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Dear Council,

I strongly encourage you to reject the Area Structure Plan for Smith Creek and Area Structure Plan
Amendment for Village Centre at First Reading. I write this letter as a private citizen, not in a
professional capacity, and as someone who was born and raised here and who cannot see a future
for my family in a community that resembles TSMV’s aspirations.

The clearest issues with both plans pertain to wildlife movement. At Village Centre, there is no
scientific rationale for developing the unfinished golf course to the ASP’s upslope limits, completely
obliterating the “cabin line” and the consensus understanding that it represents: that wildlife need
more room on shallower slopes than would remain with full development. At Smith Creek, the
province’s approval of the wildlife corridor is likewise unscientific, squeezing wildlife particularly
tightly at the southern end near the Wind Valley. This area overlaps considerably with lands that are
not covered by the 1992 NRCB decision and therefore fall outside of any obligatory development
allowance.

I know, contrary to its founding from the NRCB decision, that BCEAG’s guidelines are not a legal
standard for TSMV lands – but that explicit omission in the BCEAG guidelines document must be
viewed as a political decision without scientific basis. There is no scientific reason to avoid applying
those guidelines to these ASPs, given that no recent research has indicated that corridors can
feasibly be more narrow.

But the issues are not only with wildlife. These two ASP areas represent, to my understanding, 80%
of Canmore’s developable land. These plans must go a long way to solving Canmore’s existent and
foreseeable needs, many of which would be exacerbated by these proposed developments. This is
not a situation in which the developer can mitigate their own harms – we need these areas to
provide solutions. We don’t just need affordable staff housing for the new hotels and other facilities,
we need varied housing supply that meets the needs of the existing underserved demographics of
our community as well.

I want a community in which the people who work here can afford to live here in housing that meets
their needs. I have no interest in additional tourism amenities. Canmore very obviously struggles
with managing visitation as it is.

Has the Town of Canmore made an effort to understand our foreseeable housing needs, based on
foreseeable employment opportunities and the incomes associated with them? We cannot be a
viable community if we continue to pursue separate paths for housing and labour.

As a community, we are not required to meet TSMV’s corporate needs; it is up to them to meet the
needs we have and those we can predict. For these reasons, I urge you to reject the Smith Creek ASP
and Village Centre ASP Amendment at First Reading.
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Thank you,
 
Adam Linnard

1st Avenue


