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TSMV Area Structure Plans for the Resort Village Area, Bylaw 2021-05 and Smith Creek,
Bylaw 2021-06

dave dalman
Sun 2021-03-07 7:58 PM
To: Shared.MunicipalClerk <shared.MunicipalClerk@canmore.ca>

Dear Mayor and Council,

I am writing to request that Town of Canmore Council reject the two above noted Area Structure Plans
as proposed. The current proposals can not achieve functional wildlife corridors. The corridors are
inadequate in width and do not meet the current scientific recommendations. Council must extend the
corridor width through zoning and not approve fencing. 

Adaptive management cannot start with a fence. Fencing the corridors first, then monitoring whether
wildlife will still move through the corridors does not allow for adaptive management or the application of the
precautionary principle. It is appropriate for managing human use. 

Statements by the proponent during first reading indicate that there is space between the development and the
proposed fence line. This space and any additional space required to meet the scientifically determined corridor
width must be zoned for use by wildlife. Similarly, the area identified for Hotel and Spa and the residential stage
at the opposite end of the Smith Creek ASP must be set back to allow for functional corridor widths. If Smith
Creek is financially negative, perhaps other opportunities should be considered in this location that would enable
wildlife movement.

We are a community that believes Living With Wildlife is critical to our sense of place and contributes to a
better Alberta. This is defeated by the proposed plans.

Land use decisions must be based on more than simply dividing the pie among competing land uses. Decisions
must be informed by and based on an ecological foundation. In the case of TSMV proposals the very minimum
ecological foundation is a functional wildlife corridor along the Bow Valley with functional wildlife corridors
across the valley enabling wildlife to at least hop scotch between habitat patches. Wildlife has already made
huge concessions in the Bow Valley. Council must get this last opportunity right to ensure there is functional
connectivity in this ecologically and internationally significant linkage to world heritage sites.

Similarly, there should be no expansion of Growth Area boundaries, should this proposal be forthcoming. If
anything, these boundaries should reduce the area for development to enable functional wildlife corridors and
separate areas for recreation.

In addition, TSMV proposals may be consistent with Alberta Regulation 34/2020, however, I am also very
concerned that the undermining guarantees are wholly inadequate to protect the citizens of Canmore
and/or Alberta from potentially significant future costs due to land subsidence and related
geotechnical and hydrogeological issues. I recommend that further caveats similar to a waiver of
liability be registered on the titles of all properties with undermining that indemnifies or saves
harmless the Town, and Canmore and Alberta taxpayers.

It is apparent as well, from the discussions during First Reading, that there are many gaps that remain
for discussion. I believe the Town needs to be clear about its expectations. For example, when it comes
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to whether development is residential or commercial, the town must be clear that we are looking to
approve commercial tax base, and not tourist home accommodation that could be converted to
reduce our tax base later.

Thank you for this opportunity to provide input to your decision-making process.

Dave Dalman,
Canmore, Alberta


