you to know the former CPR Rail Grade is important to
us. We use it to stay connected with friends and it provides a safe andhealthy place to

recreate. If you grant this trail tentire, you must niake RDCK keep it open to motorized
NAME : ‘ ___ SIGNATURE

- -

s.22
5.22 -

27
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TO: Jo-Ann Donald

Natural Resource Officer

Integrated Land Management Bureau
' Front Counter BC

1902 Theatre Road

Cranbrook BC VIC7G 1
1-250-426-1775

joann donald@gov.be.ca

RE: Application File #4404926

We the undersigned would like you to know the former CPR Rail Grade is important to
us. We use it to stay connected with frienids and it provides a safe andhealthy place to
recteate. If you grant this trail tenure, you must make RDCK keep it open to motorized
USsg

NAME . SIGNATURE
I 5.22 - 522 —_—
B _i
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Hills Recreation Society

Community Recreation Survey Results
2009
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Hills Recreation Society
Community Recreation Survey Results

2009
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Introduction

The purpose of the Hills Community Recreation Survey, conducted in September/October, 2009,
was to provide the Hiils Recreation Society (HRS) with current information,

The Survey was composed of four scctions:
1. Demographie information (Who are we as a community?)

2. Our Recreation (What does it look like?)
3. Future recreation programming (Ideas/suggestions for future initiatives)
4. Rail Trail (Current uses and feedback regarding future development of the abandoned

CPR rail line between Rosebery and Summit Lake).

Ninety-five surveys were issued to the residents of Hills. Using the telephone book, Canada Post,
door-to-door visitation, and referrals - a dedicated effort was made by members of the HRS board
of dircctors to secure feedback from all Hills residents, Landownets, renters, part-time residents:
all were polled. One survey per household was allowed. Surveys were not numbered in an effort
to assure anonymity for respondents. In fact, many residents gave their comments with signatures.
Scvenly-eight surveys were returned for a response rate of 82%.

Tabulations of some of the Rail Trail results were separated into “Adjacent Landowners” and
“All Other Households™ with the intention of respecting the exposure that adjacent landowners

experience to Rail Trail usec.

A copy of the results of this Survey wiil be posted on the Community Bulletin Board and copies
made available to all residents of Hills upon request. The Regional District of Central Kootenay,
other interested parties, and the general public will be notified of results. Completed
questionnaires will be sealed as one document with the Secretary of the HRS.

The following pages present the questions as listed in the survey and indicate responses,
comments, and suggestions as given. Landowner/renter status and years of residency have been
included with comments as the HRS board feels this information may be pertinent to the
interpretation of the results. Where practical, results have been converted to pereentages.

The Community Recreation Survey was conducted by and this report was prepared by the Hills
Recreation Society board of directors.

Hills Recreation Society
Hills BC
December 2009
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Summary

1. 95 surveys were distributed to rcsidents of Hills including landowners, renters, and part-
time residents, one survey per household. 78 surveys were returned for a response rate of

82%.

2. Based on responding houscholds, 51% have lived in Hills over 20 years, 51% are two-
person households, and 47% of residents are over 55 years of age.

3. Hills residents are an active bunch. Recreational participation reflects an active year-round
lifestyle. Top 10 activities arc: gardening (64 responses), hiking (58), walking/jogging
(57), wildlife viewing (55), swimming (53), cross-country skiing (49), canocing/kayaking
(49), camping (46), photography (45) and bicycling (42).

4. There appeats to be sufficient interest to develop a variety of recreational programs. Most
popular responses were: organized hikes (25), tennis lessons (19), summer programs for
children (16), cross-country ski lessons (14) and swimming lessons (10),

5. Over 90% of responding houschoids currently use the Rail Trail in spring/summer/fall, and
over 70% use it in winter. Summer activities include: walking (36 responses), cycling (38),
ATV’ing (20}, hiking (12}, motor/dirt-biking (10), jogging/running (10), trail access
corridor (6). Winter activities include: cross-country/trail skiing (40),
sledding/snowmobiling (15), snowshoeing (9), walking {4), photography (2), ATV’ing (2)

and wildlife viewing (1).

6. 13 respondents indicated that they live adjacent to the Rail Trail while 65 respondents do
not live adjacent to the Rail Trail,

7. The Survey indicated that of the 78 respondents, 23% support the use of the Rail Trail for
motorized recreation, 35% support the use of the Rail Trail for motorized recreation With
Conditions, and 41% do not support the use of the Rail Trail for motorized recreation,

8. 74% of respondents do not support commercial usc of the Rail Trail.

9. 52% of respondents favour moderate development of the Rail Trail (improve trail surfaces
and creek crossings, clear brush, post signs), 31% favour minimal development {maintain
trail pretty much as it is), 10% favour no further development of the frail, and 4% favour
high devclopment (picnic and rest areas, interpretative sites, garbage cans, access gates).

10. Over 60% of respondents indicate that at least some of the potential issues/problems listed
in Rail Trail Question #6 are of concern to them if the former raii corridor is developed as
a recreation trail. These include: safety, sipnage, parking, garbage and litter, noise and
privacy, fish and wildlife issues, types of use, and overuse. Many offer suggestions,
Residents living adjacent to the rail corridor appear to have similar concerns as other

residents.
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Section 1: Who are We as a Community?

Question # 1:

How many people live full time in your household?

Three or more-23
‘Total Houscholds responding ---- 78

Question # 2:

How Many Children? 0-10 years 19

10-18 years -- 10

How Many Adults? 19-55 years -- 60

over 55 ------- 79

Total Pcople----168

Age Distribution
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Who are We as a Community? (cont’d)

Question # 3:

How long have you lived in Hills?

Under 5 years----===----~ 10
6-10 years ---wem----meme- 11
11-20 yeargm--—-=un---=u15. _ .
Over 20 yearg--=-=-=-u--- 38

Total Households responding — T4

Landowner or Renter?

Landowner -64
Renter 10

Total Households responding ~--------74*

*Four respondents did not answer this guestion

Length of Residence in Hills
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Section 2: OQur Recreation - What does it look like?
Question # 4:

Please check the activities in which you or members of your family participate.

Listed Activities Responses {(by popularity)

Gardening---------- -- 04
Hiking - w58
Walking/jogging 57
Wildlife viewing 55
Swimming 53
Cross-country skiing 49
Canoeing/kayaking------mn-------=muuun- 49
Camping 46 .
Photography 45
Bicycling | —-- 42
Lake fishing: 41
Beachcombing/rock-picking----------— 36
Mountain-biking 35
Snowshoeing-- -34
Star-gazing e 35
Creek fishing - 33
Downhill/backcountry skiing-------~--- 33
Reading/Book club 32
Aurts and crafts 32
Tobogganing --- 31
Motor boating/water skiing--=----==-=-- 31
Movies/slideshows 31
Music (e.g., jam sessions, singing}----- 29
Board/card/dice games---«sss=s=asnsamenn 25
ATV’ing - 24
Exercise/fitness sessions ~--------------- 21
. Tennis - 21
Drawing /painting/sculpture---m-ne=-u= 18
Dirt biking 16
Darts 15
Skating/ hockey i4
Ping pong - - 12
Baseball/softball -—- 12
Saceer —-—-- 11
Hunting----se=smenmmaamm s oo oo 11
Snow-maching touring-----=mmrsemsmumn- 11
Basketball 8
Billiards fmenm 8
Horseback riding -3

“Other " activities listed:Golf (2), Curling (1), Snowboarding (1), Snorkelling (1), Smoking and
drinking (1), Work parties (1),Carpentry/woodwork (1), Badminton (1), Bridge classes (1), fai

Alai (1), Yoga-meditation (1). Ez%i:goafz-omoa




Our Recreation - What does it look like? (cont’d)

Recreation in Hills

. Top Ten Activities
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Section 3: Future Recreation Programs

Question # 5:
If available in Hills, in which of the following activities would members of your family likely
participate?

Listed Activities - Responses'(by popularity)

Organized hikes 25

Tennis lessons 19

Summer programs for children ------ 16

Cross-country ski lessons ---—---—------ 14

Swimming lessons --—---------—-=--- 10

“Other” activities in which people indicated they would participate include:

“QOther” Activitics Responses
YOBG ~mmm e e e 3
Tai-~chi — 2
Trail maintenance -- 1
“45 club” - 1
Summer potlucks at the park 1
Swim platform/boat deck 1
Sailing lessons 1
Baseball 1
Habitat recognition (animals, trees, palacontology) -=------- 1
Bridge lessons --- - 1
Badminton e ]
Dances, music ¢vents -1
Flea market ot |
Community picnic ---- S |
Canoe-kayak frip e
Walking programs -----—- SR |
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Future Recreation Programs (cont’d)

Question #6:

Suggestions or comments related fo Community Recreation Activities in Hills:

“swimming dock(platform) at beach (picnic tables), increased parking at Bonanza
Beach(outhouse). Motorized recreation needs to be supported by Hills Rec. NOT lobbied

againstH” 35 year Zandowner - -

“Would like to see clearing done for parking at Hills beach. Often hard to park or turn around.
Also maybe a swim platform for kids, a playground would be nice.” 4 year renier

“Would like to see a sled/slash ATV. group supported. It seems like all of the trails are being
restricted.” 4 year renter

“Would really like to sec the Fire Hall/Community Centre finished, to provide a meeting place for
young family activities.” 15 year landowner

“I would like to see a swim dock built at Bonanza beach.” 18 yvear landowner

“Symbiosis. Respect for all citizens for their lives and activities.” 38 year landowner

“A tennis ball machine.” 10 year landowner

“LOOK AFTER YOUR OWN BUSINESS ONLY!! NO DEVELOP].WEN T FOR PROFIT AS
SOME ARE PROPOSING” 50 year resident, landowner

“Fiiness sessions, game night, potlucks, movie night.” 29 year landowner

“A dedicated groomed, lit Cross-country ski trail systcm for classic and skating techniques that
can be used for mountain-biking in the summer.” 10 year landowner

“leave everything alone ie don’t close off any trails to anyone. I don’t need any lessons in how to
play tennis because I already know how to play tennis, swim, ride a bike etc. Summer programs
for children sounds like something you should do.” 15 year landowner

“Our children and grandchildren come but only for a week or so in the summer so lessons would
probably not be appropriate for them.” 33 year landowner

“We’d like to participate in outdoor activities that encourage fitness and health as well as
appreciation of nature, The new Fire/Community Hall is an asset for promoting recreational and
community activities in Hills. Indoor fitness activities, movies, game nights, etc could take place

there.” 4 year landowner

“Yoga, Tai-chi” 30 year landowner

“I would like a ping-pong table in our new hall.” 38 vear landowner bace 135
age
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Future Recreation Programs (cont’d)

Suggestions or Comments related to commuaity recreation activities in Hills (Cont’d):

“Movie nights/slide shows, coffeehouse, ping-pong, softball, hiking.” 2 year renter

“Survival awareness; common-sense; impact on environment of act1v1tles blrd—watchmg plus
tmonitoring weather records,” 40 year landowner : S -

“WOULD LIKE TO FFEEL MORE WELCOME SNOW-SIHOEING.” 10 year landowner

“Once the new Fire ITall/Community Centre is finished it would be {fun to have some casual get-
togethers there once a week/month, especially in winter, Dare I say it, FRIDAY NIGHT DANCE

PARTIES. ! 41 year landowner

“Put up a bulletin board at the mailboxes to announce programs and activities.” 28 year
fandowner

“Seerns to run pretty well. If pcople want to have more organized Cross-counity skiing for
community — this OK. (but not commercial). School groups, outdoor fitness use should be
encouraged.” 25 + year landowner

“Maybe a playground site — swings, slides etc.” 2 year renter
“All of your wonderful work is appreciated by all of us.” 29 year landowner

“Trail section at gravel section needs help. (re. mothers with children)” 3¢ + year landowner
A library or book-lending program would be great.” 28 year landowner
“Scems o me most activities are for able-bodied people.” 25 year renter

“Excreisc and fitness lessons.” 30 year landowner

“We used to have a women’s “hiking club” in Hills and it would be wonderful if the IRS could
schedule these. Ido think that the sbandoned project of a Builetin Board at the matlbox would be
an invaluable way of communicating HRS activities (allocate a specific corner of the Board for

HRS news).” 30 year landowner
“BOAT LAUNCH IS VERY BADLY NEEDED” 20 year landowner

Mixed softball for adults/ children, advertising to sec how many will come — maybe Sundays with
a barbecue, Cheap stuff, swings, slides etc.” 60 year landowner

Page 140
FNR-2012-00108




11

Section 4: Rail Trail - Current Uses- Spring, Summer, Fall

Question #1a:

Do you or members of your family currently use the Rosebery to Summit Lake CPR rail trail?

a) In spring/summetr/fall?

Adjacent landownerts: Yes—12 No—10 No answer — 1
- All other houscholds: - - Yes—59 No—-5... . Noanswer—1
Totals - Yes =71 No-5 No answer - 2

If ves, for what activities? How often?

Adjacent Landowners: Spring, Summer, Fall Use of Rail Trail

Several times
Activity Daily a week Occasionally Total

Walking 2 6 2 10
Cycling 1 6 0 7
ATV’ing 0 3 2 5
Jogging/Running 1 1 0 2
Hiking 0 1 0 1
Motor/Dirt Biking 0 0 1 1
Excavator 0 0 1 1
Crawler Machine 0 0 1 1
Trail Access Corridor 0 1 0 1

Total 4 18 7 29

All Other Households: Spring, Summer, Fall Use of Rail Trail

Several times
Activity Daily a week Oceasionally Total

Cycling 2 11 18 31
Walking 2 7 17 26
ATV”ing 0 S 10 15
Hiking 0 5 6 11
Motor/Dirt-biking 0 4 5 9
Jogging/Running 3 3 2 8
Trail Access Corridor 0 1 4 5
Wildlife-Viewing 0 2 3 5
Horseback Riding 0 0 2 2
Berry Picking 0 0 3 3
Fire Wooding 0 0 2 2
Wild Herb Collecting 0 0 t |
Trail-Skiing 0 0 1 1

Total vl 38 74 119
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Rail Trail - Current Uses - Winter

Question ¥1b:

Do you or members of your family currently use the Rosebery to Summit Lake CPR rail trail?

b) In winter?
Adjacent landowncrs: Yes—9 No-4 No answer — §
- All other households: - Yes =47 No=13 - - Noanswer—5

Totals Yes — 56 No-17 No Answer —5

If yes, for what activities? How often?

Adjacent Landowners: Winter Use of Rail Trail

Several times
Activity Daily a week Occasionally Total
Cross-country skiing 1 4 2 7
Sledding/snowmobiling 0 0 3 3
Walking 1 0 1 2
Snowshoeing 0 1 0 I
4Tracking/ATV’ing 0 0 1 1
Total 2 5 7 14%

* One respondent reported two frequencies

All Other Households: Winter Use of Rail Trail

Several times
Activity Daily a week QOccasionally Total

Cross-country Skiing 4 10 19 33
Sledding/Snowmobiling 0 2 10 12
Snowshoeing 1 2 5 8
Walking 0 0 2 2
Photography 0 0 2 2
Wildlife-Viewing 0 0 1 1
ATV’ing 0 0 1 1
Access Corridor 0 0 1 1

Total 5 14 41 60+

** Five respondents did not indicate a frequency
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Rail Trail - Number of Adjacent Landowners
- Do you support motorized recreation?

Question #2:

Are you a landowner adjacent to the Rail Trail

Answer _ Respondents
Yes 13
No we- 63
Total ----------78
Question #3:

Do you support use of the Rail Trail for moforized recreation?

a. Adjacent Landowncrs Responses:

Yes- 1
Yes, with Conditions--------- §
No -7
Total Respondents --------- 13
b. All Other Households Responses:
Yes--- - 17
Yes, with Conditiong--------- 22
No 25
Total Respondents----------64
Combined Responses:
Yes 18
Yos, with Conditiong---«--=--27
No---- 32
Total Respondents ---------77%

*One respondent did not answer this question.

Summary table

Yes | Yes with Conditions | No

Adjacent Landowners | 1 5 7
All Other Residents | 17 22 25
Total | 18 27 32
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Rail Trail — Do you support motorized recreation? (cont’d)

Respondents were invited fo list conditions/comments they wanted to add for either a Yes, Yes
with Conditions, or No answer.

Comments from those answering YES:

“This old Rail bed has been multi-use (motorized included) since CPR abandoned it.” 50+ year

landowner

“Yes, 100%. Don’t close trail to anyone. Don’t change anything about rail line.” 15 year
landowner

“Use the Trail with RESPECT for one another! These Trails to be used by all people in our
community — not just a sclect few.” 35 year landowner

“If people drive responsibly, there is no reason it cannot be a mixed trail use. No Monster
trucks!” 38 year landowner

“I think this trail should be usable and accessible to evei‘yone and all groups.” 235 year renter

“I appreciate having access to a safe environment for my child and our family to develop riding
skills close to home.” 15 year landowner

“Speed limits., Closure of Rosebery to Hills for summer months. Local use of primary concern to
be protected, Firewood gathering is motorized, as is maintenance (Trail).” 35 year landowner

Comments firom those answering YES, WITH CONDITIONS:

“Local use only, Status quo.” 29 year landowner

“Maybe have limited non-motorized use during summer from June-Sept. because so many people
on bicycles. 4 year Renter

“A June to Sept, closure of the Rosebery to Hills section, High traffic. This Trail has been
primarily maintained by motorized local users. It is their Trail.” 50 year landowner

“No race track speeds. Stop and give pedestrians/bicyclists right-of-way” ¢ j»ear landowner
“Respect to each other by all types of users. Speed Iimits.” 34 year landowner

“Only if there is a way to control noisy vehicles and reckless drivers.” 2 year landowner

“As is; now.” 10 year landowner
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Rail Trail — Do you support motorized recreation? (cont’d)

‘Comments from those answering YES, WITH CONDITIONS (cont’d):

“Yes, but both motorized-users and non-motorized users should respect each others’ point of
view.” 8 year landowner

“Speed limits and respect to cyclists and pedestrians.” I8 year landowner
“Put in speed ‘bumps and water bars.” 34 year landowner

“Respect for all users.” 17 year landowner

“ prefer non-motorized. However, if motorized, ATV’s and dirt bikes ate driven slowly and
carcfully, I am willing to share.” 28 year landowner

“I know that motorized recreation and non-motorized recreation can be a complicated issue —but I
do support it. Speed-postings and right-hand side driving of motorized vehicles can reduce

accidents.” 2 year renter
“Continued consideration practised.” 10 year renter
“Speed limit set.” 3 year landowner

“NO COMMERCIAL USE.” 34 year adjacent landowner

“local users only,” 2 year adjacent landowner

“Quiet use to get to a destination, not for racing. The Trail should remain as it is now, LOCAL
USE ONLY.” 30 year adiacent landowner

+ “Fysed to use the Trail for snowmobile riding. Go to Summit Lake or Nakusp and back, 2-3 times
ayear.” 30 year adjacent landowner

“Enough use that it justifies maintenance of the Trail ie. cut back alders, culverts, etc. Enough
snowmobile use to pack ski trail” 25 year landowner

“Those that require assistance ie; wheelchair”® 25 year renfer

“for moving cquipment. NO commercial use at all; motorbikes, ATV’s and bicycles, horseback
riding, or any other commercial operations. Usc should be for locals open to multi-use, policed by
the locals, reported to a government agency in charge of Rail Trails.” 50 and 70 year landowners

“Handicapped access — we drive to the Git] Guide Camp now. It would be nice to gel to the beach
or the little campsite just South” 6 year landowner
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Rail Trail — Do you support motorized recreation? (cont’d)

Comments from those answering NO:

“Motorized recreation does not mix with pedestrian traffic. I have often had to get off the Trail to
allow cars, trucks and multiple ATV’s to zoom by, Then I ate dust and diesel fumes as I jogged

behind!” 39 year landowner

“ With so much of the surrounding landscape open to motorized use, having a designated non-
motorized scmi-private trail along the lakeshore and Bonanza creck would provide a quiet
corridor for human recreation, as well as undisturbed and secure habitat for wildlife, The
enjoyment of walking, running, biking or skiing along the Rail trail will be compromised if more
motorized use is encouraged.” 4 year landowner

“for years we both used the trail a lot in Winter and considered motorized use a real intrusion. Not
so much in summer but sometimes on our bikes,” 41 year landowner

“Not compatible and will lead to many conflicts. Motorized groups irresponsible, Have already
done Wetland damage near Red House. Have lots of other areas to use. More disturbance to
sensitive wildlife; moose, grizzlies. NOT! Motorized can go elsewhere. This Trail should be for

wheels (bike), heels and skis.” 25 year landowner

“We have enough cars/trucks on the roads and plenty of backcountry roads that are perfect for
motorized vehicles if people really do need to do these activities.” 28 year landowner

“should be a continuation of the Three Forks Galena Trail.” 33 year landowner

“the gentle grades of this 'I'rail are idcal for quiet human-powercd activities, not the least for
children and older folks, There is plenty of terrain for the noisc, rip and tear of motorcyclcs, quads
and snowmobiles, areas that non-motorized users are unlikely or want to use.” 35 year landowner

“I feel there is a conflict and dangerous aspect to this debate. I have personally had several “ru-
ins” with motorbikes /ATV’s. One almost killed my dog! 30 vear adjacent landowner

“Often ATV’s are driven by under-aged drivers so they are a danger to themselves t00.”
30 year landowner

“There are fewer and fower places to walk without the noise and air pollution of motorbikes,
ATV’s and snowmobiles which totally ruin my outdoor experiences.” 24 year adjacent

landowner

“Don’t want to attract large number of people to our peaceful arca.” 18 year landowner
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Rail Trail - Do you support commercial use?

Question # 4:

Do you support commercial use of the Rail Trail?

Yes 2
Yes, with Conditions--------~ 14
No -—--58
No response -4
Total------—-78

Respondents were invited to list conditions/comnients they wanted to add for either a Yes, Yes
with Conditions, or No answer.

Comments from thosc answering YIS:
-no comments
Comments from those answering YES WITH CONDITIONS:

“Enough use that it justifies maintenance of the Trail ie. cut back alders, culverts etc. enough
snowmobilc use to pack ski trail.” 25 year landowner

“Non-motorized conmnércial use probably acceptable” 30 year landowner
“Subject to approval Board and maybe RDCK.” 2 year renter

“There is more room for morc use,” 10 year renter

“Not generally, but possible if low impact.” 17 year landowner
“Organized bike trips.” 33 year landowner

“With a lease and strict rules.” 5 year landowner

“If a business ie. Cross-country skiing business were to be established they should share in
maintenance costs and their needs should not take precedence over local users ie. they should be
able to ban dogs from the tracks though doo-doo pick-up should be mandatory, Also, no fees
should be charged but perhaps a Donation Box if we find lots of tourists come.” 30 year

landowner

“Non-motorized, low impact” 7 year renter Page 147
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Rail Trail — Do you support commercial use? (cont’d)

Comments from those answering NO:

“What commercial use? Likely No, particularly if it curtails public use.” 30 year landowner

“NO TENURE.” 20 year landowner

“No commercial activity!” 29 year landowner

“No commercial use of any sorts, Stresses out private landowners, policing lands, signs tomn
down, garbage, bags, cans, broken bottles, cigarette butts, illegal burns.” 60 year landowner

“Would not promote commercial use of the Trail for any of the activities.” 30 year landowner

“Leave it the way it is — free and unrestricted access for ail the locals. Have been enjoying the trail
for many years without organized help. 30 year landowner

“Do not want to attract large numbers of people to our peaceful area,” 8 year landowner

“T don’t even understand what this implies.” 28 year landowner

“Some small low-key tours might be allowed as long as they are non-motorized and approved by
the community.” 235 year landowner

“the section between Bonanza Creek road and Leontowicz’s Road to the swamp should not be
used by cars. It is impossiblc to Cross-covntry ski on it in winter,”” 28 year landowner

“Would accept non-motarized commercial use; hiking, skiing, snow-shoeing.” 10 year
landowner

“Zero commercial use of ‘I'rail for any reason! No one person, group or company should be
allowed to close off Trail for their own personal use.” 13 year landowner

“This has to be Yes or No. Any conditions set can be interpreted in different ways leading to
possible frustration as to original intent.” 35 year landowner

“Tenure/land grab approach is not appropriate by special interest groups. There is already non-
motorized Trail from Rosebery to Nelson. We need balance.” 50+ landowner

“There should be ne commercial usc of any kind; motorized or other.” 35 year landowner

“I don’t agree with commercial use. Current use by locals is fine,” 5 year landowner
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Rail Trail - What level of development do you favour?
- Are there Issues and Problems that concern you?

Question # 5:

What level of development do you favour for the Rail Trail?

Development Level Respomses
None. T on’t support any Turther development of fhe frail - - 8
24

Minimal. Maintain it pretty much as it is

Moderate. Improve Trail surfaces and creek crossings, clear brush, post signs

High, Establish picnic and rest areas, inferpretive sites, garbage cans, access gates----3

* Two respondents did not answer this question

Question # 6:

Are there issues or problems that concern you if the former rail corvidor is developed as a
recreation trail? (for example: safety, signage, parking, garbage and litler, noise and privacy, fish
and wildlife issues, types of use, overuse). Please describe your concerns and any suggestions you

have.

Note: Responses are organized by level of development fayvoured,

Responses from those favouring No Dévelopment:

“GARBAGE, PARKING, EXCESSIVE DEVELOPMENT, STRANGE PEOPLE ON TRACKS,
WASHROOMS. WEED CONTROL — OF ALL NOXIOUS WEEDS” Adjacent property

owner, 20 year resident

“I don’t want to see the seclusion this Trail offers me currently ruined by Signage, other than a
few directional signs on the Trail itself. I would like to see priority multi-use for locals - there is
no need to aitract people from elsewhere to usc it {especially in groups).” Adjacent property

owner, 2 year resident

“We inhabit a unique riparian zonc. Our further meddling and intrusion on the zone is
unnecessary and selfish and only serves fo eliminate that on which we and the ecology depend.”
Property owner, 40 year resident
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Rail Trail — Are there issues and problems that concern you? (cont’d)

Respenses from those favouring No Development (cont’d):

“Yes, I like it the way it is. I do not like grooming on the ski trail in the winter.” Property owner,
38 year resident

“No comment as I prefer to ski ungroomed portions of the Trail. As for Noisc =1 can hear
highway noise way in the bush berry-picking. And, I can hear logging noise from home.”
Property owner, 6 year resident

“All of the above! Unlike some people I didn’t move fo Hills to change things for my own
perscnal gain. I moved here because I like it the way it is; open to all people who come herel It’s
clear that some one or group of pcople have gone above the heads of the residents of Hills! They
have convinced the RDCK to apply to take control of the Rail Line. This person or group may be
falsely claiming to represent the majority of Hills residents. Hills Rec. Society should not support
any commercial or private development or Closing of any part of Rail Line to anyone, motorized
or NOT! P.S. What happened to fire hall and fire truck?” Property owner, 15 year vesident

Responses from those favouring Minimal Development:

“problems of garbage, noise, privacy, parking problems. We feel the current use is OK. But
expansion of use or changes would impact very much on us. NO SIGNAGE. “ ddjacent property

owner, 30 year resident
“all of it” Adjacent property owner, 30 year resident

“This is a wildlife corridor. I do not want further disruption and displacement of wildlife which is
inevitable with increased recreational and motorized use of Trail. It is obvious that overuse and
misuse will diminish/destroy the irreplaceable values we currently enjoy. However, I think this is
a waste of time! This is a futile process. It is always business as usual and this will become
another playground for motorized vehicles, parking lots, signs efc. to accommodate them. The
rejuvenating tranquil experiences of Nature are a thing of the past.” Adjacent property owner, 24

year resident,

“No more traffic wanted, Property trespass has been an issue alrcady. We don’t want or need this
Trail ruined by over-use by out-of-town people. This is a corridor which links several developed
motorized riding zones, Again, there is NO motorized rec. trail respected or supported by the
heavily biased Hills Rec.” Praperty owner, 50 year resident

“Privacy loss and over use a major concern! How do you limit human presence which displaces
wildlife?Protecting historical uses by long time Hills residents will be fost. Any management of
the corridor should be with Hills Rec only. Keeping accountability and responsibility local. This
trail should be cared for by locals not.-Galena Trail group.” Property owner, 35 year resident
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Rail Trail - Are there issues and problems that concern you? (cont’d)

Responses from those favouring Minimal Development (cont’d):

“All of the above IF they become problems but most people have these same concerns and want
to preserve and enjoy these trails.” Property owner, 9 year resident

“There’s already traffic issues as described above. We are currently experiencing noise and litter
issues: ATV s{(children-and-adults)-are-using:it as a race-course. Trucks and-cars-are travelling -
down the corridor and setting up camp. There are signs of increased littering along the roadway
and beach access, due to vehicle/camper access. A non-motorized frail, and minimum
development would accentuate pedestrian traffic and prevent some of the negative effects that we

are currently experiencing,” Property owner, 38 year resident

“] am concerned about all of the above. Definitely NO SIGNAGE.” Property owner, 29 year
resident '

“Don’t want more people. Don’t want it more accessible.” Renter, 4 year resident

“Maintain Trail for current use.” Property owner, 10 year resident

“All of the above, No access for disabled (motorized). No access for cmergency personnel (in
case of medical emergency). More people for profit = more shitting/pissing in the bush, and less
* privacy for Locals. X do not want anyone telling me when or how to conduct my personal
recreation for fee or otherwise. Definitely NO SIGNAGE!!”  Property owner, 50 year resident,

“The only change I would support is a bridge over the “big ditch” where the large culvert was
removed.” Property owner, 41 year resident

“Living at the end of the old Scinitar Sawmill site, many a time individuals ; mostly motorized
have cnded up in the mill yard coming up from the Rail Trail and trespassing through the site with
no regards that they are trespassing, even though the Site has been posted. This pisses me off, and
being pissed-off is not good for my well-being.” Renter, 25 year + resident
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Rail Trail - Are there issues and problems that concern you? (cont’d)

Responses from those favouring Moderate Development:

“My main concern is wildlife protection and avoidance of interference during their breeding
seasons. I have found there is most wildlife habitat to the North of us. I have seen grizzly bears in
May at Jane Clark’s place, blue herons (endangered) mid-way to Summit Lake, moose etc. I think
there should be a Spring ban on the use of the Rail Trail (April-Tune — ask Wayne McCrory?), _as
there is flooding as well. Signs could get people to exit to the highway at Bonanza Road and re-
entex-at-the-north-end-of Summit Lake- Tfthie motorized-issue-cannot be-resolved, Tthink “local ~-
permits” from Nakusp to N. Summit Lake would be the compromise. Speed [imits should.be
imposed with the awareness that “citizen reports” ( as it would be hard to enforce/police) are
valid. After 2 speeding infractions permits are revoked for life! Also, proper signage at the gravel
pit would avoid lots of lost cyclists. Way to go HRS Board for putting out an updated HRS
questionnaire and following up onit!”” Adjacent landowner, 30 year resident

“We do not support just & Recreation Trail, Clean-up, tics, garbage from people, noise from
groups of people walking ATV’s, motorbikes, vehicles, campers, bicycle groups, people
trespassing on private property, vandalism to private landowners fand and equipment, outhouses,
garbage in fire pits” (we already maintain from Girl Guides to Hunter Siding area with crawler
equipment, excavator, crawler cat).” Adjacent property, 50 year resident

“We hope this section of Trail will be designated non-motorized. Such a designation would
remedy our top concetns of: Fish and Wildlife: there’s much scientific evidence showing
motorized vehicles harass and displace wildlife, Bears, moose, and wolves, dippers and the Great
Blue Heron - wary wildlife that typically feel threatened and avoid human-habited places.

Property owner, 4 year resident

“Noise : an increased use of motorized vehicles on the trail would impact the quiet of the rail
corridor for humans sceking to recreate in solitude and may harass and scare away wildlife.”

Property owner, 4 year resident
“Noise. Garbage.” Property owner, 3 year resident,

“The people who use the trail need to behave responsibly and be considerately. More rules will
not replace each user being responsible it’s a wonderful trail for all recreational sports”. Property

owner, 38 year resident

“Privacy loss and over use a major concern! How do you limit human presence which displaces
wildlife? Protecting historical uses by long time Hills residents will be lost. 1 think over
development would incur too much use by non resident/area traffic. The corridor should be
maintained and supported for community use in order to enable the broadest range of community
use. Certainly Do Not want to see over use by bicycle groups/ski groups. Would like to sec a

motor-only scction.” Property owner, 15 year resident
“No! I love the trail for all our activities” Property owner 25 + year resident

“I don’t want the trail being used for bike tours, there are too many already, but would love to

be able to push a stroller on it. Really nice to take the kids out on sled rides in the winter.,” Renfer,
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Rail Trail - Are there issues and problems that concern you? (cont’d)

Responses from those favouring Moderate Development Comments (cont’d)

“There would be many problems if developed for motorized recreation ie noise, safcty,
{(motorized and non-motorized do not mix} wildlife movement would be affected, impacts on
landscape from over use, privacy on the beach, South Valley has non-motorized rail trail-So
should we. One of the few quiet places left in the area where there is a trail, Many places where
mototized vehicles can go other than a quiet remote trail!” Property owner, 30 year resident

“Bonanza Creek and Marsh arc extremely important wildlife areas. Wildlife shonid have first
priority, Any development /maintenance must accommeodate wildlife,” Property owner, 40 year

resident

“I want motorized vehicles to be careful and respectful of non-motorized vehicles. I would like to
be able travel from Rosebery and Summit Lake without ruming inte mud puddles or washed out
areas. ] would also like to be able cross country ski all the way to Summit Lake Also the chasm

just north of the gravel pit is difficult to ski. Is there any way to put in a culvert and fill itin ora
bridge? Riking is also very difficult.,” Ps operty owner, 28 year resident

“My main concern/observation centers around the quality of the discourse around this issuc.
Ideally Hills residents and especially Hills Rec board members would foster respectful
communication and tolerance for differing points of views, vision, and values.” Property owner,

17 year resident

“Yes all the issucs above arc valid and seemingly problematic.” Property owner , 30+ year
resident

“#1 Safety Speed postings, drmng on right hand side of the road. Signage.” Renter, 2 year
resident

“Motorized use needs to be prohibited, Hills Rec Society needs to acquire Girl Guide camp as part
of the package. Proposed regional park surrounding rails cotridor needs to be designed to protect
viewscapes, lakeshore ete. Grizzly hazard in the spring and sensitive to human impact. Need to
acquire Bonanza Marsh for protection and nature appreciation, not development, Needs to be
managed to minimize disturbances to wintering ungulates. The most ecologically important and
most fragile piece of land in Hills is Bonanza Marsh/Creek. This should be protected status of

some sort,” Property owner, 25 year resident

“All of the above. Proper management is a must with regular monitoring and upkeep.” Property
owner, 5 year resident

“Noise and privacy — should be relatively low impact.” Property owner, 33 year resident

“Yes. Overuse. Garbage, Fish and wildlife; especially with peoples’ dogs. Dogs on Icash. As is
— concerns re. dogs on the loose not properly controlled . Dogs loose where people are camping
along the Trail — coming out as walking by.” Property owner, 11 year resident
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Rail Trail - Are there issues and problems that concern you? (cont’d)

Responses from these favouring Moderate Development Comments (cont’d):

“Most people that use this form of recreation are responsible people; You cannot close the
Corridor for a few 1rrespon31ble people. That is like closing the highway because of a few

Speeders, Keep things simple.” Property owner, 35 year resident

“The trail is great fun to use but it is rapidly being overgrown, This makes the Trail use
undesirable when conditions are wet because one becomes soaked. The railroad grade is a
wonderful asset that NO ONE would recreate simply for recreational use. We definitely should
restore ifs potential while it is retrievable.” Property owner, 35 year resident

Concerning motorized use; I know no onc who would cheose to hike, bike, jog or ski among
noisy, dust-raising, exhaust-generating motorized vehicles even though the motorized users
secin to have little trouble with the more quiet types, Clearly, the acsthetics of these two general
types of users are different and generally incompatible.” Property owner, 35 year resident

“all of the above are definite concorns. Please help keep it quict, ¢lean and safe from human
disturbances other than simple maintenance. We really all have enough options elsewhere. This

Trail does not need major exposute.” Property owner, 28 year resident

“T'would be concerned about overuse and the impact it would have on the environment.” Renter, 2
year resident

“Non-motorized and motorized use do NOT work together.” Property owner, 18 year resident

“Concern for garbage, parking, noise. It is a great and beautiful Corridor and we should encourage
it’s use for non-invasive recreation. Tt would encourage Tourists, Business needs these tourists.”

Property owner, 10 year resident
“Noise. Garbage.” Property owner, 17 year resident

“Depends on the type of recreational activity, Do not want to see x-country ski trail developed
and become a popular tourist attraction in the Winter. Outside of maintaining creek crossing and
brush, I do not want to see any development or commereial use. I prefer, the Ski Trail not be

groomed” Property owner, 18 year resident
Responses from those favouring High Development :

“No concerns, 1 favour development of the rail trail for non-motorized recreation.” Property
owner, 30 year resident

“Noise and safety on Trail to nearby landowners. We live off HWY 6 and Reiben Rd. and hear
motor use on Trail. Fish and wildlife as it is —is a sensitive area. Grizzlies are commonly
sighted in the wet area above Hunter Siding in the Spring (ApriVMay).” Property owner, 10

year resident ,
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Appendix A —

Community Recreation Survey
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Hills Recreation Society
Community Recreation Survey

The Hills Recreation Society would like to learn more about the recreation interests and
habits of Hills residents to help plan activities. We would also like to know your use of and
opinions about the Rosebery to Summit Lake rail trail for future discussions. Plcase fill out
this questionnaire, and a member of the Hills Recreation Society will be in touch with you

to pick it up.

Who are we as a community?

How many people live full-time in your household?

How many: Children: 0-10 years Adults : 19-55 years
10-18 vyears over 53
How long have you lived in Hills? years Landowner? Renter?

Our Recreation. . . . What does it look like?

Please check the activities in which you or members of your family participate:

__ Baseball/softball ___Camping
___ Basketball ___ Creek fishing
~ Soccer _ Lake fishing
__ Tennis __Hunting
__ Bicycling ___Gardening
__Mountain-biking _ Walking/jogging
_ ATV’ing ____Hiking
__ Dirt-biking _ Wildlife viewing
_ Horseback riding
. ___Drawing/painting/sculpture
_ Cross-country skiing _ Photography
__Downhill/backcountry skiing __ Star-gazing
____ Snow-machine touring
__ Snowshoeing ___Beachcombing/rock-picking
_ Tobogpaning _ Swimming
__ Skating/hockey __ Canoeing/kayaking
__Motor boating/ water skiing
____ Exercise/fitness sessions .
__Movies/slideshows ____Artsand crafts
__ Music (e.g, jam sessions, singing) _ Board/card/dice games
___Reading/Book club ___Darts
~Ding pong Page 156
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Future Recreation Programs

If available jn Hills, in which of the following activities would members of your family likely participate?
___cross-country ski lessons

_organized hikes
____summer programs for children __ tennis lessons
Other? ___swimming lessons

Suggestions or comments related to community recreation activities in Hills:

Rail Trail

The Regional District of Central Kootenay has applied to the BC government for a lease to manage the
former CPR rail corridor from Roscbery to Summit Lake as a recreational trail. They are interested in local

use patterns and concerns.

1. Do you or members of your family currently use the Rosebery to Summit Lake CPR rail trail?

a) in spring/summer/fall? Yes No

If yes, for what activities?

How often? Daily Several times a week Occasionally
b) in winter? Yes No

If yes, for what activities?
How olten? Daily Several times a week Occasionaily

2. Are you a landowner adjacent to the Rail Trail? ___ Yes ___No
3. Do you support use of the rail trail for motorized recreation?

_Yes __ Yes, with conditions ___No
Comments

4, Do you support commercial use of the trail?

_Yes ___ Yes, with conditions ___No
Comments
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5. What level of development do you favour for the raif trail?

None. I don’t support any further development of the trail.
Minimal. Maintain it pretty much as is.

__Moderate. Improve teail surfaces and creck crossings, clear brush, post signs.
High. Establish picnic and rest areas, .inferpretive sites, garbage cans, access gates.

6. Are there issues or problems that concetn you if the former rail corridor is devcloped as a recreation
trail? (for example: safety, signage, parking, garbage and litter, noise and privacy, {ish and wildlife
issues, types of use, overuse). Please describe your concerns and any suggestions you have.

Thank you for your input and time
Hills Recreation Society '
September, 2009

If you have any questions about this questionnaire, please contact one of the Hills Rec Society board
members listed below:

Richard Allin Scott Kipkie

Gianni Depretto Lawrence Schiavon
Boukje Elzinga Paula Shandro
Daniel Hellyer Donna Shaw

Ellen Kinsel
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Natural Resource Officer,
Frontcounter BC.
niegra
1902 Theatre Road, M a’ﬁaﬁ%tﬁfag;ﬁ !é?ﬁea J.%
S’f‘éﬂ,’;g;k BC. Ministry of Agriculture & Lands
FEB 17 2010
RECEIVED
5.20 CRANBROOK, BC

February 16, 2010-02-16
" TLMB FILE # 4404926

My submission to you has nothing to do with my views/opinions one way or the other for

the granting of Temue of this abandoned Rail line to become a Regional linear patk.
.22 I see both benefits and ncgative

impacts on my \;ré.y of life here in Hills. My concern here is with PROCESS.
Unfortunately, it appears even the TLMB website is contributing to what is appearing to
be not a very democratic process of decision-making for all of us involved here.

5.22
502 to learn

about this application which started over a decade ago. As of 3 weeks ago, none of these

letters were included/attached in the Board Minutes 5.22 directly
$.22 “I cannot remember”.( See atiachment A) The next

day however, after checking on the ILMB website Richard Allin scrambled to produce the
original 2000 HRS. application letter when he discovered it was publicly referred to on

the ILMB website.

Please note: while this letter is referenced to on the ILMB website, it is in fact, as of this
date still-not posted. Pursucing this issue Feb.10th — Natural Resources officer Melissa

Weikencamp did agree to send me this copy via email.(see aftachment B and C  sz2
5.22 Others who

had contacted the ILMB before me were told “not available”, How can a citizen have
input if they are not party to what is going on?

My question is — how can this application possibly go through with so much duplicity
surrounding it?

The Hills Recreation Society’s membership represents only 21% of the households here.
This 4404926 application is based on a document (not really accessible) which is over a
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decade old. We have a 82% response rate to a 2009 Community Survey (attached) which
provides current information relating to the peoples’ thoughts on the future of this Rail
Line. 41% indicated they wanted non-motorized use while 59% support motorized use.
Over 75% of respondents indicated No further development of the Rail Trail for
Commercial use. Yet, the IIRS Board president continues to write letters to the Editor of

the Valley Voice suggesting otherwise. (see Attachment D) . 5.22 the Valley
Voice §.22 (see Attachment E).

I would ask you take this into consideration in your decision-making, If nothing elsc —
please consider carefully widening your liaison with this community beyond the special
interest groups who have used their positions on the ITills Recreation Society and the

Hills Nordic Ski Club to further their own agendas.

Certainly the development of a linear Park in our backyard is not such an evil endeavour.
To do so though continuing on with specific individuals who are not behaving in an
open/responsible manner to the people they claim to represent is undemocratic and bound

to feed anarchy.

Thank-you for the opportunity to input.
Sincerelv.

522
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Donna Shaw

W 9-
From:

To: 5.22

Sent: February-03-10 9:39 AM
Attach:  Rosebery to Summit Lake Trail Jan 01.doc
Soblect:  ioint Hills Rec / Nordic ski club document,

Hi 5.22

In iooking at the FrontCounterBC website again this morning, the development plan submitted by the
RDCK does make reference to a document submitted in December 2000 by Hills Rec Society and the
Hills Nordic Ski Club. Last night [ said | was unaware of any joint document, but | wasn't thinking back 10
years ago. The document they must be referring to was a submission prepared by members of both
groups for the RDCK public consultation meetings 10 years ago that Chris Fox refers to in his letter to the

editor. ) 822
.22 I}_‘s the oqigip_al ve_rsip[l _ofthq Hiils Rec d_ocum_en_t‘reyfsed |'g1 ?09! o os22

22
8.02 it's dated January 250. 2001, but I'm sure is the same document,

I'm sorry for the confusion,

5.22

16/02/2010
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ROSEBERY TO SUMMIT LAKE REGIONAL TRAIL

EYE

BACKGRQUND

In 1992 a Study was commissioned by the Ministry of Environment, Land and Parks and
the Slocan Valley Economic Development Commission on a Jand use study on the
abandoned railway between Rosebery and Three Forks,

This study was originally based on the Railway corridor from Nakusp to Rosebery and
from Rosebery to Three Forks. Since the acquisition of Railway corridor from Nakusp to
Rosebery was still being reviewed by the Province, the original corridor study was
deferred and Rosebery to Three Forks was only included in the study.

In 1993 a License of Occnpation was granted fo the Regional District for the Rosebery to
Three Forks Regional Trail (File #4401707 ~ License #342006).

The Regional District has been requested by the Hills Recreation Society fo obtain tenure
on the Railway Corridor from Rosebery to Summit Lake as a logical exfention to the

existing trail,

submission prepared.by the Hi ion Socicty and the Hills Nordic Ski Ciub
dated December 1, 2000 is attached for your reference. ‘\Lu
AL Foar 100 Spueinavg

PROPOSED USE, AN

The Regional District of Central Kootenay proposes to develop the Rosebery to Summit
Lake Railway corridor as a Regional Tratl, which will be a logical enhancement to the

existing Rosebery to Three Forks Regional Trail.

As the site has been used for a number of unmanaged recreational activities it is in the
best intercsts of the Community to have the Railway corridor managed effectively for the

* benefit of all residents.

To accomplish this objective the Regional District is inferested in this property to include
it into the Regional Parks plan, which will effectively ensure exclusive use of the
properly as a Regional Trai |

T T T N DN e e R e i 1 e T L T O T R e e L A

o TR R A Tt T O e

L0 e B, T
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Donna Shaw

"Wiekenkamp, Melissa M ILMB:EX" <Melissa.Wiekenkamp@gov.be.ca>

From:
To: i 5.22
Sent: February-10-10 12:51 PM

Attach: 20r100210134808,pdf
Subject: FW:
5.22

As vou requested, here is the report that we have on file. Please don't hesitate {o contact me if vou have
more quastions. | have nosted the letter on the website.

Melissa Wickenkamp, BSc

Natural Resource Officer

FronfCounter BC- Infegrated Land Mgt Burea
1902 Theatre Road

Cranbrook BC VIC 7G1

Plione: 250-420-216R

Fax: 260-426-1767

“Delivering corporate solutions through collaboration”

From: Melissa.Wiekenkamp@gov.bc.ca [mailto:Melissa.Wiekenkamp@gov.be.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, February 10, 2010 1:49 PM

To: Wiekenkamp, Melissa M ILMB:EX

Subject:

<<20100210134908.pdf>>

16/02/2010
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Letter to the Editor — Valley Voice, 2010-02-11

Hats off to Gianni Depretto in his comprehensive presentation of the information
provided by the Hills Recreation Society Community Survey, last issue. Bd. member
Depretto presents facts clearly and accurately. His intention is to present results of this
Survey; the thoughts, prefcrences and voices of our community in Hills.

On the other hand, other submissions over the past two weeks scramble numbers, use
creative journalism and misquote the Survey (the actual wording and intents); masking
the results of the Survey response, T would know this since I was hands-on in gathering

and compiling the hatd data.

In the last two issues of the Valley Voice, two letters state “a vast majority™ of Hills
residents support non-motorized use of this Trail. This conclusion is erroneous. Nor is the
majority “vast, In fact - 59% of Hills residents indicated support for multi/many use of
the Rail Trail (YES). 41% stated they want it to be non-motorized (NO).

On the questionnaire Hills residents were asked to offer comments/suggestions {o their
Yes, Yes with Conditions, or No response in an effort to solicit community input as to the
future use of the Rail Trail. With a sleight of hand, the two previous letters present the
total Yes response down to 23%. This was accomplished by subtracting those who
offered suggestions/conditions to their “YES” (35%). I was one of those respondents who
. answered YES with Conditions. It astounds me that because I offered some suggestions,
my “YES, with Conditions” vote is lost. When in fact, I had thought a YES vote offering
my ideas was a stronger YES vote. Throughout the questionnaire respondents were asked
for their Comments on almost every question. Why would 2 person think this tone would

be any different on the Rail Trail motorized use issue?

As to the claim “only a very few of the 78 households in the Hills survey voiced
opposition to the Regional District’s application to make the Rail Trail into a Regional
Park” This question is not even on the Survey. — is an alternate agenda not again clearly

flouted?

The Hills Recreation Society’s membership represents only 21% of people who live here.
Compare this to the 82% response rate to this questionnaire - clearly the Survey
RESULTS carry our community’s Truth. In conducting a Community Survey, the Hills
Recreation Society did good work in re-visiting who we are as a community. All Board
members share a serious responsibility to accept and communicate what the results reveal

accurately whether we personally agree with them or not.

I have recently resigned my position as Vice-President on the Hills Recreation Society
Board since my good health is not conducive to the nonsense as outlined above. Should
anyone be interested in securing a copy of this Survey, these are available to the public
cither by email or hard copy. Consult the Hills Community Bulletin Board for more
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information.
donna Shaw, Hills
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Bisset, Kathy B FLNR:EX

Colleen Marchand [Colleen.Marchand@okanagan.org]

From:

Sent: Thursday, September 15, 2011 11:53 AM

To: Grant Roeland

Cc! Bisset, Kathy B FLNR:EX

Subject: Referral Lands: 4404926 - Okanagan Indian Band - Refusal fo Pay

Attachments: RTS_Lands 4404926_Regional District of Central Kootenay Refusal to Pay_2011-09-15.pdf

Colleen Marchand

Manager Territorial Stewardship Division
Okanagan Indian Band

Phone 250-542-7132

Fax 250-542-0541

Cell 250-306-0538
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Okanagan Indian Band
12420 Westside Road * Vernon, BC, » VIH 2A4
Telephone: 250-542-4328 * Tacsimile 250-542-4990

Email: pkibadmin@okanagan.org

WITHOUT PREJUDICE AND
NOTTO

BE CONSTRUED AS
CONSULTATION

Thursday, Scptember 15, 2011

Referral [1): Lands: 4404926
RTS#: 3
Date:  Thursday, June 30, 2011

Regional District of Central Kootenay

Box 590 -
202 Lakeside Drive :

Melson, BC V1L.5R4

Attention: Grant Reeland

Re: Repional District of Central Kootenay RTS #3, Invoice #2

We write to express our disappointment in the response sent by Repional District of North
Okanagan on August 3, 2011 to invoice #2 for referral processing. The indication is that payment
will not be received and we must therefore put you on notice that we do not consent, agree or
otherwise approve of the activity / development referred to by you in your letter to us dated

Thursday, June 30, 2011.

Our People have un-extinguished aboriginal fitle to the land and resources within our traditional
territory. The above-noted activity / development is within our traditional territory and as such, is
subject to our title, jurisdiction, rights and interests,

In 1997, the Supreme Court of Canada in the Delgamunkw case clarified the law respecting the
rights of aboriginal people in British Columbia, which includes our People. The Supreme Court
ruling included the following legal principles:

¢ Aboriginal fitle is not cxtinguished and the Province cannot and never could exiinguish
aboriginal title or rights.

Aboriginal title is protected by section 35 of the Constitution Act, 1982,

Aboriginal title is a property interest. : ;
Governments must justify any infringements of aboriginal title, :
Lands held pursuant to aboriginal title have an inescapable economic component.

- b & »

“Busuring the Fuhire Through Cultwval, Seelsl onsd Bsoacule Dovelopant”
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Other recent court cases involving the Taku River Tlingit First Nation and the Haida Nation have
heightened the accountability of British Columbia te consult with First Nations with respect to third
party development activities on alleged Crown lands. The Court found that the Province of B.C. has
a legal fiduciary obligation to deal with First Natious' concerns about their traditional lands and
resources and that it is not necessary {or B.C. First Nations to first prove the existence of our rights,

We believe that the provincial government's consultation framework, land use referral policy and
administrative system are inadequate to deal with our interests in the land and resources within our
traditional territory or to meet the fiduciary obligations of British Columbia.

At this time there has been no reconciliation of our interests with those of the Province of Brilish
Columbia or Canada and no process in place to adequately recognize and negotiate co-existence or
accommodation of these interests. Until such a process is in place we cannot agres with your

contemplated development / activity.

Regards,

Colleen Marchand

Manager, Territorial Stewardship Division
250,542.7132(office)

250.306.0538 (cell)
Colleen.Marchand@okanagan.org -

“Ensuring the Futve Tavough Culburel, Soelal and Ceonsade bevelopmsnt”
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Woeir, David J FLNR:EX — .
0 [SEckman(@ rdck be.ca

From: Shanna Eckm

Sent; ' Friday, September 2, 201 4

To: Weir, David J FLNR; EX

Subject: Referral #44980030/ OIB RTS #93

Attachments: _ QIB_RTS93.pdf )
Hi David,

Attached for your files is a jetter to the Okanagan Indian Band (OIB) regarding Referral [D #4490030.

Shanna Eckman

Environmental Services Secretary

Regional District of Cenfral Kootenay

Box 590, 202 Lakeside Drive, Nelson, BC V1L 5R4
PH: (250) 3562-1508 / FX: (250) 352-9300

Toll Free: 1-800-268-7325 (ext. 1508)

Email: seckman@rdck.be.ca/fWeb: www.rdek.be.ca

Please consider the cffects on the natural environment before printing this email,

This email may contain coriﬂdentla[ and/or privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient or have received
this email in error, please notify the sender 1mmed|ately and destroy this email. Any unauthorized copying, disclosure or

distribution of the information contained In this email is prohibited.
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Regio-nal District of Central Kootenay

Box 590, 202 Lakeside Drive Telephone (250) 352-6665 Fax (250} 352-9300
Nelson, BC ViL 5R4 BC Toll Free 1-800-268-7325
web: www.rdck.be.ca e-mail; info@rdck.beca
7030-11-06
September 7, 2011

Colleen Marchand

Manager, Territorial Stewardship Division
Okanagan indian Band

12420 Westside Road

Vernon, BC V1H 2A4

Dear Ms. Marchand:

RE: INITIAL RESPONSE INVOICE — PROPOSED ROSEBERY TO SUMMIT LAKE
REGIONAL TRAIL

Thank you for your letter dated June 30, 2011 requesting payment of $336.00 fo
undertake a review of the proposed tenure related to the RDCK Rosebery to Summit

L.ake Regional Trail .

While we understand the factors that have led you to make this request, we are obliged
to remind you that there is no legal basis, pursuant to the Haida Supreme Court of
Canada decision or any other cowrt judgment, for lewying a fee associated with
undenrtaking this review and providing information regarding the scope and nature of
your aboriglnal Interests and how these interests may be impacted by these proposad
decisions as part of the consultation process.

We appreciate your participation in the review of the proposed activity; however, | must
inform you that we are not in a position to accede 10 your fee request,

Yours truly,

v .
Joe Chirico '
General Manager of Community Services

Ge: Dawn Aitorp, General Manager of Corporate Administration
Randy Mathason, Adminisirative Assistant
David Weir, First Nations Relatlons, Ministry of Forests Land and Natural Resource Operations

e S e gt i\ Gosn See Dol Park M ken M\ Rasaheiy o Srommit ) ake\ [ Sep7.Lae. Okanagan.indionPond involee. dac. i
MUNICIPALFTIES:  Citless Castlegar, Nelson Town: Creston  Villagest Kaslo, Nakusp, New Denver, Salmo, Silverton, Slocan o

ELECTORAL AREAS: <A -Wmndel/Bas Shore Kootenay Lzke +B+C D ‘E+BF+G+H ~The Slocan Valley I3 -Lower Arow/Columbia PageThedimow Fakes ®
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Bisset, Kathy B FLNR:EX

From: Vanessa Tronson [Vironson@win.ca]
Sent: ~ Thursday, August 4, 2011 1122 AM
To: Bisset, Kathy B FLNR:EX

Subject: RE: 4404926

Attachments; 20410804100609602._pdf

Geod Day Kathy,

Wastbank First Nation acknowledges receipt of your referral dated June 30th, 2011. After
carefully considering all of the information you have provided as part of the above referral

we have attached a response for your review.

To discuss this matter in further detail, please contact Raf DeGuevara by email at
rdeguevara@wfn.ca or hy telephone at {250}769-244@.

Regards,

Vanessa

VANESSA TRONSON

REFERRALS OFFICER

Westbank First Nation

391 -~ 515 Highway 97 South
Kelowna, BC 'V1zZ 3J2

T 256.769,2440 ext 420
F 250.769.2836 www.wfn.ca

Community. Leadership. Pride.
Confidentiality Warning: This e-mail contains information intended only for the use of the

addrassee(s). If you have received this email in error, please notify the sender and destroy
this email. You must not copy, disseminate or publish this e-mail.
@ Please consider the environment before printing this email

e S
¢ gsjsa/iﬁmﬁm/lh Lo |
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FIRST NATION

Your File: 4404926
Wednssday, August:03; 2011 Our Filay RTS #7189

KétHy Bissat

Ministry of Forest
1902 Theatré Road
Cranbrock BC VIC7GL

Dear Kathy Bisset:

‘We: dcknowledge récelpt of correspondence dated Wadnesday, Deesiliar 16, 2009 with respect to the
above hoted application. The lands or resources déscribed inthe fetter fall within. the territory of the
Okanagan Peoples of which Westbatk Fitst Nation (("Westbank”) Js & part. Westbank has aboriginal Hite
and tights throughout this territory. Westbank a3 the succassor of the original Okanagan Peaples in thie
arés identifled In thermap attathed to this letter a5 sueh s the proper holder of title i that.ares, Grants
of riglhits over lands #nd resoukces within the identlfied tertitory or renewals of existing usages have
slynilficant impact on the -aboriginal. rights including absriginal title of Westbank and Westbank Members.
The Supreme Court of Canada has affirmed: the exlstence of aboriginal title In: British Calumbia Wwhich
encomipasses the, righit to-exclusive use and occupation of the [and .and the right to determine the use to

which the land s put:

The Supreme Court of Canada has &lso confirmed that the Crown has a duty 1o consult with First Natlons
and accommodate their ifiterests when considering proposed alignations of use of [ands that-are subiject to
abotiginal tights including title even beforethose rights have beer prover ifi court. This daty Is part of the
process of fafr dealihg afid reconciliation between aboriginal pesples and the Crown identified by the

highest couft. The BC Suprems Court i ‘the Tslhygolin: ¢ase décision confirnys both the strergth and
slgnifiéance of aberiginal title. and the duty to consult.and accommodate with respect to aborlgmal rights.

Waestbahk has &lways maintained and asserted tothe Crown and third parties its.aboriginal rights including
aAboriainal title over our Jands. Filing of the Statement f Intant in 1993 with the BC Treaty Commission,
participating In treaty niegotiations, fiiig a Writ of Summons if the BE Sipréme Court seeking a
declaration of aboriginal title over these lands zind other actions by Westbank. reflect the continuing
exsrcise and assertion of vur aboriginal rights Indluding dbidriginal title. Through these wctions, the Crown
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and third parties have notice of a strofig pritia facle case of ouraboriginal title: Tt is st acceptable, eithsr
orally or legally, to ignore out rights indluding aboriginal titles Thete must be meaningful consultation
with Westhank: and accomimodation of Westbanks interests before the Crown deals with application tor

dlisnatioh 6r use of these Jands. _

In exarcise of its rights and responsiblities In the area where your prajeet s proposed Westbank Flrst
Natian Has:completed a review of the fnformation providéd to us. Based -on this information we have 1o
abjection to the proposed project: I wait to stress that we have reachad this conclusion based on the
Infarmation we have recsived and ifthat Information Is inacgirate o Incompléts our consent to the project
proceeding 15 -vald and a full review would have fo be undertaken again based on accurate information. T
also want to make Tt clear-that U gofisent is limited to-the peoject described both as t6 scopea , time and
other matters and Weéthank First Nation retaing the right and responélbility to be consulted and
atcomrhodated on any otherackivity OI' project that could iffipact our-aboriginal rights and titie.

“This Is a serlous [sstie: Any person or body. that acts without die regard for the: aboriginal rights Including
abotiginal title of Westbank does so at their own Hsk and may be siibject to legal challenges.

We trust yvou will take approptiate actlon to réspect oor rights, however, lii absence of that we will pursie
whatever Heans-are necessary to protact our interests, fights, and title. If you have any questions please
gontact Raf DeGuevara at-the Westank First Nation Aboriginal Title-and Rights office at 250,769.2440

Yours. truly,

WESTBANK FIRST NATION

Councillor Loretta Sivite Conncillor Loirie Hogabaam
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Bisset, Kathy B FLNR:EX

From: Randy Matheson [RMatheson@rdck.be.ca)

Sent: Friday, May 21, 2010 12:29 PM

To: Bisset, Kathy B ILMB:EX

Subject: ' Neminat Rent tenure - Summit Lake frail File no 4404926
Hi Kathy

Could you give me an update on where we are at with the application for Rosebery to Summit Lake trail

Qur area directors are inquiring

Thanks

Randy

Randy Matheson

Administrative Assistant/Researcher

Regional Disirict of Centfa[ Kootenay

Box 590, 202 Lakeside Drive, Nelsen V1L B8R4
Phene: (250) 352 68665 Fax: (250) 352 8300

Email: rmatheson@rdcek.be.ca  web: www.rdek.be.cg

This email may contain confidential and/or privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient or have received
this emat! in error, please nolify the sender immediately and destroy this email. Any unauthorized copying, disclosure or

distribution of the information contained in this email is prohibited.
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, o
Regivnal District of Ccnrral Kootenay

Box 590, 202 1akeside Drive Telephone (250) 352-6665 Fax (250) 352-9300
Nelson, BC V11, 5R4 BC Toll Free 1-800-268-7325
web: www.rdck.bc.ca e-mail; info@rdck.be.ca
Integrated Land
7030-11-08
i Ml;ms%g;fé?ﬁr?en}ftﬁureau
April 6, 2010 : Briculture & Lands
APR 08 201D
Intergrated Land Management Bureau. .
1902 Theatre Rd : HE@EIVED
CRANBROOK, BO

Cranbrook, B.C. V1C 7G1
Dear Joanne Donald:

RE: YOURFILE #4404926
APPLICATION FOR NOMINAL RENT OF CROWN LAND BETWEEN

ROSEBERY AND SUNMIT LAKE

The Regional District of Central Kootenay Beard at its March 25, 2010 Board Meeting
adopted the following resolution:

218/10 A letter be sent to the Integrated Land Management Bureau’s FrontCounter BC
advising that the petition filed in opposition to the application for tenure for the
old CPR rail bed from Rosebery to Summit Lake contains incorrect information,
and further, clarifying that the RDCK is the applicant and not the Hills
Recreation Society and that the application for tenure makes no reference to
motorized or non-motorized use of the frail.

The Regional Disirict of Central Kootenay is aware that ILMB has received numerous
comments in regards to our application for tenure an the above noted file, and in
particular the assumption that the application is from the Hills Recreation Society

Please be advised that the RDCK as the applicant has not made a commitment as to
the motorized or non-motorized use of the trail and will, if tenure is received, through a

public process, will determine the best use for the trail.

The document that was attached for your reference from the Hills Recreation Society
was only referenced to show that the frail is already being used by a variety of users.

The Regional District frusts that your decision to grant or deny tenure will be based on
the merits of a tenured trail which, through a public process, will determine the best

tuses

Sincerely,
e

-

R. Matheson,
Admin Assistant / Researcher "
WA\Departments\ A DMNASST\WINWORD\BCLANDS Crown Land Tenyres -In Progress\Copy of Kosebery - Sinnumit Lake Linear Park\Letter to
MR re application DOT

MUNICIPALITIES:  Citiest Castlegar, Nelson  Town: Creston
FILECTORAT. ARFAS: -A Whandel/East Shore Koctenav Lake *B*C*D*E<E+*G *H -The Slocan Valley *I*J -Lower Arrow/Columbia

Villages: Kaslo, Nakusp, New Denver, Salmol3#vEtfon, Slocan aw

AR, <




Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From; 5.22

Sent: Friday, March 5, 2010 9:20 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX
Subject: RE: file # 4404826

Pleass do not allow the old CPR right of way from Nakusp to Rosebery to become non motorized. The only way that
my family and friends can continue to enjoy this {rail is if it remains open to motorized use. We have already been
deceived to many times in the past by special interest groups having these trails deamed non motorized use only. The
tower Slocan CPR right of way the BNR from Troup to Ymir and other trails are already reserved for a very few who

use them In non motorized ways,

Non motorized is only appropriate for areas such as Troup te Cottonwood Lake where there actually is a lot of use by

watkers, cyclists and skiers as it is close to a large residential area.

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX Y0496

From: 5.22

Sent: Saturday, February 27, 2010 11:51 AM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX
Subject: roseberry summit lake linear park

To Whom It May Concern:
We hope that we have made your deadline with our letter of support for establishing the linear

park from Summit Lake to Rosebery as a NON-MOTORIZED space. Our family enjoys biking
north from Rosebery and skiing on the old railbed towards Summit Lake. it seems difficult enough
fo maintain the trail adjacent to Slocan Lake especially, without any additional stress from

motorized vehicles.

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX LLUOY 920

From: .22

Sent: Saturday, February 27, 2010 12:44 AM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Non-Motorized Trail Please

To Whom It May Concern:
We hope that we have made your deadline with our letter of support for establishing the linear park from Summit

Lake to Rosebery as a NON-MOTQRIZED space. Our family enjoys biking north from Rosebery and skiing on the oid
railbed towards Summit Lake. It seems difficult enough to maintain the trail adjacent to Slocan Lake aspecially,
without any additional stress from molorized vehicles -- motorized vehicles, [s there anywhere in this valley we can
protect from motorized vehicles? You know the dangers, the costs, the myriad of reasons to keep motorized traffic off

of the trall and on the road.
5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: . 822 .
Sent: Thursday, February 25, 2010 1:29 AM
To: Doraid, Jo-Ann iLMB:EX

Subject; RE: Application File #4404926

TC: Jo-Ann Donald

Katural Resource Officer
Integrated Land Management Bureau
Front Counter BC

1902 Theatre Road

Cranbrock BC VIC 7G 1
1-250-426-1775

joann.donald@gov.bec.ca

Feb 24, 201@
RE: Application File #4404926

PDear Jo-Ann Donald,

Please accept my late evening contribution regarding the RDCK application for a trail
along the old historical Sandon-Nakusp rail grade.

s.22 and my family would benefit, like most area residents, from
the development of a Trail System that sensibly focuses recreational use. Certainly this
application would be worthy providing the trail was identified as multi-use and
conditionally inclusive of motorized use. .22 would happy putter my way
to Nakusp,

Grant the trail application with condition to include motorize use and far more is
accomplished to satisfy the diverse community living here.

It is important in the present day to conceive of responsible ways for people to interact
with the landscape. I have formed the opinion that almest every responsible ATV user would
welcome guidelines, seasonal restrictions. There are any number of guidelines that could
be identified by a management group with diverse representation,

Exclusien, as a management tool, seriously limits solving so many problems of human
interaction with the natural world... Rely on every member participant of public processes
1@ years ago, or in 2084 and

2007 - all the community members around Summit Lake and Hills and area

- they all really do have the best intentions and share more than they realise., I’m
certain other proponents have sent info detailing those committees already - I’11 spare
you another dozen pages (that's represented already in debate in the local paper).

My real opinion is that is if these folks were required to listen to each other, for a
trail they ALL really want anyways, they'll will accomplish a great project. And
definitely build some co-operative skills (all party) that will surely benefit us in other

areas of our community.

Motorised use condition for the application really appeal to the widest number of people.
Make them all work together;) It would be great have a sound and responsible use trail

from here to there.

Sincerely,
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5.22

P.5. I wish mostly one day this community might create & pedestrian route the 4km between
our twe villages of Silverton and New Denver. It be such a important connection to make,
not only for safety along the narrow highway, but the symbol of two towns that rely on
each other.

PPS. I like this bridges building quote: ""The reality is that individuals, families,
support networks and the wider community are increasingly interested in suppoert strategies
that are based in relationship, citizenship, contribution, opportunity, safety and
sustainability. Bringing Community Tegether 1s responding to the grouwing need for
progressive and innovative thinking within the community living “movement™, and aims to
better equip, and motivate, all community members to enrich the lives of people with
diverse abilities and the communities capacity to provide ALL of its members opportunity
to achieve a sense of contribution, relationship, and value.®
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22 )
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 1:32 FM
To: ILMB, Cranbrock ILMB:EX

Subject: iLMB 4404926

Natural Resource Officer

I am writing about the proposed regional park trail from Rosebery to Summit Lake. I think making this old
rail grade into a regional park trail is a wonderful idea.. What a beautiful spot, trees, lake and mountains all
together in one location. T use this trail about once a week, riding my mountain bike in the spring, summer
and fall. In the winter I walk about once every two weeks. Most of the time I never meet anyone on my
journey's.

"The main areas 1 ride and walk are from Rosebery north to the head of the fake at Hills, I also walk on the
cast side of Summit Lake north towards Nakusp. I tried to walk south from where the highway and the old
rail grade meet on the Nakusp end of Summit Lake but there was a fence across the grade with No

Trespassing signs.
About once a year I meet a quad or motorbike on this frail. The riders have always been courteous, usually

stopping to let me pass.
The last thing I want is for this old rail grade to become private property of any sort. The rich own most of
the good locations already.

Thank you. =

5.22

Be smarter than spam. See how smart SpamGuard is at giving junk email the boot with the All-new ¥ahoo!
Mail
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: Erica Mallam [ericam@vws.org]

Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 7:3% PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: ILMB File Number 4404928

Daniel Sherrod

Executive Director

Valhalla Wilderness Society
Box 329

New Denver, BC VG 150

Fch. 24, 2010

Natural Resource Officer
FrontCounter BC

1902 Theatre Road
Cranbrook, B.C. VIC 7G1

Dear Sir or Madam,

Re: ILMB File Number 4404920

The Valhalla Wilderncss Society would like to express its support for RDCK's application for a Nominal
Rent Tenure for a regional park trail situated on Provincial Crown Land between Rosebery and Summit

Lake, as advertised in the Valley Poice Jan. 13 and Jaw. 17, 2010.

This trail to date has been immensely enjoyed by locals and has maintained a level of protection for some
very ecologically sensitive areas. Because of its minimal grade, the trail has been very aceessible for hiking,
mountain biking, cross-country skiing, snowshoeing, and bird watching, These activities have had relatively
little impact so far but all this could change with development and commercial use.

There are numerous other trails which are spectacular, but not necessarily accessible to older people or
people with physical limitations. Thus the Roscbery to Summit portion is an ideal arca to accommodate

these people.

This area also serves as an importanat wildlifs corridor. Under the management of RDCK, as a regional
park trail, this area would benefit from an impact asscssment fo minimize potential damage from
recreational use. And in view of the sensitive areas and the quality of the experience of those who prefer
non-motorized forms of recrcation, we feel that motorized usc of the trail is inappropriate and incompatible

with the natural and scenic values.

Therefore, we ask that RDCK be granted the Notminal Rent Tenure that it has applied for.

Sincerely,

Daniel Sherrod
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 8.22

Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 7:32 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Support for RDCK application

February 23, 2018
Re: ILMB File #44049526

Dear Sir or Madam,

I write to voice my support for the RDCK application for a regional park trail between
Rosebery and Summit bLake. This land traverses many ecologically rich and vulnerable areas
that urgently need to be acknowledged and protected. While the RDCK application doesn't
protect much of these areas outright, bringing some community oversight to the use of the

rail bed would be an important step.

As you may know , the old rail bed between Rosebery and Summit Lake Follows the valley
bottom the entire distance and all but a very short section is through environmentally
sensitive zones -- the Slocan Lake foreshore, Bonanza Marsh, the Bonanza creek riparian
zone and the Summit Lake marsh and foreshore. I know this area well, .22

5.22

I urge you to support this application and suggest that eventually this corridor would be
best served by a non-motorized use designation.

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: .. s22 .
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 5:38 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: ILMB file number 4404926

Hello:

Re: ILMB file number 44084926

I'm writing to support the non-motorized used of the rail trail between Rosebery and
Summit Lake in the West Kootenay. The RDCK's proposal to adopt this section of abandoned
railbed for a regional trail as part of its regional parks plan is a good way to ensure

the land is not misused by motorized vehicles.

Sincerely,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: ) 822 i
Senf: Wednesday, Fabruary 24, 2010 5:18 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook {LMB:EX

Suhject: ILMB flle Number4404926 former CP railway Rosebery - Summit Lake

Dear Natural Resource Officer at Front Counter BC Staff,'

| enthusiastically support the Regional District of the Central Kootenay taking responsibility and tenure of the former
CFPR railway easement from Rosebery fo Summit Lake for the purpose of a linear park. As it is used and misused
currently, sorme group or entity like the RDCK coming forward {6 set types-and standards of use shall hopefully act to
stabilize the future of the area adjacent the corridor which is also my home. A variety of local and tourist recreationai
uses are currently carried out on the cerridor. Those involving wheeled vehicle traffic and wet conditions have
degraded some sections along Slocan lake and also up along Bonanza creek to the point that they are impassable
without wading. Beavers have also had their turn at reclaiming the corrtdor perhaps as they should, but they have not
been responsible for the rutting and mud holes, Some of the alterations in the hydrologic cycle along the marshy
areas caused by the railway might be mitigated with more culverts or by shallow fords being created. This could be a

condition for tenure.

The other concern that should be a condition of tenure is for the RDCK to work with the local wildlife advocacy
groups, timber tenure holders and BC Timber Sales to ensure the permeability and security of this corridor for
transiting and resident bear, meose, €lk, deer, welverine, hopefully recovering mouniain caribou, wolf, mountain lion
and the numerous kokanee salmon that spawn in Bonanza creek. You may not realize, but BC Timber sales has just
last summer built a very large log haul road on the oppaosite side of Bonanza creek traveling far up towards Summit
Lake and have numerous praposed timber sales that could again impact the same area as the former CP railway
adding to the human impacts in this ecosystem. There may be certain seasons when the use of motorized vehicles
should be curbed altogether, as now there could be potentially motarized vehicles traveling on three routes through
this wildlife corridor, Highway 6, the former railway, and BC timber sales logging road which does have a gate

instafled.

Thank you,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 2:08 PM
To: iLMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Proposed RDCK Summit L Park

To: Natural Resource Officer at Front Counter BC

Re: Application 4484926 by RDCK Nelson for Crown Land between Rosebery and Summit Lake

I am strongly in favour of this park application. I trust that the RDCK is the best

organizational body to administer this lovely trail and link it with the other rails-to-

trails projects - although I don't envy them the task of sorting cut its designated use.
5.22 and for years have walked and cross country skiied the

section from the north end of Summit Lake south to Bonanza Marsh. As a bird-watcher and a
tranquility-seeker I am biased in favour of somehow conserving Bonanza Marsh and banning
motorized vehicles - I think that use fits our major tourism marketing and what will

attract people to live here.

Unless the RDCK takes on responsibility for this section of old RR bed, I think it will
detericrate due to lack of designation or planning.

Thank you for considering my opinion.
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L0498 b

To whom it may concern:
From; 5.22

5.22

B "7 Since the late 70's there was a oil spill in which a oil tanker had

5.22

overturned on highway #6 above the girl guide camp, spilling oil into a tributary creek
that runs into Slocan Lake. The oil that spilled accumulated 5.22 Clean up
efforts were by ministry and 5.22 8.22

5.22

§.22

§.22
5.22
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5.22 To this day Pete marsh is one very unigue place
it has wood ducks $.22 blue herons
cagles turtles swatlows bats frogs different sorts of ducks geese swans moose pass threw
as well as elk coyotes seen this year wolfs passing threw some reptile species deer and a

abundance of plant life and herbs 5.02
5.22
5.22 _ - _
5.22 . This has got
to stop. i _ $.22 _
5.22
5.22
5.22
5.0 this water line

will give us securities for fire suppression and domestic use as well, since we are out of

the Hills community. We¢ understand the sensitive area we choose to live in for our selves
5.22 We now teach them as

well as ourselves to leave as small as a footprint as possible. Thanks for your time for
this letter touches on what we have being doing on our propetrties, marsh and surrounds
and the effects others have on ourselves.

Sincerely,

6.22 care fakers of our lands,
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 522 .
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 8:08 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX
Sublect: ILMB File Number4404926
5.22 -
February 21, 2010

Natural Resource Officer

FrontCounter BC

1902 Theatre road

Cranbrook, B.C. VIC 7G1
AuthorizingAgency.Cranbrook(@gov.be.ca

Dcar madam or sir;

Re: ILMB File Number 4404926

I 'applaud the RDCK for filing an application for a Nominal Rent Tenure for the purpose of a regional park
trail situated on Provincial Crown Land between Rosebery and Summit Lake.

.22 [ have regularly used this trail—walking, jogging, bicycling, and cross-country skiing,
It is an extremely beautiful and special place. Today as the sun shone on the lake, I once again thought,
“This must be one of the most beautiful trails on earth.” The trail is in good shape for most of its length. It
is well used now; preserved as a trail, many will be able enjoy this beautiful, quiet, and pristine environment

in perpetuity.

The RDCK is to be congratuiated for applying for this trail to be made a park. I appreciate the RDCK’s
action and support its application.

Thank you for requesting responscs to the application.
Sincercly,

.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 8:04 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: proposed park Rosebery-Summit Lake

| wish to register my support of the RDCK's application to make the trail from Rosebery to Summit Lake a regional
park frail. |feel strongly thaf this trail should be for non-motorized use only. There are very few level trails in our area
{hat suit people of nearly all levels of physical fitness to walk, cross-country ski, or ride bicycles. This is a beautiful
area and should be conserved as a park and conserved as a quiet, natural area.

Thank vou for your consideration of this request.

Sincerelv,

5.22

Page 193
FNR-2012-00108




Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: $.22
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 10:21 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Re; application 4404828

This letter is o register my opposition to the above application from the Hills Rec. Society and their idealogical belief
that this old rail trail that is adjacent to their back vard should be made into a park and become non motorized for the
biased reasons they have stated. 522 and consider that | have a
right to ride my ATV or snowmaobiie on this rail corridor as | wani, All their excuses why motorized traffic should be
excluded from this corridor are simply garbage from a special intergst group, Was not the raiiroad motorized?

Animals and plants surived quited nicely for years, Asitls the rail trail corridors in the whole slocan valley are at the
moment non motorized, enough is enough, Us other tax payers have rights too, especially us senfors that may not be
able to get out and enjoy what we own unless it is via a motorized vehicle of some sort. Thank you for your Attention -

- 8.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.0
Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 9:02 AM
To: : Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

Subject: RE: Summit Lake to Hills

Hello Jo-Ann,

There were a couple of other things I wanted to ask you about, but wanted to keep it separate from my
submission. Ibelieve the proposal being dealt with at the moment begins at the Bonanza Creek Bridge
across Highway 6 and runs down the creek to Hills, Which means that the section between the road and the
southeast end of Summit Lake is not included. Nor is anything along Summit Lake, or beyond the lake
toward Nakusp. Further to my previous comments about bird habitat, there is some excellent habitat in
these areas. | mentioned Magnolia Warblers in the area in my submission, their habitat includes the creek
but also the area at both ends of Summit Lake. That side of the lake, (the north side), is not included in the
current proposal nor is it included in the current boundaries of Summit Lake Provincial Park. I'm not sure
whether there is any possibility of expanding the park at some time in the future, but I would like it 'on

record’ that this is very valuable habitat and inclusion in the park would be most appropriate.

--- On Wed, 2/24/10, Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX <Joann.Donaldi@eov.be. ca> wrote:

Not Responsive

From: Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX <Joann.Donald@gov.bc.ca>

Subject: RE: Sumumit Lake to Hills
To: 5.22 :

Received: Wednesday, February 24, 2010, 7:16 AM

Thank You.

Jo-Ann Donald

Natural Resource Officer

Integrated Land Management Bureau
Front Counter BC

1802 Theatre Road

Cranbrook BC V1C 7G1

Email: jeann.donald@gov.bc.ca

Phone: 250-426-1775
Fax: 250-426-1767

From: s.22
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2010 6:15 PM

Tan Pinwnld T4 A T RARL. WY
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Subject: Summit Lake to Hills

I am very strongly in favour of the development of this linear park. 1believe that we need to do our best to
allow access to as many groups as possible. But there are some areas that must be recognized as offering
morc than merely an access point to our vast wilderness resources, And I think this is one of them. The
riparian habitat along Bonanza Creek and adjacent to the southeastern end of Summit Lake, is a very rare
habitat in this part of southern BC, Slocan Lake itself is very steep-sided and offers virtually no such
habitat, Arrow Lake was flooded in the last 1960's and virtually all the riparian habitat in that valley was
destroyed. Further south, the Slocan River, does offer some good riparian habitat. But the entire northern
section of the West Kootcnays has very little rich riparian habitat. The scction in question is very important
bird habitat, Several species are found almost nowhere else in the region: Alder Flycatcher, Bullock's
Oriole, Black-headed Grosbeak and Magnolia Warbler, for example. The flycatcher and the warbler are
quite rare anywhere in southern BC. I was able to confirm breeding of the warbler this past spring. This is
the most southerly breeding population of Magnolia Warbler in BC. The only other southern BC breeding
sites are near Golden and in the Wells Grey Park region, Alder Flycatcher is normally found east of the
Rockies and in the northern half of the province. Although I have not located a nest for this species, its
annual presence in the area suggests that breeding is probable. The grosbeak and the oriole can be found in
other parts of southern BC, but not in the immediate area.

For these reasons, [ have some concern about motorized use, particularly between mid-May and mid-July.
The area definitcly supports some birds uncommon to the region, and I think some consideration should be
given to ensuring that they are not in any way adversely affected by such development.

Sincerely,

5.22

Looking far the perfect gift? Give the giff of Filekr!

Looking for the perfect gift? Give the gift of Elickr|
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 522

Sent: Wednesday, February 24, 2010 8:10 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: proposed park--Roseberry {0 Summit Lake

| wish to register my support of the RDCK's application to make the trail from Rosebery to Summit Lake a regional
park trail. | feel strongly that this trail should be for non-motorized use only. There are very few leve! trails in our area
that suit paople of nearly all levels of physical fitness fo walk, cross-country ski, or ride bicycles. This is a beaufiful
area and should be conserved as a park and conserved as a qmet natural area.

Thank you for your consideration of this request..

Sincerelv,

5,22
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integratet Lana
. Management Bureau
Ministrv of Agriculture & Lands

FER 26 2610

Natural Resources Officer at Front Counter BC
RECEIVED
ORANBROCK, BG

Feb. 23,2010
The application from the RDCK to the ILMA for a linear Park from Summit Lake to
5.22

Rosebery enjoys my support. | have utilized these trails every winter
and | am concerned for my future enjoyment being denied by increased

5.22
motorized use. Now a commercial motorized recreational lobby would dominate

this riparian trail.

Jurisdiction after jurisdiction from coast to coast, and most non-motorized
recreationalists, find machines and pedestrians are NOT COMPATIBLE.
Liabilities, noise, speed, high trail maintenance costs, policing, disruption of
wildlife, alcohol misuse, pollution, and now carbon footprint concerns are some

of the reasons for the incompatibility.

Machines are not community, and their use should not rule the use of community

property. Walkers, those wheel chair bound, runners, bicyclists, naturalists,

environmentalists, birders, cross country skiers, snowshoers, those seeking
solitude are all part of the community who are denied their lifestyle by machine

use in this area. No person is denied use of a park.

5.22

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2010 2:34 PM

To: BPonald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

Subject: Re: application #4404926 of the Hill Recreation Socisty

5.22

February 23, 2010

To: Jo-Ann Donald

Matural Resource Officer i
Integrated Land Management Bureau E
Front Counter BC
19062 Theatre Road
Cranbrook BC VIC 7G1

Dear Jo-Ann Donald,

I am writing to you about the application -- #4484926 -- of the Hill Recreation Society,
and its desire to close the old CPR rail bed from Rosebery to Nakusp to multi-use. I want
to add my voice to the majority of people that want to continue all-access to this trail.

Residents of Slocan Valley North have been clear on this: we want multi-use access to this
rail-bed - no one should be excluded, and no small (all of 2@ members!) special-interest
group should be allowed to dictate to the majority what it is allowed to do on a trail
that has traditionally been open to all. Indeed, it is motorized use that has kept it

clear and available this past decade.

A majority of Hills residents support multi-use, as shown in a recent survey by the Hills
Recreation Society itself: “The majority supports the continuation of a many-use/multi-use
rail trail on the old CPR pright of way in Hills.” Nakusp held its cwn public meetings
about the development of the rail grade, and over 90% were to opposed to closing it to
motorized use. 188% of Summit Lake residents want multi-use, and stated so in a survey of
October 2807. Even the Official Community Plan of Area H North clearly states that rail

development must include motorized use. |

Obviously, it is a tiny minority that wants to shut down this public resource - a resource |
that could be shared by all. Proper protocols could be developed, and fair usage can be i
had; I believe there exists the will to do s¢. Please do not grant this application to
close this portion of the CPR rail bed to multi-use - it would truly be against the
majority’s wishes, and against the better judgement of what our area needs., We need an

all-access trail up the valley, open to all.

Sincerely,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2010 2:58 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: RE ILMB File #4404926 proposal

To whom it may concern,

I wouid like to address issues surrounding the recent application ILMB file # 4404926 from RDCK to
have the crown land rail trail corridor from Rosebery to Summit Lake turned into a park in conjunction
with Hills Recreation Society recommendation and supporting documents sent to RDCK.

. It would appear from references by Richard Allin and Gary Wright that after two rounds of lengthy
public process dating from 2000 to present, RDCK has taken the responses and concerns of multiple
interest groups into consideration . In fact the public meetings resuited in an inability to move forward
due to oppasition within the community.

In response to the letter written by Richard Allin in the Jan 27 2010 issue of Valley Voice, I would
like to clarify some of the facts pertaining to the recent Hills Rec Community Survey. It would appear
that the majority of residents are opposed to a matorized / multi-use trail when in fact, of the 78
respending households (82% response to questionnaire} 45 are in favor of multi-use (58%), 32 are
opposed (41%). In the survey the activities listed to choose from, 10 are non-motorized while there
were 4 motorized activitles, therefore the fact that residents partake in several activities listed in the
survey, manipulates the perception of usage vs, users. Furthermore he indicates that there is only
23% supporting motorized use, and 35 % that support motorized use with conditions which adds up
to 58% majority in favor of motorized access.

In regards to developing the trall corrider inte a Reglonal Park that offers peace and seclusion, most
of us have achieved that by residing in rural environments such as Hills, Summit Lake and Rosebery.
There has already been an increase by non-resident users in the last few years, the idea that further
development will help protect the wild life corridar , solitude and privacy of residents is rather

ridiculous. 8.22
$.22 A reference was made to the current

usage figures from the recently completed survey, alse concluded in the survey is the information that
96% favors no develepment to moderate development of the trail ie. trail surface maintenance/creek
cressing and little signage. Only 4% of respondents favor the high level of development a park status
would entail ie picnic, rest areas interpretive sites, garbage cans and access gate, and a severe
increase in traffic. Being as that the rall grade passes through agricultural land reserve and that many
of the original homesteads exist and still have farms, livestock and gardens. Historically and presently
we use sections of the rail grade to transfer livestock , move farm equipment and gather firewood.
This does not fall into park usage. I am sure that many residents who completed a community survey
issued by a recreation society weouid not have imagined their responses would have been used to
favor park status of our corridor,

Richard appeals to emotional sentiment around environmental values and protection of privacy and
solitude while seemingly promoting development and publicization of cur rural corridor, In his letter he
indicates that RDCK has the support of the community while in actuality there is little support for this
type of development, how ever with out public input at this crucial time this park proposal will move
forward.

We do not support this application of tenure for park status as there has clearly not been a pubtlic
pian or proper input established by RDCK and we are not interasted in a park and the jssues it will

bring §.22
5,22
We feal more comfortable with a community trail and support all recreational avenues as long as it
does not 8.22 which certainly includes motorized applications. 5.22
522 o, 2000
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5.22

Regards.
5.22

Live connected with Hotmail on your phone. Learn more.
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2010 2:52 PM
To: iLMB, Cranbrook [LMB:EX

Subject: Summit Lake te Hills proposal

To Whom it may Concern,
I am very strongly in favour of the development of this linear park. Ibelieve that we need to do our best to

allow access to as many groups as possible. But there are some areas that must be recognized as offering
more than merely an access point to our vast wilderness resources. And I think this is one of them, The
riparian habitat along Bonanza Creek and adjacent to the southeastern end of Summit Lake, is a very rare
habitat in this part of southern BC. Slocan Lake itsclf'is very steep-sided and offers virtually no such
habitat, Arrow Lake was flooded in the last 1960's and virtually all the riparian habitat in that valley was
destroyed. Further south, the Slocan River, docs offer some good riparian habitat, But the entire northern
section of the West Kootenays has very little rich riparian habitat. The section in question is very important
bird habitat. Scveral species are found almost nowhere else in the region: Alder Flycatcher, Bullock's
Oriole, Black-headed Grosbeak and Magnolia Warbler, for example. The flycatcher and the warbler are
quite rare anywhere in southern BC. 1was able to confirm breeding of the warbler this past spring., This is
the most southerly breeding population of Magnolia Warbler in BC. The only other southern BC breeding
sites are near Golden and in the Wells Grey Park region. Alder Flycatcher is normally found east of the
Rockies and in the northern half of the province. Although I have not located a nest for this species, its
annual presence in the area suggests that breeding is probable. The grosbeak and the oriole can be found in
other parts of southern BC, but not in the immediate area.

For these reasons, I have some concern about motorized use, particularly between mid-May and mid-July.
The area definitely supports some birds uncommon to the region, and I think some consideration should be
given to ensuring that they are not in any way adversely affected by such development.

Sincerely,
5.22

Looking for the perfect gift? Give the gift of Flickr!
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: . 522 _ .
Sent; Tuesday, February 23, 2010 4:09 PM

To: Donald, Jo-Ann [LMB:EX

Subject: Suppert for Linear Park, Summit Lake to Rosebery

NOTE: please do not distribute my e-mail address

To: Integrated Land Management, Natural Resource Officers

From: 5.22

RE: Linear Park from Swmmit Lake to Rosebery

This e-mail is to suppott the establishment of a Linear Park from Summit Lake to Rosebery, along the old CTR raifway bed area.
This is a fantastic riparian area, providing excellent habitat for animals, birds, waterfowl, insects, butterflies and aquatic life. The

many comnion and unusual types of vegetation arc lush and rich thronghout this area,

I'm not sure if this application is limited te the area specifically from Highway 6 at Bonanza Creek, to Rosebery. If so, T think it
would be great if the section from Highway 6 behind Summit Lake to Bonanza Creek could also bg included, This is a
continuation of the richly diverse habitat, along the once CPR railway bed,

People bike, hike, snow-shoe and cross-country ski through this area year round, all along Summit Lake, through to Hills, and on
to Rosebery. Bird-watchers, photographers, wildlife lovers, and other naturalists have walked the trail along Bonanza Creek for
many years. The peacefulness and quict sanctity, enlivened by the sounds of nature, make this an exhilarating cxperlence There

has been slight disruption to the flora and fauna of the area.

Thets has been limited motorized traffic, in terms of ATV's, snowmobiles and motorcycles, The current brush overgrowth along
the trajl may have served to limit accessibility, and kegp motorized traffic to an infrequent and low level,

When this trail becomes maintained for vse under park status, it will be difficult, if not impossible, to resirict motorized use to
this level only. T expect that motorized use will grow to the extent serious harm will be done to this area, and to the trail.

1 support the creation of a Park to protect this very important ecological area, from an environmental and recreational point of
view. ' :
If it were possible to ensure motorized use would be low, at slow speeds, sensitive to maintaining trail-bed quality, and low-noise
to lessen impact on wildlife and non-motoerized recreationists, I could support some motorized use. However, I can't see how this

could be ensured unless singlc use, park irail motorized permits are issued. And if they were, permit issuing would be
cumbersome, and enfercement would be very difficult. Withont a system limiting number of motorized permits, with restrictions,

I support non-motorized use only of this trail.

Sincerely,

8,22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: _822

Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2010 8:00 PM
To: " ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: ILMB File Number 4404926

522

Feb. 22, 20810
Re: ILMB File Number 4404926

Dear Sir/Madam,

I would like my name to be registered as being in support of RDCK's application for a
Nominal Rent Tenure for a regional park trail on Provincial Crown Land between Rosebery

and Summit Lake.

There are numerous reasons for securing this CPR corridor as a public asset, It not only
has historic significance but it is also an important wildlife corridor providing habitat
for both mammals and birds. It passes above Bonanza Marsh and wetlands which encompass an
ecological treasure of plant and animal species. This is a marvelous, gently graded, very
scenic trail which has been enjoyed for years by locals, mostly non-motorized.

Without regional park trail status, the area will be open to unwanted, uncontrelled
develeopment which will destroy the ecologically sensitive areas, displace wildlife and
ruin the recreaticnal opportunities which the public currently enjoys.

I am also strongly opposed to motorized use. Having been nearly run over on two occasions
while walking on the trail, I have serious concerns about safety. I have seen young
children, unsupervised, driving ATVs, often without helmets. The environmental impacts
alcne are reason enough to ban motorized use. The stench and noise from these machines
(snowmcbiles, motorbikes, and ATvVs) totally destroy it for those wishing to have a

healthy, outdcor experience.

Obviously there will need to be further discussion and decisions made on future management
due to the present controversy of non-motorized versus motorized use.

Therefore, I urge you fto approve of RDCK's application. This is a special area that
warrants protection,

Yours sincerely,

5.22
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5.22

522
February 23, 2010
To: Front Coanter BC
Integrated Land Management Burcau
1902 Thealre Road
Cranbrook, B.C.
V1C7G1

Front Counter BC regarding ILMB file number: 4404926
(Regional Park Trail between Rosebery and Summit Lake)

Hello,

5.22
.52 I fully endorse this property be transferred to the Regional District of
Central Kootenay (RDCK). §.22 when they operated in the valley and since
the abandonment of the rail line by the CPR it has fallen into disuse. 5.22
5.22
.22 this old rail grade has world-class attributes that would be worthy of being
carefully managed by the RDCK. A careftl management plan is needed by RDCK to minimize
impacts of recreational use on wildlife and address the conflicts between motorized and non-

motorized users,

To be honest, motorized interests have become somewhat politically over-blown in the media,
with the motorized lobby greatly exaggerating their snowmobile and ATV use. Most of this group
uses more of the local backcountry and my obscrvations of a frequent non-motorized user is that
very little snowmobile and ATV use oceurs of the rail-to-trail corridor. However, it would be a
shame if this vocal minority was allowed to over-ride the dire need for crown lands to pass this
wonderful corridor into the hands of the RDCK and instead have it continue to disintegrate into
no-man’s land for the sake of a few motorized rights activists.

522

§.22
s.22  This is just onc example where if RDCK was the owner, we would be able to have more
intensive and careful management to balance recreational needs and wildlife needs.

The (Galena Trail and Slocan Valtey Rails-to-Trails are prime examples of RDCK management
and are prime recreational and fourism assets in the community. I look forward to seeing the
Rosebery — Summit Lake rail corridor be passed along to the same responsible management

agency.
Sincerely,

5.22

Page 205
FNR-2012-00108




Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2010 12:24 PM
To: iLMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Rosebery to Summit Lake Trall

To whom it may concern,

s.22 » I support turning the Rosebery to Summit Lake CPR

right of way into a corridor park, but only if it includes motorized use.

A recent 2009 Hill Recreation Society Survey indicates a total of 46% of Hills residents
are in favour of motorized use, with 32% opposed to motorized use.

With

specific regard to Hills Recreaticn Soclety/Hills Nordic Ski Club submission December

01, 2@ee8, this report has only now become public and 5.22
s22. The faormer CPR right of way in question has always been used for motorized recreation

contrary to the claims it has not.

If any taxpayer money is to be used to maintain this proposed park, then as a taxpayer I
demand motorized use be allowed.

Sincerely yours,

8.22
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Donaid, Jo-Ann ILMBEX

From: i 822 )
Sent: Tuesday, February 23, 2010 9:05 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Re: ILMB File Number 4404926

8.22

February 23, 2010
National Resource Officer
Front Counter B.C

1982 Theater Road
Cranbreok, B.C V1C 7Gi

Re: RCDK Application 4404926 ILMB

Cear Sir or Madame,

I am writing to give my full support for the RDCK’s application for the historic old

Rosebery to Nakusp railway bed to be used as a trail.
Furthermore I urge that this trail be preserved for Non- Motorized use only. Motorized use

is NOT compatible with hiking, cross-country skiing or herseback riding.

§.22
5.22 we have experienced the proliferation of motorized

recreational use and the impact it has had on the lives of residents, wildlife, spawning
streams and the landscape.

Logging, mining roads, or any other pubic access off of Highway 6, are highly used by
groups with ATVs, and motorbikes. This use includes valley bottom hiking trails and beach
areas that were once quiet walking and fishing areas for residents and tourists. An
example is the beach area around the mouth of Bonanza Creek at the North end of Slocan
Lake. As you may know, Bonanza Creek.is.a very important spawning creek for Kokanee
Salmon, Rainbow Trout, Dolly Varden, White fish, and the endangered Bull Trout. It is very
common noWw to witness ATVs or find their tracks crisscrossing repeatedly through the
creek, across the beach and as far up into the marsh-wetlands as they can go.

The railway bed which runs just above this area and all along the East side of Slocan Lake
starting in Rosebery, would greatly increase the access and use of ATVs if this corridor
was opened te motorized use,

Wildlife including elk, moose, deer, and both black and grizzly bear use this old railway
bed as a travel corridor which people who walk and ski along enjoy sighting.

Motorized recreation has already become a serious problem in the noise created by these
machines, as well as the damage to the fragile landscape from the valley bottom to the
Alpine meadows in the high country. ATVs, are rarely used as a form of transportation, but
rather as powerful machines with which to speed up and down the steepest ridges or to
cross the most challengingly difficult terrain for the thrill of the adrenalin hit. When
winter snows come, the same becomes true with the snowmobiles.

The Slocan Lake, which once provided quiet beaches, with relatively few speedboats, is now
being invaded with jet skis whose operators typically swarm the beaches where they have a
captured audience for their show-off antics.

. . , Page 207
The result, is that we have very few places where residents can walk, hike or cﬁai%mzﬂo108

countrv ski in peace and cuiet in the vallev hattom close to our hames. nr far the




t {
populated areas. Those persons who want motorized access have many kilometers of

backcountry rcoads they can and do use. People who want to walk, or cross-country ski in
peace, quiet and safety from the invasion and noise of ATVs, snowmobiles and the like, do

not.

Thank you for your attention te this very important matter.

Sincerely,
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Natural Resource Officer
Front Counter, B.C.

Dear Sir

5.22
Maenday, February 22, 2010 6:31 PM
ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX
Walter Popoff
Rail Trail Rosebery to Summit Lake

| am writing this E-Mail in objection to turning the old rail bed corridor between Rosebery and Summit lake into a linear
park. My family and | have used this trail since it was decommissioned for both motorized and non-moterized
recreation and we have never had a problem with other users that we have encountered, whether they were on foot
or using & motorized form of recreation. The lobbyisis for non-motorized use are exaggerating the encounters
between motorized and non-motorized users to the paint where they are becoming unbelieveable, Surely we can
accommeodate both forms of use. if it becomes a linear park | can see where it will become a non-motorized corridor.
This is totally unacceptable fo me and my family. At this point in time there are few problems with multi-use of this

trail.....
problems.

Respectively submitted

5.22

making it a linear park will raise it's profile and make it more well known and used. This is what will create the
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s.22

To Joanne Donald
Re: Tenure Application 4404926, Hills Rec. Society
Dcar Joanne,

L am sending you this fex containing 19 pages of signatures against this application. 1
celled your office earlier and was asked to send this information by fax, not email as
requested in your notices in the local paper.

Thanking you in advance for making sure this gets put with any other lotters that have
come in regarding this. As well, I am glving a copy to the RDCK her¢ In Nelson, and will
by trying to get a copy to Walter PopofT, regional ditector.

Sincerely,

integrated Land
<* Management Bureau .
Ministry of Agrleulture & Lands

FER 22 2010

RECEIVED
CRANBROOK, BC

5.22
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5.22

WG\
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROS

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE Al

.22

The Hills Rec. Soclety recently applied for a tenure of the
vislon In the past has been a n1on motorized trall, The tra,
users included. If you are against this tenure application,
thizs wilt be sent to the correct people before the deadling

NAME TRINT

5.22
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5.22

NSRS
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Soclaty recently applied for a tenure of the old rall bed In order to turn It Into a park. Theiy
vision in the past has been e non motorlzed trail, The trall is currently used by everyona, motorized
users included, If you are against this tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and
this will be sent to the correct people before the deadline.

NAMF PHANF NIIMAFR

8.22
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8.22

by
OLD CPR RAIL BED FRON ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF
SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Soclety recently appliad for a tenure of the old rall bed in order to tura it Into a park. Their
vislon in the past has been a non motorized trall. The trall Is currently used by everyone, motorlzed
users included. If you sre against this tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and

this will be sent to the correct people before the deadline.

NAME PHONE NUMBER

8.22

ey 273
FNR-2012-00108




5.22

TR
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF
SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Soclety recently appiled for a tenure of the old rail bed in order to turn it into a park. Their
vision In the past has been a non motorized trall. The trail Is currently used by everyone, motorhzed

users included. f you are agalnst this tenure application, plesse sign below with your phone number and
this will be sent to the correct ;7;:!& before the deadline.

RUMARIET ATHIRABEDR

NAMF TN

5.22

. Fage 214
/ FNR-2012-00108




8,22

VKN
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

Thae Hills Rec. Soclety recently applied for 2 tenure of the old rail bed In order to turn it into a park. Their
vision in the past has been a non motorized trall. The trail Is currently used by everyone, motarized
users Included. If you are agalnst this tanure application, please sign below with your phone number and
this will ba sent to the corract people before the deadline,

NAME PHONE NUMBER

5.22
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5.22

| INEAW

OLD CPR RAI|L BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF
SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hilis Rec. Society racently applied for a tenure of the old rall bed in order to turn It Into a park. Their
vision in the past has been a non motorized trall. The trall Is currently used by everyone, motorized
users included. If you are agatnst this tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and

this wlil be sent to the correct people before the deadline.

NAME

5.22

PHONE NUMBER
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5.22

AN
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Society recently applied for a tenure of the old rail bed In order to turn it Into a park. Thelr
vision In the past has baen a non motorized trail. The trail is curtently used by averyone, motorized
users included. If you are agalnst this tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and
this will be sent to the correct people before the deadline.

NAME PHONE NUMBER

5.22
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5.22

PR
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Society recently applled for a tenure of the old rall bed in order to turn it into a park. Their
vision in the past has been a non motorlzed trall, The trall fs currently used by everyone, motorized
users Included. )f you are 2galnst this tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and
this will be sent to tha correct people before the deadline.

NARAR PHOANF NUMRFER |

5.22
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8.22

Wi |
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Saclety recentiy applied for a tenure of the old rall bed in order to turn it into a park, Their
vision In the past has been a non motorized trall. The traif Is currently used by averyone, motorized
users included. If you are against this tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and

this wiil be sent to the correct people before the daadline,
NAME PHONE NUMBER

8,22
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The Hills Ree, Soclety recently applied f

vislon in the past has been a hon motorized trall. The trai!
users included. 1f you are against this tenure spplication, p

5.22

Wk W
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

or » tenure of the old rall bed in order to turn it Into & park. Their

is currently used by everyons, motorized
Inase sign below with your phone number and

this wlll be sent to the carrect people hefore the deadiine,

Lar

- —

PHONE NUMBER

5.22
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8,22

B YU XY
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Soclety recently applied far a tenure of the old rail bed In erder to turn It into a park. Thelr
vision in the past has baen a non motorized trail. The trall Is currently used by everyone, motorized
users included. If you are agalnst this tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and

this will be sent to the correct people before the deadline.

NAMEF PHONE NUMBER

5.22
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WOk AR
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Soclety recently applied for a tenure of the old rall bed in order ta turn it into-a park, Thelr
vislon In the past has been a non motorized trail, The trail s currently used by everyone, motorlzed
users Included. if you are against thls tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and
this wlli ba sant to the correct people before the deadiine.

NAME PHONE NUMBER

5.22
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8,22

Wk W,
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

5.22 . 5.22

The Hills Rec. Society recently applied for a tenure of the old rat bed in order to turn it into a park. Thelr -
vision In the past has been a non motorized trall. The trail is currently used by everyone, motorized '
users Included. If you are agalnst this tenure application, please sign below wlith your phone number and

this wili be sant to the correct people before the deadline.

NAME PHONE NUMBER

5.22
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ek
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rac. Society recently applied for a tenure of the old ralt bed In order to turn it into 3 park. Their
vislgn in the past has been a nen motorized trall. The trailis currently used by everyone, motorized .
users Included. If you are against this tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and

this will be sent to the correct people before the deadiine.

NAME PHONE NUMBER

5.22
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ANC R 'Y
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Soclaty recently applled for a tenure of the old rail bed In order to turn It Into a park. Their
vision In the past has been a non motorlzed trall. The trail Is currently used by everyone, motorized
users Includod. If you are agalnst this tonure application, please sign below with your phone number and
this wilt be sent ta the correct people before the deadline.

NAME . PHONE NUMBER

8.22
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8,22

LCTRWEE
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Society recently applled for a tenure of the old rall bed in order to turn it into a park. Their
vislop In the past has been a non motorized trall, The trall is curréntly used by everyone, motorized
users included, If you are against this tenure application, please slgn below with your phone number and
this will be sent to the correct people hefore the deadline,

NAME PHONE NUMBER

5.22




522

W A& |
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH ENDO

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The HIlls Rec. Society recently applied for a tenure of the old rall bed in order to turn it into & park. Their

vislon in the past has been a non motorized trall, The trall is currently used by everyone, motorlzad
users included. If you are agalnst this tenure application, please sign helow with your phone number and
this will ba sent to tha correct peopie before the deadiine.

nuAME MITRARFR /
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5.22

Wk N
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec. Soclety recantly applied for a tenure of the old rail bed in order to turn it into a park. Their
vislon in the past has been a non motorized trail. The trail Is currently used by everyone, motorized
users Included. if you are against this tenure application, please sign below with your phene nuniber end

this will be sent 1o the correct people before the deadline,

NAME PHONE NUMBER

522

8.22
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8,22

Wk Wy
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rac. Society recently applied for s tenure of the old rail bed in erder to turn it into a park. Thelr
vision in the past has been a non motorized trall. The trall Is currently used by averyone, motorized
users Included, if yau are agalnst this tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and
thiz will be sent to the correct people before the deadline,

NAME PHONE NUMBER

522 5.22
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5.22

| XU Y
OLD CPR RAIL BED FROM ROSEBERRY TO NORTH END OF

SUMMIT LAKE (TENURE APPLICATION #4404926)

The Hills Rec, Society racently spplled for a tenure of the old rail bed in order to turn it into & park Thelr
vision in the past has been a non motorlzed trail. The trall Is currently used by everyone, motorized
users included. IFyou are agalnst this tenure application, please sign below with your phone number and
this will be sent to the corract people before the deadline,

NAME PHONE NUMBER

5.22 5.22
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5.22

Natural Resource Officer
Front Counter BC

1902 Theatre Rd.
Cranbrook, BC
V1C-7G1

Subjcct: TLMB file # 4434926

I am writing this letter to ghiect to the recent application from the Regional District of
Central Kootenay for the Crown Land (old railway line} from Rosebery to Summit Lake

to develop this corridor into a regional park.

A survey has alrcady been conducted which has shown that the corridor should be left the
way 1t is, for all people to use in whatever fashion they wish ie: walking, biking, horse or
motorized. By granting this application you arc plcasing only pleasing onc sector. The
Authorizing Agency needs to look back at the findings that came out of all the past
planning meetings that were held in the arca where the majority stressed no portion of the
old CPR Rail Bed from Rosebery to Nakusp be closed to motorized use. Every uscr of
the corridor, motorized or not have been getting along the way is right now.

In closing my other reason for not granting this application is that well into the future
who is to say that a railroad will not be needed in the area again.,

Regards,

5.22

Email.
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: . ser
Sent: Sunday, February 21, 2010 10:00 PM

To: ILMB. Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Cc: 8.22

Subject: Rosebery to Summit Lake Railroad Right of Way

Attention: Natural Resource Officer, Front Counter, BC, Cranbrook, BC

I am writing this letter to express ny opposition to the tenure of the abandoned railway
bed between Rosebery and Summit Lake north being turned cover to the Regional District of
Central Kootenay to establish a Regional Park for a select few. The reasons for my

opposition are:

§.22 that have used this railway bed for recreational
purposes both motorized and on horseback. 8.22 this railbed in the past
with an ATV 5.22

§.22
5.2 and I would also like to he able to continue using the
railbed, 5.22 that will prevent me from being

more active doing things such as walking, cross country skiing, etc.

With the railbed use including motorized traffic, it would help in the event of wildfire
fighting response time for moving men and backpack Water Cans, etc. It would alsc also

for guick response time for medical emergencies on the trail with the use of ATV's, etc,
§.22 last

year a wildfire broke out §.02 and the New Denver Fire Department had to pack
water in on their backs to fTight the fire.

Repairs to the washouts and bridge on the Rosebery to Summit Lake section in the past have
mostly been done by the local motorbike club, now even though the club has folded, the
same group of people are still brushing, repairing bridges and washouts and maintaining

the trail.

I am very fearful of what will become of this. trail if its use is only desighated for the
select few because of what has happened in the past.

In the beginning stages of the Rosebery to Three Forks recreational trail it was deemed

non-motorized. Some elements didn’'t even want horses on it. I voiced my opposition and
5.22 . The last year I was

involved, the Commission received Forest Renewal money for upgrades and repairs, etc. s22

522 s

5.22
5.22 This 1s an issue which is still being disputed as to them
being on private property. I advised the Chairman that my understanding was LI¥ Eprest
Renewal money could not be spent on private property 5.22

-— I S




8,22

The current trail from Rosebery to Three Forks is non-motorized. Is it not enly fair that
a portion of the trail that runs frem Rosebery to Summit Lake be open for all of us,
including motorized. wWhy should it be only the select few who always benefit? As a horse
person that has used the trail before it ever became non-motorized, I would like to say
that I have not had any problems with motorized traffic when I have met them on horseback

and would have no opposition to them using the trail.

Please consider my request on behalf of myself and other people who use the trail,
including motorized as sometimes things are not as clear as you are led to believe. The
Rosebery to Three Forks trail is non-motorized and so is the Slocan to Playmor Junction
trail, The rail bed from Kaslc to Bear Lake is nulti-use and has had no problems. Why is
it that enly this valley has problems? Please leave the Rosebery to Summit Lake section

for multi-use.

Thank you.

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 8.22
Sent: Sunday, February 21, 2010 9:58 AM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Roseberry to Summit Lake Tenure Application 4404926

This old rail bed should remain a multi use area. We tax payers that are getting older
have difficulty hiking long distances now. This is why many of us purchased ATVs. By
converting these areas to parkland that prohibit motorized vehicle use this discriminates
against us senior citizens. Thank you for considering ocur point of view in reaching your

decision. 5.02
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Donaid, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: 5.22

Senf: Sunday, February 21, 2010 9:14 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbreook ILMB:EX
Subject: Re: ILMB File Number 4404926

5.22

February 21, 2010

Natural Resource Officer
FrontCounter BC

1902 Theatre road
Cranbrook, B.C. V1C 7G1

AuthorizingA gency.Cranbrook@gov.be.ca

Dear madam or sir;

Re; ILMB File Number 4404926

I applaud the RDCK for filing an application for a Nominal Rent Tenure for the purpose of a regional park
trail situated on Provincial Crown Land between Rosebery and Summit Lake,

$.22 I have regularly used this trail—walking, jogging, bicycling, and cross-country skiing,
It is an extremely beautiful and special place. Today as the sun shone on the lake, I once again thought,
“This must be one of the most beautiful trails on earth.” The frail is in good shape for most of its length. It
is well used now; preserved as a trail, many will be able enjoy this beautiful, quiet, and pristine environment

in perpetuity.

The RDCK is to be congratulated for applying for this trail to be made a park. 1 appreciate the RDCK’s
action and support its application.

Thank you for requesting responses to the application.
Sincerely,

5.22

Page 236
FNR-2012-00108




Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: .22
Sent: Sunday, February 21, 2010 10:19 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Cc: 5.22

Subject; Rasehery to Summit Lake Railroad Right of Way

Attention:  Natural Resource Officer, Cranbrook, BC

I forwarded an email to you regarding the Rosebery to Summit Lake Railroad Right of Way.
In the second last paragraph of my email I wrote, "Is it not only fair that a portion of
the trail that runs from Rosebery to Summit Lake be open for all of us, including

motorized. For clarification my meaning was that the entire portion of the trail between

Rosebery and Summit Lake be mult-use, including motorized.

Thank you

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From; 5.22 A

From: o 8.22

Sent: Saturday, February 20, 2010 11:15 AM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Fw: Tenure Application No. 4404926

----- Oricinal Message -

To: AuthorizingAgency.Cranbrook @g ovboea
Sent: Friday, February 19, 2010 4:59 PM
Suhject; Tenure Application No. 4404926 - . -

Natural Resources Officer

5.22
5,22

We object to the application by the RDCK on behalf of the Hills Rec Society to establish a Regional Trail on the
section of old railbed from: Rosebery o Summit Lake. The reason for our objection is because there is no
management plan attached to the application that indicates an intent to aflow muiti-use on the trail.

The Hills Rec Saciety has tried for years fo stop motorized traffic on this trail. There is a long history of attempts by
various committees to reach concession on multi-use for this trail. The Hills Rec Society and the Hills Nordic Ski
Society refuse to accept the concept of a mulii-use trail even though a study conducted by the Hills Rec Society in

2008 of residents of Hllls indicated majority acceptance of this concept.

The trail has been used by many different groups throughout the past decade. There has been minimal conflict.
There are many hectares of Class A non-motorized parks in the vicinity with trails which can only be accessed by the
non-motorized sector. There is no park or trail which is exclusively designated as motorized. Mot even highways are

exclusively designated for motorized traific only!!!

We feel the non-motorized recreationalist has heen sufficiently recognized by the province in the designation of land
use, certainly in the near vicinity to this frail.

Best regards,

5.22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From; 5.22
Sent: Friday, February 19, 2010 7:13 AM

To:; ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Roseberry o Summit Lake Tenure Application 4404926

I am writing to protest the conversion of this old railbed to a park. The only reasen for converting it to
a park is to outlaw all terrain vehicies (ATV's) and snowmobiles from travelling on the oid rail bed.
Without paying any money, the athletic telemark skiers from the area are then guaranteed another
playground for their own person use. At the same time they have excluded a large group of tax
paying locals from getting into the area, because a lot of people are not able to hike or ski the
distances involved. These people, many of whom are middle aged or elderly, [ove to take their
grandchildren into this area to introduce them to our beautiful province. Similarily, young working
families, take their children into the area via ATV's. The trail shouid not be converted to a park. It
should remain a multiuse corridor for all voters to use, including me.

Yaurs truly,

8.22

Windows® phone-~your Windows stuff, on the go. See more.

Not using Hotmail on your phone? Why not? Get it now.
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: Valhalla Inn [valhallainn@netidea.com]
Sent: Friday, February 19, 2010 6:27 PM
To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Tenure Application No. 4404926
Attachments: Rosebery-Summit 04 .pdf

Natural Resources Officer

We object to the application by the RDCK on hehalf of the Hijls Rec Society {o establish a Regional Trail on the old
railbed from Rosebery to Summit Lake.

In 2004 we applied for a commercial recreation tenure over this sams railbed to conduct ATV fours. We voluntarity
withdrew this section of trail from our application in order to allow public process (o take place once we became aware
from the RDCK that there were differing positions on use, We were asked {0 join a committes - The Nakusp {o Kaslo
Trail Committee (NKT) - to represent commercial inferests. This committee met from 2005 to 2007 and altempted to
reach consensus on frail usage. The committee had representation from various greups, including proponents of
multi-use trails and those who represented non-motorized interasts. The NKT eventually stalled because the non-

motorized interests would nof compromise on usage.

Our correspondence with the RDCK regarding our position and our interest in the trail is aftached. The then Regional
Director promised that our registered interest and commaercial interests in general would be considered in any
decision on future use on the trall from Rosebery to Nakusp. They have not lived up to their promises and are now

representing only one group's interests in this application.

Best regards,
Joan McKay and Albrecht Jost
The Valhalla Cabin Company Limited
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Valbhalla Yo

P.O. Box 157

New Denver, B.C. Canada V0G 180

Fh. {260) 358-2228 - Fax: (250) 358-7989
e-mall: valhallainn @netidea.com
www.valhallainn.biz

Agpril 11, 2005

Chair & Members of the Board'
Regional Districl of Central Kootenay

Fax No. 352-9300

We are writing to register our interest in the development of the Rosebery to Nakusp
railbed trail. We understand that the RDCK is considering input from a variety of
sources regarding recreational uses for this trail.

In March 2004, we submitted an application to Lands & Water BC for a Commercial
Recreation Tenure for ATV touring which included this trail. The RDCK was included
in the Referral Response stage and Don Munra submitted a comment regarding potential
future development of the trail (copy attached). In light of the RDCK’s comment and not
wishing to hold up our application, we withdrew this section of trail to atlow public
process to take place (see our attached letter to Don Munro). It is fully our intention to
re-apply to include this frail in our commercial recreation tenure once the public process

is concluded or if the process stalls.

One of the main reasons that public funding is invested by Tourism BC in {rail
development is to promote tourism in the areas affected. ATV tourists are a fast growing

- sector in the market today, partly due to an aging population which can no longer hike or
bike long distanccs into the backcountry but still wishes to recreate in the backcountry.
Utilizing ATVs as a mode of transportation is becoming very popular with this

demographic group,

We understand that commercial interests will be represented in any decision regarding
types of use on the old Rosebery to Nakusp railbed. As a stakeholder in the
development of the trail, we would recommend the complete trail be designated
multi-nse and that no portion thereof be designated non-motorized.

We thank you for taking our position inte consideration in any deliberations regarding
designated use in the development of the trail along the old railbed between Rosebery and

Nakusp,

Best regards, P
%00y Lo eoii) o/
oan McKay ‘ Albrecht Jost

cc: Sue Cairns, LWBC, Cranbrook
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Referral Response

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF CENTRAL KOOTENAY
Box 898, 202 Lekeside Drive, NELSON, B.C., V1L 5R4
Phong: 250-352-8088 Fax; 280-382-9300

LAND ANBINAABRRthin B.C.) 1-800.268-7325 (RDCK)

BRITISH COLUMBIA tNG.
Land and Wiler Brtish Golumbie | LWBC PloMo,  A4D4zd7
Roolensy Offica ° "> MAY 2 5 2004 #ep No. 82, Vartous
1902 Thesirs Road G _ ElectorsiArea D, HAK
Cranbrock, B.C. Deta May 4, 2004

. Atiention: Jo-.qmcmud csa CHANBROOK BC

Applicant: Tha Vaihel¥s Gehin Company Limied, dbs Vaihalia fnn
Locaton of Land; New Deaver ond SLTounding ama
Legal Daxcriphion: Unaumvaysd Crown dand bi he vickeldly of New Oonver, Kootenay District

Intanded Land Use: Commercial roresion Proposed Tenure Type: Licensa of Ocoupaiion
Praposed Tonn: 10 poars Purpose: Bnowimob(Eig £rid ATVIAY
RESPONSE COMMENTS:

1. DBoas fis application impact your agenty’s egislated rasponsiblitias? Yes/No. I yas, how il ha
poposal knpact your [egisiatad responaibifity and plessa k:lanﬂfy thes relevant legistatian {seciian),
Ko

2(a),  Itthe poposal Impacts yolr fesponslbllifas, what mlﬂgsﬂvo measures will be raguirsd ta address ifese
[mpack?
Ho

2y, Ithe proposel proceedy, will the proponent require apxovsl or i ponnit from your aqemy?
Na

3 Wl vgoing sompEence monltoring be required by your agency 83 a resul of yourtsgistated
usponmtios‘? YosMo. If yas, explain whil will be required.

4, Wi!lrls appiication affact publio uze of this ama? Expllh
Linkrirwyy

ZONING AND LAND USE ISSIIES:
. ROCK Pile Numbar: Fs.Crowm

i Zoring: Araa D & H: Nome Area K: OF Open Spatce Zone under RLUB 1248
Jib Permiitod fend wass: AressD & M Area K: Dutdoor Recrestional Acilvities

H. Within Agatculural Land Reserve? | No
W Wihin Forsst Fand Reservs? . Ko

V. By the applleation mest al bylaw requrements? AmesD & Hi n/a Area K: Yas

W What {3 the astimatad time required for a dacision On en applcatian 1 ra-zont the ansa shoud the
applicant wisk to pursue this opﬂnn? na

Comments: Tha Rafional District of Canlral Koolenay Ecloral Arsa H Divector Murwn has 8xorg oM Y

colicer abaut granting! & 10 voar Eoense of octupation for thaf portion of 1hs proposal fivolving ATV Tt :
atween Rosohery and Nakesp on e CPR Rellbedfral The conoans s that the potenfin] deveioprient of this
Postion 0f s GPR ae 4 trakl, porfions of which may or may nof bo inolarized, The moforlzed e non-matarzed
COMPOIANE rp Kicaly to rosull it sove ontral confilst. Atauming thasa [esuss are sdaquialily sddrassed, the
ROCK has no cbjection ta tha appiaation subject fa complance with Rursl Land Use Byalw 1248 whers

appiicelie. S o

© UBR T4 .
. - Corne #in, Plafiing Assistant « 250-5352-8162
2 e rtmandts LR Gl pd | Crowar\ e r | 4 247D

' * N ZHOEE X¥4 &¥:ZT QT4 ¥00Z/AT/H0
S¥Q/GTOR ' TG H .
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Vatbhalla Ynn

PO, Box 157

New Danver, B.C. Canada V0G 180

Ph. {250) 358-2228 - Fax: {250) 358-7989
a-mall: valhallainn @ natidea.com
www.valhallainn.blz

October 18, 2004

Don Munro .

Regional Director

Regional Districi of Central Kootenay
Electoral Area H

Fax No. 1-250-226-7076

Dear Don,

Last spring you were asked by LWBC to provide input regarding cur commercial
recreation tenure application. You called me to advise that there was some concern
regarding potential development of the old railway bed corridor from Rosebery fo
Nakusp as a public trail, with potentially parts of the trail being designated non-
motorized,

We have had meetings with various groups regarding this trail and have decided to
remove it from our current application in the interests of allowing time for public
development to proceed. Should there be no further activity from the public realm in the
next few years or should the process proceed and motorized recreation is welcomed, we
will revert to LWBC to include the railbed as a tenured trail for our ATV tours.

As we have a vested interest in this trail and as we understand that commercial interests
" will be represented in the trail development, we would like to be included on any
committee established to oversee such development,

Best regards,

%%cfﬂé/ (Z /
Joan McKay Albrecht Jost
Director Director

c¢: Sue Cairns, LWBC, Cranbrook
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Integraten Lana

Managsment Bureaul
Ministry of Agricuiture & Lands
FER 18 2010
Natural Resource Office ORANBROOK, BO
Front Counter BC
1920 Theatre Road

Cranbrook BC VIC 7G1

To Whom It May Concern:
Re: ILBM File Number 4404926

I would like to see the proposed Regional Park Trail from Rosebery BC to Summit Lake
BC be kept the way it is now (I do not approve of a Regional Park Trail), The old CPR
rail bed should be kept for all public multi use groups.

I am also shocked by the way the Regional trail proposal was presented to the public.

The RDCK should have considered hosting a public meeting regarding their plans for this
property. Iunderstand that there was a public meeting process some years ago, but we all
must realize that there is a new generation raising families and enjoying the resources and
beauty of this area. We should all be treated fairly and given a chance to ask questions
and voice our opinions regarding public issues that will impact our lives in the area.

Again T would like to see the old CPR Rail bed from Rosebery BC to Summit Lake BC
left as is.

5.22
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. amtegratea Lang
o Wafiagenient Bursay
Ministry of Aghicutture & Lands

February 18, 2010 FEB 19 2010

RECEIVED
Natural Resource Office CRANBR
Front Counter BC 00K, BC
1920 Theatre Road

Cranbrook BC ViC 7GI

To Whom It May Concern:
Re: ILBM File Number 4404926

I would like to see the proposed Regional Park Trail from Rosebery BC to Summit Lake
BC be kept the way it is now (I do not approve of a Regional Park Trail). The old CPR
rail bed should be kept for all public mutti use groups.

I am also shocked by the way the Regional trail proposal was presented to the public,

The RDCK should have considered hosting a public meeting regarding their plans for this
property. Iunderstand that there was a public meeting process some years ago, but we all
must realize that there is a new generation raising families and enjoying the resources and
beauty of this area. We should all be treated fairly and given a chance to ask guestions
and voice our opinions regarding public issues that will impact our lives in the area.

Again I would like to see the old CPR Rail bed from Roscbery BC to Summit Lake BC
left as is.

5,22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: . 822 .

Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2010 2:33 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: Roseberry to Summit Lake Tenure Application 4404928

I am writing to protest the conversion of this old railbed to a park. The only reason for converting it to
a park is to outlaw all terrain vehicles (ATV's) and snowmobiles from travelling on the oid rail bed.
Without paying any money, the athietic telemark skiers from the area are then guaranteed ancther
playground for their own person use. At the same time they have excluded a large group of tax
paying locals from getting Into the area, because a lot of people are not able to hike or ski the
distances involved. These people, many of whom are middle aged or eiderly, love to take their
grandchildren into this area to introduce them to our beautiful province. Similarily, young working
families, take their children into the area via ATV's. The trail should not be converted to a park It
should remain a multiuse corridor for all voters to use, including me. .

Yours truly,

5.22

Windows® phone-your Windows stuff, on the go. See more.

Page 247
FNR-2012-00108




February 18, 2010

5.22

Natural Resource Officer at
FrontCounter BC

1902 Theatre Road
Cranbrook, BC

V1C7G1

To Whom this Belongs:

I am in favor of the application from the RDCK to the ILMA to have a linear Park from
Summit Lake to Rosebery (to have it non-motorized).

I am totally against any sort of mechanized / motorized machines on this siretch. The
protection of our natural resources is of the utmost importance. Bonanza Creek (and the
marsh area) $.22 We have seen an abundance of wildlife (deer,
elk, moosc, both black and grizzly bear, coyotcs, otters and beavers). We regularly see
eagles, blue heroin, ducks, geese as well as many varieties birds. In and around the logs
and reeds are homes to spawning rainbow trout. As well as the fauna population the
creek has an abundance of flora which includes yellow and pink lily pads, bull-rushes,
reeds and grasses —necessary to a healthy marshland,

Over the years we have seen vehicles (ATV’s, snowmobiles, motorbikes and even trucks
with campers) driving the ‘rails’. We have seen tents pitched on the old rail bed
complete with campfires — even when the two local campsites have vacancies. About
twelve years ago we witnessed a fire at the East end of Summit Lake which was caused
by a young motorbikc rider — the Forcst Fire Hazard was Extreme. We called in the fire
and the crew came and quickly put it out (had they not come when they did the
consequences could have been disastrous).

I cross country ski on the ‘rails’ and the peace and tranquility skiing along side Bonanza
Creek is one of the highlights of living at Summit Lake.

Please accept this letter as a vote to support the trail as Non-Motorized.

Sincerely;

5,22
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Donald, Jo-Ann ILMB:EX

From: s.22

Sent: Thursday, February 18, 2010 7:33 PM

To: ILMB, Cranbrook ILMB:EX

Subject: File #4404926 - Regional Trail between Rosebery & Summit Lake

I would like to add my voice in support. of the application to turn the Crown Land between Rosebery
and Summit Lake into a regional park trail. This will be a valuable addition to the communities in the
area and the land will enhance the excellent trail system that currently runs from Rosebery to Three

Forks.

Sincerely,

5.22

Not using Hotmail on your phone? Why not? Get it now.
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