
March 4, 2021 
 
To the Municipal Clerk, Mayor of Canmore and Town Councillors, 
 
There are a significant number of points that have been well articulated as objections to TSMV’s Area Structure Plan proposal.  I am going to focus 
on the following: 
 
Wildlife Corridors: 
You have heard it all from innumerable sources so data, figures, studies have all been at your disposal and there is no point in my underscoring 
them yet again, so I’m going to address TSMV’s statements on page 24 of the RMO, March 4 regarding wildlife corridors. They state:  “With the 
2020 approval of the Smith Creek wildlife corridor, the Province said “We are confident that the SMCWC aligns with the Wildlife Corridor Principles 
we developed and will allow for adequate wildlife movement.” “...The corridor principles referenced by the Province were based on available peer-
reviewed scientific papers, and technical reports.”  
 
This is another ‘approval’ by the current provincial government, without public consultation and who, to date, have not shared the ‘scientific papers 
and technical reports’. I cannot comment whether their recent approval was politically based or not, but Council should consider the other approvals 
the province has backed down on due to lack of consultation and resulting public outcry a) closing a number of provincial campgrounds; b) open 
coal mining. Council can show leadership in honouring the previous wildlife corridor legislation which was based on scientific data, public input and 
not based on a direct application to the government from a developer with a vested interest. This issue has been hacked to death over the last 20 
or so years and comes up again and again as the developer re-applies. The basic needs of wildlife and wildlife movement hasn’t changed - the 
pressures for development however, increase exponentially with every year and the onus rests with you to manage it responsibly.  
This corridor is a critical link in the wildlife corridor stretching from California to the Yukon, so the impact of Council’s decision on wildlife affects 
the entire continent, not only our immediate area. 
PLEASE take a stand and support the well documented (and publicly available scientific data) needs of wildlife movement in this valley 
- do not approve the current proposed changes being suggested by TSMV.   It is within Council’s authority to reject changes being 
requested for rezoning conservation or recreation areas (eg. unfinished golf course). 
 
Legislative Responsibility: 
TSMV categorically states on pg. 24 of the RMO that “we have been clear that we are not open to making further amendments to the Provincially 
approved wildlife corridor, nor will we consider a ‘ no development’ position.”  
 
Well, Council can categorically state to TSMV that Council will not consider any components of their proposal that isn’t consistent with the Municipal 
Development Plan, so 1) Council will not consider changing private recreation use of the unused golf course to residential and commercial 
use; 2) Council will not consider any proposal outside the established growth boundary; 3) Council will not consider residential, 
commercial and industrial use of land zoned conservation.  
 

Municipal Affairs Orientation booklet for all Town Council members “What Every Councillor Needs To Know” clearly states: 
Planning and Development 
Council shapes the physical future of the community through its authority over land-use planning and development control. It is the responsibility of 
Council to focus on the future of the community as a whole while balancing the current rights, needs and concerns of property owners and residents. 
The purpose of planning is to achieve the orderly, economical and beneficial development, use of land and settlement, without infringing on the rights 
of individuals, except as necessary for the community. 
 
The MGA identifies the hierarchy and relationship of statutory plans. The order is: 
Intermunicipal Development Plans (IDPs) - all other plans must be consistent with the IDP. 
Municipal Development Plans (MDPs) - must be consistent with the IDP. 
Area Structure Plans (ASPs) and Area Redevelopment Plans (ARPs) must be consistent with any IDP or MDP.” 

 
The current TSMV ASP is inconsistent with the MDP - Council has a legislative responsibility to the community to adhere to the MDP 
and reject TSMVs ASP based on these inconsistencies. 
 
That being said, please consider that people flocked to Canmore this past year, escaping the city for the beauty and nature of our area. The 
development of natural areas, along with hugely increasing the population base with all associated strains on the environment will not make 
Canmore more attractive. Don’t let our area be overwhelmed by development, destroying what is special about it. Development is inevitable, but 
let it be guided by respecting and securing everything that makes this area so magical - wildlife, trees, water, and undeveloped open recreational 
spaces. 
 
Thank you for your consideration and I urge you all to exercise your authority to manage development responsibly.  
 
Regards, 
Pauline Martin 
296 Three Sisters Drive, Canmore, AB  T1W 2M9 
(403) 678-5003 


