
Dear Mayor and Councilors, 
 
I am writing to you to let you know my concerns about the proposed ASP’s that you will be 
considering on February 9th.   
 
For me there are six “lines in the sand” why you should reject these ASP’s and they are as 
follows: 
 
Expansion of the Growth Boundary 
 
On page 6 in the MDP, for the growth boundary to be moved, all of the requirements below need 
to be met (due to the use of the word “and”): 
 
2.1.5 The Growth Boundary should not be expanded beyond the area shown in Map 1, 
except where: 
 
a. a community benefit is achieved, and 
b. a net positive fiscal or socio-economic impacts are achieved, and 
c. the proposed development can be connected to municipal infrastructure in a 
fiscally and environmentally responsible manner, and 
d. the proposed development does not result in unacceptable environmental impacts. 
 
Also in the MDP, this is a requirement for approval: 
 
2.1.6 The submission of an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) shall be required by 
the Town for a proposed expansion of the Growth Boundary. The EIS shall identify 
acceptable mitigation of any potential impacts. 
 
To expand the Growth Boundary would also require rezoning the Thunderstone Quarry lands 
from Conservation Wildland to zoning that allows for urban development. To rezone this would 
NOT align with section 2.1.5 d. 
 
Changing the GB would also require you to amend the MDP. Our community spent countless 
hours working on this MDP-so to do an amendment within an ASP is not engaging the 
community as per the MDP (section 17). As well, what does this mean for the integrity of the 
MDP, if sections can be amended within ASP’s without community engagement? 
 
Given all of the above, Smith Creek should not be approved. 
 
Unfinished Golf Course and Seasonal Wildlife Corridor 
 
Part of the “deal” for the Resort Centre moving forward was to have the golf course act as a 
seasonal wildlife corridor. As well, Gerry Stephenson spoke in length about the unfinished golf 
course and the number of mine shafts under this land. Building on this land would be 
irresponsible not only for the undermining but also for the wildlife.  I’m not buying TSMV’s 
argument that they have to develop this to make back their investment.  As we know-they 
bought it at 10¢ on the dollar after it went into receivership. 
 
 



Fence 
 
There are so many questions around this proposed mitigation.  
 

1. What are the long term costs associated with this? How much to replace the whole fence 
in a couple of decades (as they have done in BNP)? 

2. What happens to the neighbourhoods outside the TSMV lands (Homesteads/P of 
G/Rundle) when the wildlife  move into those areas?  And wouldn’t the wildlife be able to 
wander back into TSMV lands if they went around the fence? Who deals with this issue? 
Our bylaw? AB Parks?  

3. Who monitors holes in the fence, trees down on the fence etc? Who pays for this? 
4. Where is the data that proves these fences work? Or is Canmore the laboratory for this 

experiment? 
 
Climate Crisis and Sustainability 
 
Thankfully, you all unanimously approved a State of Climate Emergency. Approving these ASP’s 
would go against what you have approved.  The Executive Summary from the Town notes that 
this development will not allow us to achieve the goal of reducing our GHG emissions as per the 
Climate Action Plan goal. 
 
Wildlife Corridor and 2020 AEP decision 
 
With the recent wildlife corridor approval by the AEP, my question to you all is “how did this 
government see fit to approve this corridor when the previous government didn’t?” The 
development hasn’t changed-but the wildlife corridor can to accommodate the development?  
 
The good news is that as our elected officials-you have the ultimate say on what can be built 
near the corridor due to land use zoning. And therefore, you have the ability to make the corridor 
as functional as possible given the constraints it now has due to what was approved by the AB 
Gov’t.  
 
Please remember the decision you make regarding development  will impact not just our town, 
but will also impact the last remaining intact continental wildlife corridor on our planet!  You have 
the ability to make a positive or negative difference depending on which way you vote.  Lucky 
you I say! Your vote against these ASP’s would help maintain the integrity of the last intact 
wildlife corridor. 
 
 
Effects on our community 
 
The sheer scale of these two developments is mind-boggling.  How can our mountain town 
handle the amount of traffic and congestion that would occur given this increase in population?  
As well, adding another 14,500 people to the valley is going to make movement through the 
valley even more precarious for the wildlife.  Is this the kind of town we want?  Does this 
development meet the values of our community that were laid out in Mining the Future?  And do 
we really think that TSMV shareholders are going to be involved with this development and our 
community for the 25-30 years they say it is going to take to complete?  I would think not given 
their track record to date.  They are land speculators-not land developers. 



 
I hope that as our elected officials, you do what is right for our community and the wildlife and 
say NO to these ASP’s. The proposed ASP’s may offer snippets of value to our community, but 
the consequences of this going forward far outweigh any benefits. 
 
Thanks for your time.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Lisa Downing 
Canmore 


