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To:  John Borrowman <John.Borrowman@canmore.ca>; Robert Seeley <rob.seeley@canmore.ca>; Jeffrey Hilstad 
<Jeff.Hilstad@canmore.ca>; Esme Comfort <Esme.Comfort@canmore.ca>; Karen Marra 
<karen.marra@canmore.ca>; Joanna McCallum <joanna.mccallum@canmore.ca>; Vi Sandford 
<vi.sandford@canmore.ca>; Council <council@canmore.ca>; bowvalleyengage@gmail.com 
<bowvalleyengage@gmail.com>; Shared.MunicipalClerk <shared.MunicipalClerk@canmore.ca>

I would like to submit my notes from my presentation.  

Thank you Mayor Borrowman and Council, for listening.

My name is Julie Lamoureux, I am a resident of Canmore, I am a wildlife artist, and I do 
not support the TSMV ASPs. 

I have many concerns about these ASPS including the lack of adequate evacuation plans, the 
public risks to building on undermined land and maintaining a fence, and the size of the 
proposed footprints in a sensitive area.  However, my primary concern is the permanent impact 
that it will have on wildlife.   

Wildlife has intrinsic value to me. Whether I see wildlife or not, my life is better because 
they’re out there.  But they are also a vital part of this town’s economy.  

I work in downtown Canmore, where I talk to visitors from around the world.  People visit our 
valley for a lot of reasons, but what makes this place different is OUR wildlife.  When visitors 
tell me, "I saw a grizzly" they say it with the same excitement that they might say, "I won the 
lottery!"  Or maybe they’re more reverent, because they understand what a gift it is to see, in 
the wild, an animal that has been exterminated from most of the continental United states, and 
much of Canada, through both active persecution and the passive elimination through the 
habitat loss that is a natural and permanent consequence of human development like the ones 
proposed in these ASPs.   

I met a young couple from Europe who proudly told me that they had documented over 30 
species of animals during their 10 day trip.  They were especially thrilled to have seen a moose 
and a bear.  It was special to them because they came from a country where big animals 
and carnivores were wiped out hundreds of years ago, before the words like "ecology", 
"habitat," and "endangered species" were even a thing.   

These are the types of visitors that we want to encourage to our valley—people who respect 
this place and the wildlife that is still managing a tenuous existence so close to our home.  
Wildlife is what makes this valley special.  It needs to be protected. 

We only have one go at this, we need to examine very carefully what we have to lose, and 
whether it is ours to give.  TSMVs primary wildlife mitigation strategy is a wildlife fence, set 
directly adjacent to development.  Their other main mitigations are providing park space 
within the ASP zone, attractant management, and educating humans to appropriately use the 
corridor. 
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These are all great ideas, and other than the fence, Canmore is already doing them.

Let’s look at education.  At the moment, I’m pretty sure people know they’re not supposed to 
be walking on TSMVs private land, which is also a wildlife corridor, but TSMV states that 
94% of current users on their land are human, despite ongoing education efforts in the area to 
keep people out.

Now, this doesn’t surprise me because I see people breaking rules regularly, like 1) allowing 
dogs to walk off leash where they shouldn’t, 2) crowding elk, 3) not picking up after their 
dogs.  I’m pretty sure that people know they’re not supposed to do these things— because we 
have signs, laws, and social shaming,—but people still DO them.  

As it happens, we have law enforcement because humans are extremely bad at following rules.

Unfortunately TSMVs ASPS don’t reflect this reality about human behavior, because their 
entire wildlife mitigation strategy is based on the premise that their education efforts will be 
100% effective for reducing inappropriate human use of the corridor.  The independent 
environmental review caught this and stated that that they have “concerns in (TSMVs) level of 
confidence of the proposed mitigations” 

-----------------------------------------------------------------------

It seems that TSMVs wildlife mitigation strategy assumes that they can:

1) Make the wildlife area as narrow as possible

2) ignore the science of animal movement patterns and behavior

3) add thousands of people directly adjacent to it

4) use an unproven fence concept with no soft edge or buffer

and then make 100% of their success conditional on humans not behaving like humans. 

 Which sounds pretty risky to me.  

At the end of the day, we aren’t even sure that wildlife will be able to use the provincial 
corridor. It’s too narrow, too steep, and too close to human development to be adequately 
functional.

To paraphrase one of the most infamous politicians of our time, “TSMV wants to build a 
fence—and the wildlife will pay for it.”
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

I have concerns about the quality of both TSMVs environmental review and the independent 
assessment, but in the time permitted there is one that’s most important:  

TSMV held community consultations about their projects but rejected all of the input of 
several reputable wildlife organizations and community wildlife scientists.  In their 
communication with the public they clearly and repeatedly state that the fence location is non-
negotiable  
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However, our town’s independent EIS review strongly emphasizes that the fence position may 
need to be negotiated, as the plans uncertainties, and there are several, require both a 
MEANINGFUL wildlife monitoring and adaptive management plan.  The review CLEARLY 
states that these will require a SIGNIFICANT effort from TSMV, the province, and the town, 
to prove that the mitigations are working.

My concern is, if TSMV considers the fence location non-negotiable, despite both intense 
community pressure and local experts who tried to engage with them, that TSMVs monitoring 
efforts will be neither meaningful nor significant.  From their social media communications 
this week it is clear that their primary goal in regards to wildlife is not moving their fence.

The provincial government similarly has a poor environmental track record, and the animals 
who use this corridor are not their priority.  

That leaves the town, and even if I thought the town had the resources to effectively monitor 
the  wildlife by itself, 2 against one is poor odds, and it just makes economic sense to keep 
going with a project once it’s started.  

It will be a lot easier for the town to reject these ASPs outright now, and tell TSMV to do 
better.  

Canmore wants a plan that places wildlife and the environment first, thoughtfully addresses the 
effects of climate change on BOTH humans and wildlife,  and considers ALL people who care 
about this place.  

Tell TSMV that we will not move the Growth Boundary.

Tell TSMV that we will not rezone Conservation of Wildland, or “Golf and Recreation.”

Improve the provincial wildlife corridor through zoning.  

Let’s make Canmore a leader in environmental protection and sustainable tourism.   
Let’s make Canmore stronger by saying NO to both of these ASPs.      

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

There is one last negative impact that these ASPs have had on the citizens of our town that I 
NEED to address.  

I am speaking of the serious physical and mental health effects that TSMVs disrespectful ASPs 
have had on our citizens, who have already been kicked down by a global pandemic. 

Thousands of Canmore’s citizens have spent dozens of hours engaged in this matter by writing 
letters, speaking in this forum, organizing and listening to community discussions, engaging 
with TSMV, researching topics, and trying to understand foreign legal documents and political 
process.  Others are simply too afraid to make their voices heard. 

Our mayor and town council has spent this entire week listening.  

All of us had other things to do but made this our number one priority.  
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If others are like me they have been kept up at night and have missed work.  They have carried 
inside them for the last few weeks a sense of deep grief, disbelief, rage, and powerlessness, 
over these ASPs, and especially that in 2021, when we clearly understand that habitat 
destruction and fragmentation are the process by which species extinction occurs, that a plan 
effectively cutting of a vital continental wildlife corridor was even on the table. 

Because I believe in democracy, fundamental decency, and our town's commitment to the 
environment and sustainable tourism, I am assuming  that council will do the right thing and 
vote down these ASPs. 

When they do, it needs to be very clear to TSMV not to waste our time and energy or insult us 
with such a proposal, ever again. 

I would like town Council to consider placing moratoriums on ASP submissions in the future, 
or make other efforts to protect all of us from another round of this in a year or two, and to and 
make it clear that the “rights” of landowners to develop in our valley carry with them a far 
greater weight of responsibility.

Thank-you.  

Julie Lamoureux.
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