
March 8, 2021 

 

 

Dear Mayor and Council- 

I write to respectfully request that you reject the TSMV development proposals (pending Bylaw 
2021-05 (Three Sisters Village) and Bylaw 2021-06 (Smith Creek)) under review.  

Planet Earth is at a crossroads where diversity on Earth is rapidly disappearing due to human 
alteration of the natural environment and of climate change. At least three quarters of the 
terrestrial world is affected by human activities. To avert global species extinctions will require a 
suite of different strategies depending on place including addressing conservation on private 
lands. 
 
While protected area are an important tool for conserving biodiversity, science indicates that we 
need to be advancing well-designed protected areas that are ecologically connected such that we 
have functional landscape-level ecological networks. At all scales of decision-making, we need 
to consider how land-uses on one parcel of land will affect adjacent lands if we are to succeed in 
altering the course of this biodiversity crisis. TSMV lands have significance for the connectivity 
of the Rockies and the integrity of the Yellowstone to Yukon. 
 
I believe that the TSMV lands need to be considered in this larger context. In your role as elected 
officials I encourage you to think not only about the present needs and circumstances but also 
about what will be needed for people and nature in the decades to come. In other words, to 
consider whether this development in its present configuration is the best and highest purpose for 
these lands for now and the future. 
 
I am a wildlife corridor ecologist recognized for work around the world including leading the 
writing of the recently released IUCN global guidelines for connectivity. As a corridor ecologist, 
I believe that the proposed development is not considering best available science to maintain a 
sufficient level of wildlife connectivity, and the current proposals do not apply the science of 
many local scientists that have conducted extensive connectivity research. In my opinion the 
current proposals, if realized, will negatively affect the town’s standing as a gold standard for co-
existence with wildlife, and the town’s stated values of living successfully with wildlife. My 
professional view is that their proposed developments will significantly sever the function of the 
wildlife corridor and they fail to address this. Further, their proposed mitigations of human-use 
are poorly thought out and are guess-work (especially the fencing). 
 
In my work context, I have made a good faith effort to meet with TSMV and consultants, and in 
my view, they have not accommodated nor engaged in active and meaningful collaboration that 
could seek to address connectivity. I perceive that a good faith effort by the development 
proponents to meaningfully address how they could implement their development in a manner in 
line with the greater good of this community (humans and nature) and the greater good of the 
world (e.g., climate change, etc.) is lacking. In my mind, this omission means that we as a town 
and community cannot align with their pending proposals. 



At the heart here, is whether our town through its elected representatives will allow a single 
private development to, in a major way, write the future for the town, or whether our town will 
ensure that any future developments are consistent with town values and ensuring that the future 
of the town is managed for these values.  

More specifically, I believe that these proposals conflict with guiding documents for our 
community, including the Municipal Development Plan, conservation wildlands zoning, and 
several bylaws, which represent and give definition to community values. I also believe the 
proposed project ignores or misrepresents the 2002 Golder report that was jointly conducted by 
the Town and TSMV. Issues to consider include the following:  

Will these guiding documents be followed and implemented both in spirit and substance? Will 
TSMV be allowed to expand beyond our urban growth boundary and even rezone conservation 
wildlands? Will the proposed developments TSMV be allowed to ignore or circumvent the city’s 
priority for functional wildlife corridors and making decisions using best available science? How 
could doubling of residential units be allowed without setting aside significant land for 
conservation? Will TSMV be allowed to re-zone the golf course original proposed by TSMV 
itself in an earlier ASP, a zoning that was meant to provide a buffer to the otherwise 
compromised wildlife corridor? Will we allow development to proceed when engineers point to 
the instability of the lands from mining? It is my opinion that the answer to each of these 
questions should be no, and the Town should reject the TSMV development proposals.  

Before the town entertains any future mega-proposals, it seems that it would be prudent for the 
town to lead a deep and meaningful visioning session similar to the Mining the Future work done 
15 years ago.  

Please stand for community values for today and future generations of people and wildlife. 

Sincerely, 

Jodi Hilty, Ph.D. 


