
March 22, 2021

Dear Town of Canmore Mayor, Councillors and Administration,

I am writing to express my opposition to Bylaw 2021-05 and Bylaw 2021-06.

I am a 20-year Canmore resident and I am in opposition to the Smith Creek and Three

Sisters Village area structure plans as I believe they stand in stark contrast to

community values, contradict many aspects of planning documents including Mining

The Future, the Municipal Development Plan and the 2019-22 Strategic Plan, risk

irreversibly impacting the viability of habitat and movement corridors for wildlife, are

out of sync with local and global initiatives to address climate change and the

biodiversity crisis, and fail to address identified affordable housing needs.

I am not opposed to development and fully acknowledge that I live on land that was

once undisturbed montane forest, and is the land of the Indigenous peoples of several

Treaty 7 Nations whose stewardship and respect for the shared nature of our

relationship with this region cannot be ignored as we make decisions on Canmore’s

future. This notion of a shared landscape is essential to the character and values of

Canmore.

Our community is renowned for its efforts to co-exist with wildlife as demonstrated by

the widespread adoption of animal-proof waste bins, bylaws minimizing wildlife

attractants in developed areas and undertaking attractant removal, community

education and outreach through programs like Bow Valley WildSmart. And despite the

ever-increasing level of development and visitation in recent decades, our community

continues to support wildlife habitat and movement between the protected areas of

Kananaskis Country and Banff National Park.

Canmore and the Bow Valley will continue to face increasing visitation and amenity

migration in the coming decades and the proposed developments in these ASP’s must be

considered alongside not only this increase in visitors but the effect of population

increase from the expansion of Silvertip and Spring Creek. The Environmental Impact

Statements for the ASP’s identify that wildlife in the Bow Valley is already stressed. The

amazing recreation opportunities in the Bow Valley, a key reason why many of us live

here, continue to see increasing use and human recreation in the lands surrounding

Canmore is anticipated to triple by 2055 as per statements in the EIS.

Yet despite how busy Canmore has become, it is still a landscape that supports

wide-ranging species like wolves and grizzly bears. The issues we face today will be

amplified into the future and in recognizing that we have less control over some of these



outside influences, it is critical that we make the right choices on those factors we can

control. The overall scale of development proposed by TSMV runs contrary to our

community values of respecting the landscape that sustains the health and well being of

people and wildlife alike. TSMV has been clear in stating that anything less than what’s

proposed won’t work for them; it is important for them to hear what won’t work for us

as a community, and also what won’t work for the wildlife who do not have a voice.

In regards to the Three Sisters Village ASP, I wish to share the following points and

concerns:

● I am concerned with the ever-expanding footprint of the Village ASP (previously

Resort Centre). TSMV already has an ASP approved by the town; it is their choice

that they changed their mind (12 years later after 2004 approval) and to

re-submit different plans  2017 & 2021 that stray from the as-approved resort

focus to more of a residential development.

● The extent of development on the unfinished golf course contradicts what was

approved originally by the NRCB, which recognized that the proposed golf course

would help support the functionality of the along-valley wildlife corridor.

● I remain concerned about the risk of undermining, and I think I would consider it

even more a concern now with a better understanding of its extent that has been

illustrated by technological advances in assessing what is actually underground.

● The level of risk and uncertainty related to proposed fencing and other

mitigations is an unacceptable outcome for this landscape. The unfenced north

side of the ASP area will see inevitable wildlife incursions into developed areas. I

would also foresee the rise of negative human-wildlife interactions involving elk

elsewhere in the community - i.e. in the increasingly busy Quarry Lake/dog park

area.

In regards to the Smith Creek ASP, I wish to share the following points and concerns:

● How can the ASP be approved if it is inconsistent with the MDP goal of limiting

development to those areas within the Growth Boundary? I see this as applying to

two areas in the Smith Creek ASP:

○ the Thunderstone quarry area at eastern end of the ASP area, where the

proposed commercial and light industrial area expands outside the growth

boundary and also impacts the purposely-designated Conservation of

Wildlands district established in 1998 that calls for reclamation following

the end of quarrying operations and to support the viability of the Wind

Valley habitat patch.

○ The proposed re-alignment of the Stewart Creek Across-Valley corridor.

This area is also outside the growth boundary and currently zoned CW.

● I oppose the movement of the functioning Stewart Creek Across-Valley corridor

in order to allow TSMV to have an additional development parcel. Moving the



corridor to a piece of land that is not available to development due to flood

hazard is an unacceptable outcome for the existing provincially-approved wildlife

corridor.

● The timeline of commercial development is questionable given that it is stated

that there would be continuing quarrying for 15-20 years, then reclamation,

before this portion of the development would break ground.

● The provincially-approved wildlife corridor is still inadequate and was a decision

made without any outside engagement in a month, vs. the prior corridor decision

process that took over a year. Numerous pinch points, and the unproven and

risky use of an exclusion fence as a hard edge, as well as the dated data used,

present a significant uncertainty as to the ability of the corridor to support

wildlife movement in perpetuity. If the town truly feels that it can't do anything

about the corridor, then do something about what you can affect - don't approve

Smith Creek.

I understand that Canmore will continue to grow and acknowledge TSMV’s right to

develop, however there needs to be development that not only adheres to the NRCB

decision but also conforms to other guiding documents developed since such as Mining

the Future, Municipal Development Plan, BCEAG guidelines, the 2019 housing needs

study, and the recommendations for human-wildlife coexistence report. I ask that

council actively engage with and incorporate the voices of Indigenous peoples with

centuries of connection to this landscape, and acknowledge the voices of community

members who have engaged on this not only in recent weeks but in the prior three

decades. I urge council to use the precautionary principle in their decision making and

to turn down these plans whose outcomes are largely unknown and have potentially

irreversible consequences, and to actively engage the broader community in a renewed

community planning conversation about our collective futures.

Thanks for your dedication to serving in public office and for considering my

perspectives.

Sincerely,

Timothy Johnson


